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AGENDA

COORDINATING COUNCIL

July 15, 2010; 1:00pm-3:00pm

TCE Conference Center, 7th floor conference room, 1111 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94607

Attendees:

Kenyatta Arnold

Rodney Brooks

Madisyn Coniglio

Matt Ericksen

Linda Evans

Bill Heiser

Lauren Liu

Davida Loady

Wayne Mirikitani

Martin Monroe

Evan Rachal

Vince Reyes

Dan Simmons

Martha Toscano

Jessie Warner

Junious Williams

OUTCOMES: 
1. Update on CDCR population at Santa Rita, Measure Y 
2. Identify role of network in upcoming reentry initiatives
3. Completed list of upcoming reentry initiatives/programs

	agenda items


	Facilitators/ Presenters

	I) Welcome & IntroDuction 
A. Welcome

B. Introductions

C. Member Updates

D. Agenda review

ME: Don’t have any new updates – I work at a job placement agency for formerly incarcerated folks - and we are at 100% placement.  We are working on several placement programs in the area of green job training (hazardous waste material).  We just put 5 of our formerly incarcerated folks thru this training, and they are now employed making 20 dollars an hour.  

JessieW: At 2p tomorrow is the Clean Slate Special event it’s an opportunity to see our summer advocates.  A general policy piece that we are working on right now - EBCLC have sponsored a bill that will expand the discretion available to get access to home records remedies and it is on its way to the senate floor.  One of our victories since that last time that we met was a bill that would have kept parents and others with drug convictions from being able to volunteer in the schools.  There is a strong possibility that the Governor administration will add to the list of crimes that would make in home care folks ineligible to work in that field.  The last thing that we are keeping our eye on is restitution and the opportunity for folks to demonstrate rehabilitation for care providers for the elderly.  

DL: The Option Recovery Services is an alcohol and drug program – we have clean and sober housing; we have about 30 parolees right now.   We train and certify alcohol and drug counselors to go prisons.  We’ve been going into San Quentin for 4 years, and also Solano Prison.  Inmates who have been thru our training are some are now working at Options.  

JW:  For the past couple of years Urban Strategies Council has been working and created a Community Land Trust. We were able to raise some money and buy foreclosed vacant properties in Oakland and did a green rehabilitation and made it possible for low income families to take advantage of this.  We’ve now started to acquire housing stock and have now finished our first batch of houses.  So now we are trying to find buyers – I have flyers so take them they have contact info for the Land Trust folks, along with the website.  We have home buyer counseling that will help guide families thru the qualification process. Another reminder is that we have the Resource Directory is up and operating – if your organization in not in the Directory contact Kenyatta. 

MM: The Gamble Institute is a non-profit agency that deals with parolees.  We have 70 folks that have gone thru our program, and none of those folks to my knowledge have been re-incarcerated since going thru our program.  We have an 8 week computer workshop, job readiness program down in Saint Vincent De Paul.  There is a Family Reintegration study that is going on by our Executive Director, Elizabeth Marlow.  She is looking at incarceration and recidivism among incarcerated families of parolees.  We have a 12 week course, a Non Violent Communication course that meets on Monday’s from 9a to 11a.  

VR:  Social Service Department is working directly with Santa Rita County Jail to try to figure out a better system for people that are being released.  We are hoping for a September or November launch date to have this all in place.  Food Stamps are a real under-utilized resource, we contract with the Food Bank to do outreach in the prison – this is something that we are trying to work out with Lt. Flores, who is not here today.  Also we want to during the pre-release process to get information to those incarcerated so that they know what they qualify for before coming back into the community.  We may have some problems getting our workers onto the site.  ACAP does some of this work already, so we are looking to work with them.  Hopefully, in a couple of months I will have some more information to report on this.  

LE:  Are you trying to get folks to fill out eligibility application before they are released?  

VR:  If we can get that far, it takes some training to make this happen.  We want to get that application to us before or on the day they are released.  

RB:  Do they have to come to the office to received food stamps?  

VR:  Not for food stamps but child works and general assistance they have to come to the office because this has to be done face-to-face.  

WM:  Is there any word on the AC hire program – whether they are going to fund it?

VR:  We haven’t heard anything yet – our goal for Alameda County is good…we hired over 2,000 folks.  

