Incarceration Prevention and Reduction Task Force
Legal & Justice Systems Subcommittee
DRAFT Meeting Summary for August 8, 2016

1. Call To Order

Committee Member Jill Bernstein called the meeting to order at 9:15 a.m. in the Bellingham Municipal
Court Fireplace Room, 2014 C Street, Bellingham.

Members Present:  Angela Anderson, Jill Bernstein, Bill Elfo, Daniel Hammill, Fred Heydrich, Irene

Morgan, Darlene Peterson, Peter Ruffatto

Also Present: Kathy Walker (Proxy for Dave McEachran)
Members Absent: Deborra Garrett, Stephen Gockley, Michael Knapp, Dave McEachran, Moonwater
2. Presentation on Mental Health Court needs

Darrin Hall, Public Defender, submitted and read from a handout on Mental Health Court (on file):

Pre- and post-conviction

Post-conviction participants may begin with deferred felony charges with the option to plead guilty
with a misdemeanor with mental health court in District Court.

If mental health court is successfully completed after 18 months to two years, the felony will be
dismissed.

The goal is to provide two years of full compliance with mental health services, medication
requirements, and/or substance abuse treatment

They are 19 months into the first class.

They need a comprehensive, full-scale service provider of transportation, housing, medication,
and other services

Linda Grant, Health Department, stated local agencies’ staff and services fluctuate overtime. Don’t lock
into a long-term contract with a single agency. Maintain the County’s ability to be flexible in choosing the best
agencies available at the time.

The Committee asked questions about needed improvements to the program:

Clients from District Court have different housing and transportation needs from the clients from
the municipal courts.

Mental Health Court hasn’t had to use the crisis prevention and intervention team (CPIT), but is
aware of the services they and other community response groups provide.

They need expanded triage capacity for crisis respite and detox

They also need a secure and safe detox option for clients who show up to court under the
influence

They all want an expanded continuum of substance use disorder and co-occurring order
treatment

A recovery housing option separate from a typical clean and sober house is essential

Continue expansion at the Lake Whatcom Treatment Center and Catholic Community Services
for their co-occurring disorders

In-custody substance use evaluation is being restored by the Health Department and Behavioral
Health Organization (BHO)

It's been difficult finding a mental health evaluator to find time to do evaluations at the jail
between regular appointments
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Law enforcement are informed of the list of people participating in mental health court in case
they encounter those participants

Someone who has been in jail for more than 30 days is not considered clean and sober for the
purpose of getting access to services

The County can hire a staff person to do in-custody evaluations part-time; finding a qualified
person to apply may be difficult

Mental health court participants need to deal with chemical dependency issues before being
treated for their mental illness.

Substance use evaluators and mental health evaluators require different training, so there may
not be one person who can do both

Grant continued the presentation on housing needs:

The homeless population and mental health population coming out of jail overlap, but aren’t the
same population

Citygate, Sun House, and Francis Place are housing options that work well

Landlords generally don’t want to rent to this population

There is a 24-hour gap from jail release to being qualified as homeless to receive homeless
services

They will need specialty housing for those with a criminal history who aren’t considered
traditionally vulnerable

Warren Page, Prosecutor, stated housing is a critical need. There are many ways to be ineligible for
housing. Mental health court graduates’ chances of success are low if they don’t have stable housing.

The committee continued to discuss housing and transportation needs for people with mental health,
substance use, and others with complex problems:

There is a need for more sophisticated staff on site to manage these folks, some with strong
criminogenic behaviors and/or severe addiction or illness

It can be expensive to provide housing units that receive much damage from meth use and other
types of destruction

There are between 100 and 200 folks in the community now who need this type of housing

At this point, mental health court would not be ready for Superior Court

Active case managers who meet with the clients at least twice a week are necessary
Transportation to get clients to appointments is also necessary

Increased public bus system services isn’'t enough to solve transportation issues

3. Discussion of whether an independent assessment of Drug Court is needed

Anderson stated her concerns have been addressed, and a Drug Court needs assessment isn’'t
necessary at this time. If the Drug Court staff feel that an assessment is necessary, they have the ability to
request one. They don’t need the Task Force to request it for them. She withdraws her request for an
independent assessment, based on the information she’s received.

