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Agenda  

1. Finalize flow into treatment unit based on risk 
need 

2. Identify core programming 

3. Discussion options for evidence based curricula 

4. Other Business / Update from Steve 
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Next Steps for Programming  

 

Action Step 
 

Who will be 

responsible? 

 

What needs to be done 

by when? 

Review of data regarding 

risk level 

Gary will work with Bill  September 30 

Identification of target 

population, risk need and 

length of stay  

 Committee During our next meeting 

on October 6th  

Discussion and 

recommendation of Core 

Programming 

 Kevin / Committee  September 30th 

Follow-up on potential 

curriculum options 

Kevin & Onaje  

Review and discussed by 

the Committee 

 September 30th 
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Targeting Offenders for Programming 

How will offenders be targeted for programming?  

• Risk need and length of stay  

Based on risk / need or length of stay - or a 
combination of both?  

• The Committee confirmed it would be driven by risk 
need and length of stay  

Would this be driven by the COMPAS Risk Need 
Assessment ?  

• Yes Triage by Proxy and then needs assessment of the 
COMPAS 
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One-Day DCJ Snapshot – Sept 2014  
 Risk to Reoffend (Total N = 504)    
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One-Day DCJ Snapshot – Sept 2014  
(Total N = 504) Male = 446; Female = 58 

Risk by % of total  
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One-Day DCJ Snapshot – Sept 2014 (Total N = 504)  
Sentenced = 119; Unsentenced = 385 

 

7 

1 
11 

17 18 

34 
26 

12 14 

32 
42 

68 

124 

76 

29 

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Sentenced

Unsentenced



One-Day DCJ Snapshot – Sept 2014 (Total N = 504)  
Sentenced = 119  

Housed Out (HO = 62) vs. Not Housed Out (N-HO = 57)  
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One-Day DCJ Snapshot – Sept 2014 (Total N = 504)  
Unsentenced = 385  

Housed Out (HO = 179) vs. Not Housed Out (N-HO = 206)  
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10 

Desired/Acceptable Treatment Outcomes in an Evidence-
Based System (Cost/Benefit – Long Term Public Safety)?    

5-10% 

Reduction in 

Recidivism 

among 

Higher Risk 

Offenders  

Do no harm  



Program Location 

• The Committee felt that the Transition 

Units 22 and 23  for men and women  

would be the best location for the 

programming 

 

• The Superintendent also agreed with this 

11 



Flow Into Unit 

• How will this process occur? 

 

• Who is in charge of coordination this 

process? 
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Jail Program 
 

• What the core program would  look like: 

 

• For men 

 

• For women 
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Program Curricula 

• What are suggestions for evidence based 

programs? 
 

• How will staff be trained on 

implementation? 
 

• Is this a good fit for the time frames we 

have the people there? 
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