RB: The last I heard they were leaning towards no.  
LE: I have 2 items.  I gave you this cover letter and a draft of the survey.  We have discussed this at the Coordinating Council meeting about 2 years ago – it was during the time that we had adopted Ban the Box policy.  We mentioned the idea of doing a survey to mayors in Alameda County, and 13 other cities to find out what their reentry policies were and how that connected or affected the programs in their cities.  We hoped that thru this survey we could get them to engage in dialect that would lead to changing some the present policies that are affecting people in a negative way.  We thought it was a good idea and went ahead and drafted something and wanted to circulate this thru the Coordinating Council to get feedback that would strengthen this survey and use it.  It’s in a draft form and don’t have a letter head – it needs revision.  I would appreciate comments that anyone has.  

RB:  I would like to propose that when the survey is done it goes out on a Reentry Network letter head – so it that is goes to all the mayors, and we ask that they respond to us.  Once this process is complete Bill can you make sure it gets to everybody?  And can the comments for this survey get back to Bill within a week so that we don’t have a long process.  

JesseW:  I was part of a survey monkey process so I might have some helpful information to share Linda.  

LE:  The second issue that I really need help on is – in the last couple of months we arranged a meeting with Dan Linheim as part of our process of trying to complete Ban the Box.  They have taken the question of have you been convicted of a felony off the application but there is still many aspects of the project that is not finished.  For example, there is a waiver form that they want people to find out that is illegal.  They ask about what fraternities you were in while in college.  They ask about physical education sports activities you were part of in college.  None of that has anything to do with job readiness.  Also the appeals process is incomplete.  The city of Oakland, with their current proposal is refusing to hire anyone on parole or probation.  The reason we identified Dan Linheim as the person to go to (he is the Chief Operating Officer); he is the boss of all the administrative departments.  He as the head of CETA and the public works department actually went thru his job categories and decided which jobs would require back ground checks and which one’s would not.  The Mayor of Oakland did agree to adopt the Boston model which would reduce the number of back ground checks that are done, and yet the departments have not followed thru and there’s been no mandate from the leadership of the city.  The only jobs that should require a back ground are those with unsupervised contact with elderly, children (youth), or disable people.  We had a meeting schedule and then we get there just to find out that the meeting was cancelled – no prior notice.  We then were told that it would not be rescheduling in the near future because of the budget crisis.  Margareta Linn did take us to the side and wrote down what our concerns were.  Nothing has happen since then.  I called her and left a message and have not heard anything.  We don’t know what to expect from whoever is going to be the mayor after the election so this is another reason why we wanted to get as much done on this as possible.  

RB:  I can call Margareta I know her fairly well.  

JesseW:  I know some folks so we can tag team Rodney.

JW:  What’s the strategy for dealing with the Mayor vs. council?

LE:  Nancy was the one who talked about going to the Mayor because of opposition on the city council.  

MT:  I will send Loni an email, she and Dan are close.


	Rodney Brooks

	II)     cdcr population at Santa rita jail  
A. Update on CDCR inmates incarcerated at Santa Rita Jail

B. Realignment

RB:  A few months ago I reported the Sheriff department was negotiating with the state in allowing us to house inmates that were state inmates that would be coming back into Alameda County within a year.  We would be able to provide a number of special reentry services for them.  Right now the Santa Rita does house a number of state inmates that are referred to as Valdivia inmates (the name Valdivia comes from the court case it was named after).  It’s people who are appealing and may go back to state prison.  The state pays us to house them while in the appeal process.  It will take state legislation to house other state inmates, other than Valdivia inmates.  The 2nd thing is that the state has a very large budget deficit they are talking 20 billion dollars – often they take money from local government and counties.  And often look for ways to pond responsibility off on us.  Often this is called realignment – it means giving local governments in this case counties responsibility that are state responsibilities, and giving a funding mechanism to pay for the services.  When this happens either it’s not enough money or the mechanism is not adequate to fund the services.  In any event the county is required to provide them.  

People who commit new crimes and are sentenced to something that would send them to state prison for 1 to 3 years instead would be sent to county jails and the state would give us 11,500 dollars for each year which this does not cover the cost of housing.  I got a email earlier today stating that on the public protection portion what they are suggesting now is that people who are being charged with what they call  “Wobblers”  - this means an offense that can be charged as a misdemeanor or felony.  They can either be sentenced to county jail and we get 24,000 dollars a year for them or they can be sent to state prison and we give them 24,000 dollars a year.  This proposal came out yesterday.  I went to a meeting yesterday California State Association and Counties and they discussed a number of proposals that are on the table around re-alignment.  