David Graham, Prosecutor, stated a needs assessment could always recommend a smaller program.
Drug Court staff concur that they need long-term in-patient treatment and clean and sober housing. They put
anyone in Drug Court they can, but they have a problem finding enough in-patient treatment.
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Anderson stated that when Drug Court served more people, there were too many people and it was
inefficient. It wasn't a good program. Judge Snyder questions the need for an assessment.

Bernstein stated she still would like to know if a needs assessment would answer the question of whether
the full need in the community is being served and if more people could be served with more staff.

Anderson state everyone who qualifies and applies is allowed into the Drug Court program, and they
have enough staff to handle it. Unless they change the qualification requirements, that population won’t change,
but that's not what a needs assessment would address.

The Committee discussed why defendants don't choose Drug Court, how to create incentives for
defendants to choose a longer drug court program, and having an in-patient coordinator to funnel defendants into
shorter programs they can do on their own.

4, Report on Yakima Pretrial Risk Assessment and Supervision

Heydrich reported on his recent visit to Yakima to learn about their program:

A pre-trial risk assessment is evidence-based assessment of risk factors, to help the court
determine who should be released and under what conditions

A risk assessment that doesn’t include defendant interview is a static assessment

Pre-trial assessments are have been used around the country for decades

He submitted examples of two noteworthy assessment models (on file), which are the Virginia
model and the Arnold Foundation model

A validated assessment model has been subjected to statistical analysis and study

Risk assessments result in a scoring system that recommend whether or not a person should be
released and under what conditions

Services and conditions traditionally imposed can include hearing notifications and reminders,
criminal history checks, phone or electric home monitoring (EHM) check-in, drug testing, location
monitoring, and treatment.

He hopes to make a recommendation to consider implementing the use of a risk assessment tool
and set up a pre-trial supervision unit, to achieve the goal of getting more pre-trial people out of
jail

Heydrich described the Yakima program:

The number of pre-trial inmates was down to 383 from 450 before the pre-trial supervision
program was implemented six months ago

They spend $82 per day for each person in jail, and $8 per day for every person on pre-trial
release

The pre-trial supervision unit operates out of the court and includes a front-desk person, a
supervisor, and a third staff person

The program is paid from the general fund

Of the people released on pre-trial supervision, 85 percent have not failed to appear to court and
94 percent have not reoffended. Yakima officials are compiling the data to calculate what these
statistics were before the program was implemented

Yakima uses the Arnold Foundation model assessment with additional local factors included
The unit sends notification of all hearing dates via an automatic calling system
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The unit oversees 320 people with the three staff

The program is applied to Superior Court and District Court cases only, and municipalities are
interested in joining the program

Pre-trial supervision is for PR defendants only; people who post bail aren’t included

Yakima screens 40-60 people per week

Each assessment takes about five minutes per person, and they’re done by 10:00 a.m. each day
The program supervisor has a Department of Corrections, county jail, and probation background
Unit staff attends all first appearances and gets initial contact information

The clerk sends court appearance results to the Unit daily

The Unit staff are mostly successful at getting people to appear within five days if they don't
appear at their court date

Some people achieve a risk assessment score that keeps them in jail when they previously would
have been released

Defendants are required to call in once per week

The Yakima County Prosecutor is guardedly optimistic about the program

Anecdotally, there has not been an increase in trials or decrease in conviction rates

County officials believe more low-risk defendants are being released, and more who need to be
held are being held instead of released

There has been 1,233 defendants assessed in the program so far; 512 have been released
There have been no lawsuits

Under court administration, there is reduced potential for County liability. It's just an assessment,
the Court makes the final decision on release, and the Court is immune to lawsuits of this sort
The manner of supervision is more about monitoring than supervising. The onus is on the
defendants to check-in. County officials don’t track down individuals.

Of those assessed, 51 percent result in a ‘Release Not Recommended’ finding. The court has
not been releasing 49.9 percent of those people. The court’s decisions are close to the
assessment results

A risk assessment wouldn't be effective at reducing failures to appear and reoffending without the
supervision component

The Committee discussed;

Whether the court can implement this program on its own, without County Council approval
Whatcom County District Court’s pre-trial supervision program

What happens if someone fails to call in

The importance of having a prosecutor and public defender at first appearance, which Whatcom
County already does

Whether this risk assessment would result in the County holding more people than it does now
Last year, before recent innovations from the municipalities, the rate of release from jail within 24
hours of arrest was at 56 percent. Within 72 hours, it was 63 percent.

