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HB 1607 Education - Juvenile Services Education Programs - Management and
Operation
FAVORABLE
The ACLU of Maryland supports HB 1607, which would establish a Workgroup
on Establishing an Independent School Board for the Juvenile Services Education
System (JSES), with certain oversight and reporting functions.
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Maryland’s Constitution requires “a thorough and efficient System of Free Public
Schools”1 Moreover, education is a fundamental human right. The United States
has made numerous domestic and international commitments to ensuring the
human right to education, and while there is no federal constitutional right,
nearly every State Constitution in the United States recognizes the right to an
education.2
The failure to meet this commitment in public schools is exacerbated by the lack
of quality educational programs in juvenile facilities. Children in juvenile
facilities have significant educational needs. They are typically below grade level
in test scores and commonly have a history of school failure, with an estimated
75% of children in juvenile facilities failing one or more courses and 40-50% who
have been retained in at least one grade.3
In 2007, the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) found a “pattern or
practice of civil rights violations” in juvenile facilities, including inadequate
education in some facilities. The GAO also noted that a lack of coordination with
state education agencies has resulted in facilities continuing to operate even
though education quality is poor and children are unable to transfer education
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credits to schools within their communities when they are released from
custody.4 HB 1607 responds to exactly this need by piloting a model for
oversight of education for children in the juvenile justice system by local boards
of education.
Finally, failure to provide adequate education has subjected many jurisdictions
to legal challenges—over the last quarter of a century, there has been class
action litigation in more than 22 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico
alleging that inadequate education for children with disabilities in juvenile
facilities violate children’s statutory rights to education services.5 In this respect,
HB 1607 presents a vehicle for Maryland to get ahead of this challenge and begin
making the necessary improvements before being forced by the hand of the law.
For the foregoing reasons, we urge a favorable report on HB 1607.
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