LE:  It’s a little hard to understand that’s probably why you’re not getting any feedback right now.  So the 24,000 supersedes the 11,500 dollars?

RB: Yes. 

JessieW:  You said the legislation would be required?  

RB: If we housed state inmates that are not Valdivia inmates it would take legislation.  

JessieW:  Is there any loop holes in AB900?  

RB:  AB900 is a bill that was passed last year – it encourages local government to build facilities for incarceration folks so that it would house them when they come back.  Alameda County said that they are not going to.  Number 1 the economics didn’t work well – they wanted an upfront match on the money, they wouldn’t let us use like property it had to be a cash match.  

JW:  It has to house 500 people right?

DL: How much does it cost to house someone at Santa Rita?

RB:  Santa Rita is around 24,000 a year – it cost 50,000 dollars for the state prison. 

LE:  At Santa Rita inmates are eligible for certain programs around reentry, and the state inmates aren’t.   Will that be changed under this new proposal?  

RB:  Not that I know of I would have to ask the Sheriff.  The programs issues at the Sheriff office have to do with things like security and which inmates can mix with which. There is an ad hawk group of people all negotiating over this deal.  They said that the first proposal of 11,500 dollars – weren’t not doing this completely.  Public Safety has more cover more backing – the legislator decided to make some movement.  We are talking a few hundred state prison inmates in this deal.  The jail capacity is about 4,500 between Santa Rita and North County.  

BH:  Statewide are about 1,900 state inmates.  

WM:  Who determines for the “Wobblers” if the state or county is going to house them?  

RB:  I guess the judge would decide with the sentencing.  

JW:  Which raises the other question about the relations of this to the reentry court and to the discussion when the deputy prosecuting attorney from S.F., raise in the Perata meeting in January about that little use provision on how folks could establish their own parole mechanism.  The legislative piece on the Reentry Courts may help to line up the dots.  

WM:  I’m wondering if the judges can also credit offender’s custody time if they are in community confinement of either home detention.   Because this would limit some of the cost.  

RB:  That’s a great question but I have no idea.  

RB: The Public Protection folks their counter proposal required legislation but would allow the state to put people on an electronic monitor – they only do it with sex offenders now.  Any other questions on realignment?  Dan Simmons with the update on Measure Y.  


	Rodney Brooks

	III) Measure Y Update

A. Current Status and impact on services

B. Future of Measure Y

DS: I’m going to switch it up and go with “B” first.   Measure Y passed in 2004 and prior to 2004 there were some Public Safety Initiatives that were passed.  The strategic with Measure Y was to put together a Violence Prevention strategy that would put all the pieces together – the police, Violence Prevention, and the Fire Department which helped in the passing of Measure Y.  Our budget situation has caused us to cut police, and when you cut police below a certain level then we can no longer accept Measure Y revenue.  The police layoffs started the other day.  Last month the city council are going forward on a couple of amendments in November, I don’t think that they have decided in which direction they are going to go in.  They are looking at a couple of different alternatives – one being the changing of the language in Measure Y to take out that baseline number.  What that would do is to not allow OPD piece to allow everything else to collapse as we see has happen now.  The other thing is the parcel tax is 356 dollars.   If neither one of these pass in November, Measure Y will be gone and to will be the laying off of another 122 OPD officers will be laid off.  Also if the language change happens and the parcel tax doesn’t we will keep Measure Y but we will still have a reduction in police officers.  It may be difficult to get both these passed in November because of the 2/3 majority has to vote in favor.  What we are doing at DHS is we are going forward because at the same time the council has announced amendments they also announced that they found money that’s called GAP which is going to allow us not to shut down Measure Y program.  We have money to carry us over until January 2011.  As for our programs now we are going forward with our fiscal year 2010 and 2011.  We are structuring our year contracts to 6 months contingencies, all of our providers are aware and realize that funding my run out.  

 RB:  Measure Y money is used in so many grant applications when people are looking for a local match.  Has there been any discussion about the programs that will take a hit on this one?  