The Prosecutor’s Office will start using the adult risk assessment, which was presented at the last
committee meeting, which is different assessment from the pre-trial supervision assessment

This item will be held for more discussion and decisions to the next Committee meeting.

Recommendations on Probation Services Improvements (discussion if time allows)



Incarceration Prevention and Reduction Task Force
Legal & Justice Systems Subcommittee
DRAFT Meeting Summary for August 8, 2016

This item was not discussed and held to the next Committee meeting.
Public Comment
Unidentified speaker stated it doesn’t look like these models allow people to represent themselves.

Adjourn

The meeting adjourned at 11:25 a.m.








































































Static Risk Assessment Scoring - Version 2.0

This document explains how the Static Risk Assessment Version 2.0 is scored. The first section
describes the general method of scoring that applies to all jurisdictions using the static risk
assessment. Following this generic description are descriptions of unique scoring situations for
difference jurisdictions.

l. General Method of Scoring Applicable to All Jurisdictions
1. ltems

The Static Risk Assessment is an actuarial assessment developed to predict recidivism based
on offender demographics and an offender’s juvenile felony and adult felony and misdemeanor
record of convictions. Exhibit 1 displays the 23 items of the assessment grouped into six
domains of information.

2. Criminal Record - CCR

The static risk assessment items are scored from the entry of an offender’s juvenile and adult
criminal conviction record (CCR). The following information is recorded for each crime:
sentence date, adult or juvenile conviction, sentence type of prison, jail, or supervision, state,
county, law code for the crime, domestic violence indicator, and arrest/offense date for the
crime.

The criminal conviction record only includes crimes with an outcome indicating the offender
committed or admitted to the crime such as conviction, deferred decision, diversion, or other
type of outcome. For use of the assessment at preliminary appearances before any outcome,
the record includes pending charges.

3. Item Responses and Values

Each assessment item includes one or more responses. For the items counting criminal history,
the last item response is a count of at least a specific number such as two or more. Each item
response has a value. Exhibit 1 displays the item responses and response values.

4. Unit of Count —Criminal justice system cycles

The unit of count for criminal history is each “time the offender goes through the criminal justice
system”. A criminal justice system cycle includes the complete cycle from commission of a
crime, to arrest, and to subsequent criminal justice outcome such as conviction, deferred
decision, diversion, or other type of sentence/outcome that indicates the offender committed or
admitted to the crime. A criminal justice system cycle represents the persistence of criminal
behavior even though the offender has been held accountable for that behavior.

¢ For use post sentence, all crimes with the same sentence data in the CCR constitute the
same criminal justice system cycle. [Ideally, dates that are close in time, within 30 days
of each other, which constitute a single time through the system, should be combined
into a single sentencing but this may be difficult to implement.]

* For use of the assessment post-conviction but pre-sentence, the conviction date rather
than sentence date represents a time through the criminal justice system.

o For preliminary appearance use, the case filing date is used.

5/14/2014 1



Static Risk Assessment Scoring - Version 2.0
5. Crime Severity Ranking

Each criminal justice system cycle consists of one or more charges that resulted in a criminal
justice outcome. A criminal justice system cycle is categorized by the most serious crime in the
set of crimes included in the cycle.

The Washington State Institute for Public Policy developed a severity ranking of crime types for
the static risk assessment. Exhibit 2 displays the severity ranking scheme. The highest ranked
crime type is felony murder and homicide with a rank of 142. Severity ranks of 70 to 142 are
felonies and ranks from 20 to 65 are misdemeanors. Since some DWI/DUIs are felonies the
DWI/DUI rank applies to both felonies and misdemeanors. Each criminal justice system cycle is
categorized by the highest ranked crime. However, not all misdemeanor severity rankings are
mapped to an assessment item since miscellaneous or unusual misdemeanors are not included
in the assessment.

Each jurisdiction using the static risk assessment must create a law table that maps each
unique law code to a severity rank.

6. Severity to Item Mapping

Once the criminal justice system cycle is categorized by the highest ranked crime, the criminal
justice system cycle rank is mapped to an assessment item and the item count is incremented.
Exhibit 2 includes the mapping of severity to assessment items. Juvenile court criminal justice
system cycles are mapped to items 3 and 4 and times through adult court criminal justice
system cycles to items 5 to 23.

7. Domestic Violence Indicator

If the criminal record for a crime has a domestic violence indicator then the severity rank of that
offense may change. Exhibit 3 displays how the severity changes for domestic violence
crimes.