DS: We’re looking now to see how this is going to leverage the people that we deal with in this capacity.  We have 2nd Chance, we have Cal Grip we have a lot of stuff outside of Measure Y.  As far as the RAC we decided to suspend the RAC temporarily.  We should be rescheduling meeting next month.  The budget is overwhelming a lot of what’s going on in the city. One of our plans is develop a media plan to educate the community so that we can get valid support.  With our Violence Prevention program we have done a poor job educating stake holders and people who we want to buy in.  The dialogue now is all about the police, and they are missing a lot of other things that have an effect on the community also. We want to get out into the public and make people aware of some of the programs that all this has an effect on not just with Measure Y because it goes further than that.  

JW:  The school district is also considering a parcel tax for the November ballot.  Historically voters in Oakland have voted for children.   

I heard a rumor about this group that has been arguing with the city for years about the police department staffing level – I heard they would vote a ballot measure that would authorize a minimum staff level for OPD.  They say the OPD staffing level is 1,200.  Fire and police is 75% of the budget.  

RB:  AS I understand it there is no wiggle room with the fire department contract because they are air protected against layoffs.  

BH:  In the county VPI we have been discussing this… 


	Dan Simmons

	IV) Upcoming reentry initiatives and programs

A. Review table 

B. Identify any missing programs or initiatives

C. Discussion on role of the Network


	Rodney Brooks, Bill Heiser

	V) committee and workgroup updates 

A. Committees

1. Networking and Professional Development

2. Task Forces 

a. Health

b. Employment

B. Workgroups

RB:  This is a chart of programs coming – what role does the network what to have in them?  Each intern will read.  Share additions to the list… You have 10 minutes to read everything.

Intern: Reentry courts, confirmed planning.  Beginning this month.  A collaborative court model which allows judges to mandate and pay for services.  And it is and Alameda County.

RB: I asked that our interns read each one of the program descriptions.  After one is read we will have some discussion as to what will decide on.  First, are there any additions to the list? 

JW: The juvenile Justice reentry planning stuff that Healthcare Services and ACAP have been doing - there is also the issue with San Mateo, San Francisco, Contra Costa and Alameda County all having coordinating councils of some sort.  What is the regional work in the area - RCNO has been doing some things, but it does not appear to be on the list.  We also have the Income and Employment task force report.  Whenever PIC is doing around the reentry work, there is a One-Stop that they have for employment.  The state WIB was considering what they should be doing about reentry employment services.  Then the local WIB and what it is doing about this strategic planning process.  They do annual strategic planning. 

MT: We were just talking about Jean Quan - I just got in touch with a colleague Greg Harland is running for mayor and he wants to do cuts for OPD.  He was endorsed by the black clergy of Oakland. Don Perata wanted their endorsement, but they endorse this guy.  And they denied Don's endorsement - Greg Harland is running for Mayor.  And he wants to cut OPD's salary.

JW: The guy that I am thinking about was just the oppose he wanted to increase his salary OPD.

RB: Is there any other additions to the list?  Let us first start with the reentry courts, this is for the interns.  

RB: What kind of role, should we be playing in the reentry courts?  Are there any questions about what that actually means?

WM: What agencies are involved?

RB: It was the grant that was submitted by the Alameda County courts -I think there were three and one was awarded to secure court districts.  We got one of them.  Sometimes people refer to them as boutiques courts.  People familiar with the drug courts - this court would have a lot more say-so as to what happens to the individual.  They would have more control over the folks that was sentenced in this reentry courts.  The client has to report back to the court and the judge make a decision as to whether the client is doing well at all.  The target population is going to be people that have been in and out jail in the court system numerous times.  The issues will be drug and alcohol related.  This will not be related to folks to a violent past.  But that those who commit crime after crime and are considered nonviolent.  Based on their addiction.  Judge Barranco, some of you may know him, is calling for an initial planning meeting.  Which will take place on Friday, July 23, 2010; there are some people in this room, who have been invited to that meeting.  My suggestion is that there will be some type of reporting back, from the people that were at the meeting, in terms of what happened at the court.  There are some of us here that are going to be on the planning team.  We can report back as to what the concept is and what they are planning to do.  This will provide us with feedback that will help to make our decision as to what role the network will play.  Those of us that are at the meeting should raise the network of some sort of partner in this whole process.  Judge Barranco said to me, and we should bring some people to the table.  So I picked some people on the network and others.

BH: The good thing about this is the judge does actually have funding for services.  So if they send you to drug treatment that will cover the cost.  They will use service providers that they are familiar with.

LE: Are there other services that they can pay for?

BH: The strength of these programs is that they are very open.  They will provide what they think is appropriate, in terms of help.

JW: I think that the networks stuff will have to be worked out - what excites me about opportunity are commanding and control.  To be able for the judge to say this stuff is going to operate in a certain way - in the presentencing report.  The judge can say I want some alignment stuff done and that stuff is going to happen in a certain way.  What’s also really important is some accountability.  We are still dealing with system is relatively been unaccountable.  We really want to see how effective folk’s services are.  If we can make everybody work together as they should we really produce some different outcomes?  Regardless, to what our role is we still need advocacy piece to this process.

WM: The reentry courts seem, that is going to encompass several of these topics.  For example, assessment-based probation - it seems to be related.  I cannot see the disconnect.  I do not quite understand why there are separate, you have transitional jobs with different initiatives.  But again, with the reentry courts and offender who is employed will probably have a higher success rate of employment, as opposed to someone who does not.

BH: These reentry courts can essentially function as a program, and have people associated with them to closely monitor the activity of individual.  When I thought the network role might be worked with a broader array of efforts around the County.  Purchasing services from set key providers.

JW: What you see here is part of the problem right now these are all silos.  Someone has gone and got money and done in an initiative.  The point is, the reentry court gives an opportunity to say.  We know they need housing, they need this and they need that.  I think this is a good opportunity.  All other things have been done independently.

DS: What will case management look like? 

BH: Ultimately, the judge, probation and parole officer all share supervision roles over the individual because you have to come back and check in with the judge.

DS: What you are talking about is them getting other services - the obvious way to do it is expansion.  My question was how does the lot support model function?

BH: Case management can certainly be one of the services the judge has at his disposal.  Part of the strength of this collaborative, you have a certain set of providers that you are working with.  The providers will work with a set share of providers.  Case management could be one for that; I want to speak on behalf of the courts.

LE: Is this a replacement of the parole revocation hearing?

BH: No. 

LE: So if you are a person on parole, and you commit a crime.  Can you go to this court?

RB: It is a little wide open.

LE: I am trying to figure out where is the aspect?  I am talking about a person who is accused of a crime.  Do they have any type of defense?  Will they be represented by a public defender or private attorney?

JW: Judge Barranco had probation and parole and service providers at the meeting - they would have to consent with the jurisdiction of the drug courts.  So is going to be voluntary to some extent.  Judge Barranco is using what already exists from the drawer courts, instead of trying to create everything from scratch.  There too is a homeless court.

BH: The homeless court is actually run out of St. Vincent De Paul.

JW: Kenyatta did some research on this - maybe you should just post some of the things he did, and you also get a summary.  You should post some of this information of the reentry website.

LE: Kenyatta in your summary.  Is there anything you can offer in terms of these questions such as, if we can identify what the limitations are of the models that have already been propagated we can make it better this time.  Can the judge, in the drug court, some of the models actually pay for housing?

KA: I never actually heard a paper house, but the program is read different according to states.  Like the model is one of the writers California is really basically up to the judge discretion on how he wants to run the model.  He could run a model that has the component to pay for housing or he could run the model where housing had to come up somewhere Else.  You have people who have substance abuse problems so instead of sending them back inside the prison to get on the list to get substance abuse help, which do not have seem to work in the past.  This is the way to say it okay; this person has a substance abuse problem we do not want to deal specifically with that.  So he is brought in front of the judge, and he has to agree, and the parole officer has to agree in order for him to qualify for services from reentry court.  If he does not obey the restrictions that are imposed him to be a part of this program in the reentry court he will suffer consequences.  It is basically, up to the discretion of the judge, and how he or she wants to run their program.  It would be on the judge to find a way to pay for housing for the clients that come in from this court.

BH:  The focus that they emphasize on is mainly drugs and mental health.

Intern: CDCR non-revocable parole confirmed release without a PO.

RB: Thoughts of involvement from the group?

BH: We must remember that these people would not be part of a PAC group at all.

 DS: We have a Cal-Grip grant basically, this is impacted some of the people and we were calling it -the revocable parole.  Some of the guys that we need to be in the room are on revocable parole.  And so it is not mandatory that they attend our meetings.  We have been struggling on how to get them to our meetings.