8. Iltems 1 and 2: Demographics

Item 1, Age at time of current assessment, is computed from the offender’s birth date and the
date the assessment is completed. Item 2, Gender, is from data base.

9. Items 3 and 4: Prior Juvenile Felonies

Items 3 and 4 count juvenile criminal justice system cycles as determined by the severity
mapping in Exhibit 2. A juvenile criminal record is identified by a Type of “Juvenile” in the CCR.

10. Item 5: Total Adult Felonies

Item 5 is the total count of all adult felony criminal justice system cycles (at least one offense
with a severity of at least 70) for an offender regardless of categorization. This item includes a
count of criminal justice system cycles that get counted in items 6 through 14, as well as
felonies that do not get categorized and counted in items 6 through 14. There is no comparable
Item 5§ for misdemeanors since a count of misdemeanor times-through-the-system did not
improve prediction.
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11. Items 6 through 14: Adult Felonies

ltems 6 through 14 count adult felony criminal justice system cycles as determined by the
severity mapping in Exhibit 2. An adult felony criminal record is identified by a Type of "Adult”
and a severity rank of at least 70 in the CCR.

12. Items 15 through 22: Adult Misdemeanors

Items 15 through 22 count adult misdemeanor times-through-the-system as determined by the
severity mapping in Exhibit 2. An adult criminal record is identified by a Type of “Adult” and a
severity rank between 13 and 69 in the CCR.

13. ltems 23: Alcohol

ftem 23 counts adult criminal justice system cycles where the most serious offense is either a
misdemeanor or felony alcohol offense.

14. Risk Scores

After the demographic domain is completed and all items in the five criminal history domains are
incremented for an offender, three risk scores are calculated as a weighted sum of the 23 items
plus an intercept. Exhibit 4 displays the intercepts and item weights for the three risk scores:
Felony Score, Property/Violent Score, and Violent Score.

15. Risk Level

Once the three risk scores are calculated, the offender’s level of risk is determined. Exhibit §
shows the rules to classify offenders into the five risk levels: low, moderate, high drug, high
property/violent and high violent. In some jurisdictions, high drug and high property/violent are
combined into high felony.

16. Estimated Recidivism Rates for Risk Scores
Exhibit 6 contains the estimated total (misdemeanor plus felony) and felony recidivism rates for
each Felony Risk Score. Exhibit 6 also contains the estimated violent felony recidivism rate for

each Violent Score. These rates, in addition to the risk scores, provide more detailed
information about the risk for re-offending and should be displayed on the risk reports.
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Exhibit 1

Static Risk Assessment Version 2.0 Items By Domain of Information

. Demographics

1. Age at time of current assessment 0 60 or older ()] 1020t029 4)
0 50 to 59 (1) |018t0 19 (5)
0 40 to 49 2) o013to017 6)
0 30to 39 3)
2. Gender 0 Female (0) |0 Male 4]
li. Juvenile Record
3. Prior juvenile felony convictions 0 None (0) o Three 3)
0 One (1) | OFour (4)
0 Two (2) 0 Five or more (5)
4. Prior juvenile violent felony convictions for: homicide, sex, 0 None 0) !o Two (2)
robbery, kidnapping, assault, extortion, unlawful imprisonment, |0 One (1) |0 Three or more (3)
custodial interference, domestic violence or weapon
lll. Total Adult Felonies
5. Total Adult Felonies 0 One (1) o Four (4)
0 Two (2) | 0o Five or more (5)
0 Three 3)

IV. Total Adult Felony Record

6. Felony homicide offense: murder/manslaughter 0 None (0) |0 One or more 4]
Felony sex offense 0 None (0) |0 Two or more 2)
0 One &)
8. Felony violent property offense— felony robbery/ 0 None (0) | o Two or more (2)
kidnapping/extortion/unlawful imprisonment/custodial 0 One @)
interference offense/harassment/burglary 1/arson 1
9. Felony assault offense — not domestic violence related 0 None (0) |oTwo (2)
0 One (1) |0 Three or more 3)
10. Felony domestic violence assault or violation of a domestic 0 None (0) | © Two or more 2)
violence related protection order, restraining order, or no-contact | 0 One (n
order/harassment/malicious mischief _
11. Felony weapon offense 0 None 0) |0 Two or more 2)
0 One @)
12. Felony property offense 0 None (0) 0 Three (3)
0 One (1) oFour 4)
0 Two (2) o Five or more (5)
13. Felony drug offense 0 None (0) o Two (2)
0 One (1) {0 Three or more (3)
14. Felony escape offense 0 None (0) |0 One or more M
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V. Total Adult Misdemeanor Record-