DL:  We are giving them to - we are getting on GA...
JW: We found out that there were massive problems with that assessment tools that were being used to assess whether or not, guys were low risk or not.  There were a few hundred people released who should not have been released.  And in some cases, they did not even use the risks assessment to make a determination.  I wonder to what extent is that really accurate.  And a lot of times when people got arrested for are not a reflection of what they were doing in the community.  I think a lot of this is illusory, but it makes political people feel good about an assessment.  I think there are a couple of lawsuits already concerning this issue.

RB: Can we get some more insight from Davida and Dan what information you discover about those on non-revocable parole.

DS: it is fairly new we have only had a couple of Cease-Fire sessions, since this is happening.  The only thing that we can do is give them the room to speak with.  We have a situation where we bring them in the room, this case management and services.  We have some people that we know should be in the room that are not on paperwork and are not in the room.  With violence persists, we can get certain people in the room, but not everybody.  Everybody is pulling triggers is not on probation or parole.  We have probation offices, OPD, parole officers, all doing it on a personal level.  We are thinking about adding a health component to cease-fire.  A mobile van available on the day of the meeting.

DL: We have seen individuals that are highly motivated, particularly the guys in prison.  When they come home, we have to get them on GA right away or attempt to find that some housing.

JW: The last I heard, even with the parolees people on active supervision, and were going to finish the next cycle of services, and that they were not going to renew a lot of the programs.  Because of the budget cuts.

RB: So do we have any suggestions?  Is it appropriate to say that we would have a role in this?  Is there any way we could request a number of people in County?

BH: We get that monthly.  It’s aggregate and not case level.  The data is summarized, according to the offenses committed.

RB: Is there anywhere that you use this data quarterly?

BH: Yes.  We are in the process of getting the third-quarter mapping data.

RB: We would love if you could give us that data periodically.  Just as a quick informational update.  I do not know what else we can do with it.

JW: I am wondering whether we should start with CDCR to give them a list of places that you could go upon release.  Places that have to get them connected. ACAP and PIC have multiple services; these are two that we can connect people with.

RB: If you are non-revocable parole do you have to go to PAC meetings?

BH: No.

LE: I was just talking to Dan about the prerelease program in San Quentin.  I think one thing that is really important is that there job fairs happening in San Quentin.  Community outreach type affairs.  We have been invited.  I do not know if it is necessary for the network itself to have a representative there.  But if there are people from the network, but I am going in - number one.  I think I think the visibility of the network would be very important in San Quentin.

BH: There is one coming up soon - do you remember the date Kenyatta?

KA: August 6, 2010.

DS: I remember there were prerelease classes that were held for individuals about to parole.  And all that was done in the class is mainly sitting around.  What are the possibilities of connecting with that pre release component in San Quentin or whatever?  Is it possible for someone in our network to be a part of that pre-release component?

JW: This was one of the problems we faced, when we were trying to do it inside program.  You may have one day, with an inmate - so what do you cover in their one-day.  You have to cram and information, not knowing whether you may see the person the next day or not.

RB: So where are we on this?

LE: I think a couple things to mention, one being the job fair, and some outreach.  And finding out what the prerelease situation is.  There may be a number of places that we plug in, some guys and women definitely go through pre-release.  It might not be everybody, but it would be some people.  The other question I have is, what about Santa Rita.  I do not know if people who are on non-revocable parole end up there.  We can talk to them about the Resource Directory, and the referral points such as, PIC and ACAP.  That is a least more than what people on the inside would no.  Even in Santa Rita.  I do not think we have been coordinated in our outreach there.  So that would be another area to be identified.

RB: I think I am missing how this is in relations to non-revocable parole.  The things that you are talking about are what we should be doing for everyone.

BH: we need a better coordinated effort for those in prerelease on the inside.  That will all be in our ability to identify people being released on non-revocable parole.  A pilot program or the effort to do some of these things targeted at that specific population might be a wise decision.  That way, we Will at least know, that people have had a least one point of contact.  We can start attending the PAC meetings with the Resource Director live.  We can also hand out hard copies of the directory.  That to me is what I think will come out of this.  My hope is that after this meeting, we will put all this together.  This too Will have an impact on up and coming initiatives.  These numbers are large, the last time I looked; I think we had 900 people on non-revocable parole in the County.  So we may be talking 30 to 40 people a month, and may be more.  The numbers are not going to be so huge that we can’t deal with those coming back.

LE: That is still does not deal with a lot of discrimination folks are dealing once released.  Let us keep that in mind.