. Alcohol offense—misdemeanor and felony

15. Misdemeanor assault offense—not domestic violence 0 None
related 0 One |
0 Two | 0 Five or more
16. Misdemeanor domestic violence assault or violation of a |0 None |0 Two or more
domestic violence related protection order, restraining 0 One
order, or no-contact order
17. Misdemeanor sex offense 0 None 0 Two or more
0 One
18. Misdemeanor other domestic violence offense— any 0 None |0 One or more
non-violent misdemeanor convictions such as trespass,
property destruction, malicious mischief, theft, etc., that
are connected to domestic violence
19. Misdemeanor weapon offense 0 None 0 One or more
20. Misdemeanor property offense 0 None
0 One 0 Three or more
21. Misdemeanor drug offense O None 0 Two or more
0 One
22. Misdemeanor escape offense 0 None 0 One or more
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| 0 One or more




Exhibit 2
Crime Severity and Iltem Assessment Mapping
Adult Juvenile
Item Item
Severity | Severity Code Description Number Number
142 Felony Murder and Homicide 5.6 3.4
141 Felony Manslaughter, Neglect Homicide, Vehicular Homicide, 5.6 3.4
133 Felony Rape or sexual assault involving penetration 57 34
Felony Child Sex including Child Rape, Statutory, and any sex offense involving a minor under
132 age 18 including child pornography. 5.7 34
131 Other Felony Sex 57 3.4
124 Felony Robbery including car jacking 5.8 3.4
Felony Kidnapping, Unlawful Imprisonment, human trafficking, and crime involving retaining a
123 person against there will 5.8 3.4
122 Felony Arson First Degree or where a victim is endangered. 5.8 3.4
121 Felony Burglary First Degree or where a victim is endangered. 5.8 3.4
120 Felony Extortion, 5.8 34
113 Felony Domestic Violence Assault or any assault involving a family member or partner 510 3.4
112 Felony Assault including vehicular assault 5.9 3.4
Felony Domestic Violence Other than assault including court or protection order violation,
111 harassment, stalking and threats 5,10 3.4
Other Assaultive Felony including custodial interference, cyber-stalking, witness intimidation,
110 abandonment, criminal mistreatment, riot 59 3.4
101 Felony Firearm 5,11 3,4
100 Felony Weapon other than a firearm 5,11 3.4
97 Felony Arson Except in First Degree including reckless burning 5,12 3
- 96 Felony Burglary Except First Degree 5,12 3
Felony Domestic Violence Related Property including property destruction and malicious
95 mischief involving a family member or partner 5,10 34
Felony Theft, Fraud, Larceny, Embezzlement or crime involving taking another's property or
94 active to illegally obtain property or money 5,12 3
93 Felony Auto Theft, Vehicle Prowl 512 3
92 Felony Property Destruction including malicious mischief, sabotage 5,12 3
91 Felony Trespass 5,12 3
90 Other Felony Property 5,12 3
Felony Drug sale, delivery, manufacture distribution, storage or activity involving with drugs as a
82 business. 5,13 3
81 Felony Drug P« ion or personal use 5,13 3
80 Other Felony Drug 5,13 3
73 Sex Offender Fail to Register or notification 5 3
72 Felony Escape, bail jumping, or felony failure to appear 514 3
71 Animal Cruelty, fighting or other felony abuse of animals 5 3
70 Other Felony that does not fit a specific category 5 3
Misdemeanor Domestic Violence Assault or any misdemeanor assault involving a family
65 member or partner 16
64 Misdemeanor Assault or physical endangerment excluding domestic violence related 15
Misdemeanor Domestic Violence Other than assault including court or protection order
63 violation, harassment, stalking, interference, and threats involving family member or partner 16
Misdemeanor Assault at a school including teacher abuse, refusing to leave, physical
62 disruption, intimidation force or violence. 15
Other Misdemeanor Assault, reckless endangerment or violence or threats of violence,
61 intimidation towards others 15
Misdemeanor Child Sex including indecent exposure to a minor and child pornography
53 communicating with minor for immoral purpose (sexual) 17
Other Misdemeanor Sex including voyeurism indecent exposure, pornography, indecent
52 liberties 17
51 Misdemeanor Prostitution patronizing or soliciting 17
50 Other Misdemeanor Sex 17
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Adult Juvenile
Item Item
Severity | Severity Code Description Number Number
41 Misdemeanor Firearm 19
40 Misdemeanor Weapon other than a firearm but excluding BB guns 19
36 Misdemeanor Arson, Fire Setting Reckless Burning 20
Misdemeanor Domestic Violence Related Property including property destruction and malicious
35 mischief involving a family member or partner 20
Misdemeanor Theft Fraud Larceny or misdemeanor involving taking another's property or active
34 to illegally obtain property or money 20
33 Misdemeanor Auto Theft Vehicle Prowl or misdemeanor car jacking 20
32 Misdemeanor Property Destruction including malicious mischief 20
31 Misdemeanor Trespass 20
30 Other Property Misdemeanor 20
Misdemeanor Drug sale, delivery, manufacture distribution, storage or activity involving with
22 drugs as a business. 21
21 Misdemeanor Drug Possession or personal use 21
20 Other Misdemeanor Drug 21
19 Misdemeanor Escape, bail jumping, or felony failure to appear 22
18 Cruelty Animals, fighting or other abuse of animals 0
17 Misdemeanor Criminal Conduct including resisting arrest, disorderly conduct 0
16 Miscellaneous Misdemeanor Crimes 0
15 DWI/DUI or Neglect Driving involving alcohol 23
14 Misdemeanor Alcohol 23
13 DWI/DUI Interlock Aiding Abetting, Driving DWI/DUI suspended license 0
9 Misdemeanor Bail Jump and failure to appear 0
8 Misdemeanor Sex Offender Failure to Register or Notification 0
74 Fish and Game Violations 0
6 Probation Parole Sentence Violation 0
5 Other Criminal Non-Traffic 0
4 Criminal Traffic 0
3 Non Traffic Infraction 0
2 Traffic Infraction 0
1 Parking 0
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Exhibit 3
Crime Severity Adjustment for Domestic Violence Related Crimes
DV Adjusted DV Adjusted
Severity Severity Severity Severity

6 6 70 95
14 14 72 72
15 15 80 80
16 35 81 81
17 35 82 82
19 19 90 95
20 20 91 95
21 21 92 95
22 22 93 95
30 35 94 95
31 35 95 95
32 35 96 95
33 35 97 95
34 35 100 113
35 35 101 113
36 35 110 111
40 65 111 111
41 65 112 113
50 65 113 113
51 51 120 113
52 65 121 113
53 53 122 113
61 65 123 113
62 62 124 113
63 63 131 113
64 65 132 132
65 65 133 113
141 113

142 113




Exhibit 4
Static Risk Assessment Item Weighting

Static Risk Factor Weighting = c
Property A e %%%‘* ' $§§
Felony & Violent  Violent _ . i%% §§ = §§§
Score Score  Score Static Risk Factor i R =
+1 +1 +1 Intercept
+7 +9 +9 1. Age at Time of Current Assessment
+7 +9 +31 2. Gender
+7 +6 +5 3. Prior Juvenile Felony Convictions
+3 +3 +8 4. Prior Juvenile Violent Felony Convictions
+1 +0 +1 5. Total Adult Felonies
+0 +0 +7 6. Felony Homicide Offense
+0 +0 +6 7. Felony Sex Offense
8. Felony violent property offense— felony robbery/ kidnapping/extortion/unlawiful
+13 +13 +17 imprisonment/custodial interference offense/harassment/burglary 1/arson 1
+6 +7 +15 9. Felony Assault Offense—Not Domestic Violence Related
10. Felony Domestic Violence Assault or Violation of a Domestic Violence Related
+9 +14 +23 Protection Order, Restraining Order, or No-Contact Order
+8 +8 +14 11. Felony Weapon Offense
+10 +12 +2 12. Felony Property Offense
+14 +0 +6 13. Felony Drug Offense
+11 +8 +6 14. Felony Escape Offense
+3 +3 +8 15. Misdemeanor Assault Offense — Not Domestic Violence Related
16. Misdemeanor Domestic Violence Assault or Violation of 2 Domestic Violence
+5 +5 +5 Related Protection Order, Restraining Order, or No-Contact Order
+6 +0 +3 17. Misdemeanor Sex Offense
+0 +0 +0 18. Misdemeanor Other Domestic Violence
+10 +6 +10 19. Misdemeanor Weapon Offense
+7 +6 42 20. Misdemeanor Property Offense
+6 +3 +1 21. Misdemeanor Drug Offense
+5 +6 +3 22. Misdemeanor Escape Offense
+0 +0 +2 23. Alcoho! Offense— misdemeanor and felony
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Exhibit 5
Classification Rules for Risk Levels

Classification Rules

o
B
-

‘Risk Level

Violent Score is greater than or equal to 96

Not High Violent Risk and Property/Violent Score is greater than or equal to 66

High Violent

High Property

Not High Violent Risk and not High Property Risk and Felony Score is greater than or equal to 66 High Drug
Not High Risk and Property/Violent Felony Score is greater than or equal to 50 Moderate
Not High Risk and Felony Score is greater than or equal to 50 Moderate
Not High Risk and not Moderate Risk and Property/Violent Felony Score is less than 50 and Low
Felony Score is less than 50
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Exhibit 6
Estimated Recidivism Rates for Risk Scores
Violent
Felony Total Felony Violent Felony
Score Recidivism Recidivism Score Recidivism
1 0% 0% 1 0%
2 0% 0% 2 0%
3 0% 0% 3 0%
4 0% 0% 4 0%
5 0% . 0% 5 0%
6 1% 0% 6 0%
7 1% 0% 7. 0%
8 1% 0% 8 0%
9 2% 0% 9 0%
10 2% 0% 10 0%
11 2% 0% 11 0%
12 3% 0% 12 0%
13 4% 0% 13 0%
14 4% 1% 14 0%
15 5% 1% 15 0%
16 5% 1% 16 0%
17 6% 2% 17 0%
18 7% 2% 18 0%
19 7% 3% 19 0%
20 8% 3% 20 0%
21 9% 4% 21 0%
22 10% 4% 22 0%
23 10% 5% 23 0%
24 11% 5% 24 0%
25 12% 6% 25 0%
26 13% 6% 26 0%
27 14% 7% 27 0%
28 15% 8% 28 0%
29 16% 8% 29 0%
30 17% 9% 30 0%
31 18% 10% 31 0%
32 19% 11% 32 0%
33 20% 11% 33 0%
34 21% 12% 34 0%
35 22% 13% 35 0%
36 23% 14% 36 1%
37 24% 15% 37 1%
L 38 25% 15% 38 | 1%
39 26% 16% 39 1%
40 27% 17% 40 1%
41 28% 18% 41 1%
42 29% 19% 42 1%
43 30% 20% 43 1%
44 31% 21% 44 1%
45 33% 21% 45 1%
46 34% 22% 46 1%
47 35% 23% 47 1%
48 36% 24% 48 2%
49 37% 25% 49 2%
50 38% 26% 50 2%
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51 39% 27% 51 2%
52 40% 28% 52 2%
53 41% 29% 53 2%
54 42% 30% 54| 2%
55 44% 31% 55 3%
56 45% 32% 56 3%
57 46% 32% 57 3%
58 47% 33% 58 3%
59 48% 34% 59 3%
60 49% 35% 60 3%
61 50% 36% 61 4% |
62 51% 37% 62 4%
63 52% 38% 63 4%
64 53% 39% 64 4%
65 54% 40% 65 4%
66 55% 41% 66 | 5%
67 56% 41% 67 5%
68 57% 42% 68 5%
69 58% 43% 69 5%
70 59% 44% 70 6%
71 60% 45% 71 6%
72 61% 46% 72 6%
73 62% 47% 73 6%
74 63% 47% 74 7%
75 63% 48% 75 7%
76 64% 49% 76 7%
77 65% 50% 77 8%
78 66% 51% 78 8%
79 67% 51% 79 8%
80 68% 52% 80 8%
81 68% 53% 81 9%
82 69% 54% 82 9%
83 70% 54% 83 9%
84 71% 55% 84 10%
85 71% 56% 85 10%
86 72% 56% 86 10%
87 73% 57% 87 1%
88 73% 58% 88 11%
89 74% 58% 89 11%
90 75% 59% 90 12%
91 75% 60% 91 L 12%
92 76% 60% 92 12%
93 76% 61% 93 13%
94 77% 61% 94 13%
95 77% 62% 95 14%
96 78% 63% 96 14%
97 79% 63% 97 14%
98 79% 64% 98 15%
99 79% 64% 99 15%
100 80% 65% 100 15%
101 80% 65% 101 16%
102 81% 66% 102 16%
103 81% 66% 103 | 17%
104 81% 67% 104 17%
105 82% 67% 105 18%
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106 82% 67% | 106 18%
107 82% 68% | | 107 18%
108 83% 68% 108 19%
109 83% 69% 109 19%
110 83% | 69% 110 20%
111 84% 69% 111 20%
112 84% 70% 112 20%
113 84% 70% 113 21%
114 84% | 70% 114 21% |
115 84% 71% 115 22%
116 85% 71% 116 22%
117 85% 71% 117 23%
118 85% 71% 118 23%
119 85% 72% 119 24%
120 85% 72% 120 24%
121 85% 72% 121 24% |
122 85% 72% 122 25%
123 85% 73% 123 25%
124 85% 73% 124 26%
125 85% 73% 125 26%
126 85% 73% 126 27%
127 85% 73% 127 27%
128 85% 73% 128 28%
129 85% 73% 129 28%
130 85% 74% 130 29%
131 85% 74% 131 29%
132 85% 74% 132 29%
133 85% 74% 133 30%
134 85% 74% 134 30%
135 85% 74% 135 31%
136 85% 74% 136 31%
137 85% 74% 137 32%
138 85% 74% 138 32%
139 85% 74% 139 32%
140 85% 74% 140 33%
141 85% 75% 141 33%
142 85% 75% 142 34%
143 85% 75% 143 34%
144 85% 75% 144 35%
145 85% 75% 145 35%
146 85% 75% 146 35%
147 85% 75% 147 36%
148 85% | 75% 148 36%
149 85% 75% 149 37%
150 85% 75% 150 37%
151 85% 75% 151 37%
152 85% 75% 152 38%
153 85% 75% 153 38%
154 85% 75% 154 38%
155 85% 75% 155 39%
156 85% 75% 156 39%
157 85% 75% 157 39%
158 _85% 75% 158 40%
159 85% 75% 159 40%
160 85% 75% 160 40%
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161 85% | 75% 161 41%
162 85% 75% 162 41%
163 85% 76% 163 41%
164 85% 76% 164 41%
165 85% 76% 165 42%
166 85% 76% 166 42%
167 85% 76% 167 42%
168 85% 76% 168 42%
169 85% 76% 169 43%
170 85% 76% 170 43%
171 85% 76% 171 43%
172 85% 76% 172 43%
173 85% 76% 173 43%
174 85% 76% 174 43%
175 to 364 85% 76% 175 to 424 44%
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What is it?

A rehabilitative court
Designed to reduce incarceration for the mentally ill
Treats the mentally ill for their iliness, not perceived criminology*
Connects members with services
o Transportation!
o Housing!
o Treatment providers!
o]
O

Medication services!
Psychiatric services!

*Perceived criminology: the notion that criminal behavior is a product of being a bad
person, not other social and individualized factors. Reality — the vast majority of
mentally ill individuals in the criminal justice system would not be in the system but for
the lack of appropriate, coordinated services in the community.

What is needed?

10,000ft view — the ultimate problem fix

e Long-term community services that connect the mentally ill with services that treat their
disability along with co-occurring disorders (COD =alc/drug addictions) - Outside of the
criminal justice system; not inside. Services are needed that the Courts can tap in to,
not have to create to solve problems for individual members of the community
ALREADY charged with a crime

On the ground and in the courtroom

e Stable transportation. Allows members to attend court, attend appointments, and pick
up medication. Critical to success in the program. Without it, history has proven success
is impossible.

e Stable housing. Once a member is admitted into MHC, and if they are receiving
services from the right agency, they can be eligible for housing in a therapeutic (non-
hospital/ward) environment. Critical to success in the program.

e Treatment providers committed to serving the population in the program (prioritized
funding and access)

e COD services that the Court can access immediately to increase bed date availability

e Prioritized psychiatric services that get members into Rx specialists within days, not
weeks or months

Important to understand: MHC is currently trying to do what society and government officials
have refused to do: fix a public health problem - within a system not originally designed to do
so. Under current conditions and without large-scale, long-term community services, MHC is a
stop-gap measure (stop the bleeding, fill the gap). Until public health system deficiencies are
fixed, the criminal justice system will remain limited in what it can and cannot do to assist
individuals arrested and charged for criminal offenses when their offense is really being afflicted
with a mental illness the public health systems refuse to acknowledge and treat.