RB: Would the next intern please read what’s next.

Intern: CDCR transfer, county jails confirms details still being worked out.  Transfer and non transfer of all state inmates to Santa Rita, in California and Alameda County.

RB: I would not agree with the term confirmed.  Because it is still questionable if this is happen.

JessieW: I wonder how much opportunity we are going to have talking with CDCR and getting into the reentry classes.  We had that great forum you planned with the Sheriff folks.  Are there going to be any follow up with the things that we recommended?  

RB:  Maybe.  Let’s be candid – the Secretary Cate’s wanted something and the Sheriff department wanted something.  Because of what’s being talked about with the transfer of inmates the budget whether they are going to be open about planning or suggestions in highly questionable.  Let’s be honest.  We are not in a strong bargaining position.  Since they have more protection because more of the voting population protects them and their services they are less required to negotiate.  

DS:  I just want to update folks on these last 2 items: the transitional jobs are pending because of what’s happening the budget situation.  The city has been working with REDDA and the state nothing will be signed off on until we have a budget.  

RB:  Who is doing the negotiating the city side?  

DS:  It’s the Mayor’s office.  Both DHS and the Mayor’s office are optimistic.

LE:  Is there a lead agency that’s going to implant this – the CEO model?  

DS:  We are going to put out a RFP – we pretty much know the landscape.  The role of REDDA is putting everything together.  Then those who have been doing the work will go for the dollars.  On the second part I don’t know if I want to say confirmed or pending.  I haven’t been to a recent meeting lately – there is a meeting schedule July 19, 2010, Monday.  These 50 slots a leveled against Measure Y.  There was some discussion about how we could circumvent that.  These dollars are tied to services and to case management.  

RB:  I was talking to someone at the Oakland Housing Authority, about the MOMS program and they took a public housing unit, and that’s the one they use for the MOMS program.  They are changing the housing from public housing to section 8 because that draws down more money to help subsidizes the up keep to the facility.  Maybe Dan you can just mention this in the next meeting you have with them.  The first house that they used for MOMS program was public housing, which gets you federal dollars. Now they are going to change the destination to section 8 that actually gets you more money.  Some people in DC are in favor of both public housing and section 8.  Other people are more in favor of section 8.  

DS:  Here is where the gap is which may be a stumbling block – the housing has to be attached to services.  With OHA this is a requirement. 

LE:  We should try to do what the MOMS program has done – when someone finish the program and graduate they should be placed in section 8 housing.  This should be built in no matter if they have drug convictions or not.  

DS:  In this new program they are going to do a back ground check on the front end before they let people in. If you’re in thru this portal that means that you’re in on the back end.  

BH:  This is not a program geared towards the reentry population – on the federal level OHA has agreed to remain committed.  Their goal is to show that they can be this national model for how this should be done.  This is actually a step further than the MOMS program.  

RB:  Who is there at these meeting from OHA?

DS:  There is Carry About.

RB:  This is the person who explained to me what I just explained to you.  


	All

	VI) Next steps

A. Review next steps

B. Final comments 
	Rodney Brooks


Charting Notes  7-15-10

Reentry Court
· Accountability

· Connection with existing and upcoming initiatives
· Kenyatta will post summary of Reentry Courts on acreentry website

Non-Revocable Parole
· Impact on cease fire

· Job Fair at San Quentin State Prison

· Connect with pre-release component at San Quentin State Prison

Perata Plan

Concerns
· What limits would be placed on county parole

· Can Santa Rita deliver programs

TJ Program
· Optimistic
OHA
· Pending

· More information after July, 19, 2010
· March 3, 2010
Reentry Sub-Committee Advocacy through BAAC

· Feb. 6,2010

Briefing 10-2 North Oakland Baptist Church

NEXT MEETING:  August 19, 2010. TCE Conference Center 7th Floor Conference Room, 1111 Broadway, Oakland, CA 94607





DECISIONS MADE:


Coordinating Council body will add support to completing the draft survey sent around by Linda, addressing all mayors in Alameda County, and 13 other cities to find out what their reentry policy were.





MAJOR TOPICS DISCUSSED:


CDCR Population at Santa Rita Jail


Measure Y Update


Upcoming Reentry Initiatives and Programs


Committee and Workgroups Updates





ASSIGNMENTS:


Bill Heiser


Once the Coordinating Council body completes the survey to be sent to all mayors in Alameda County, and 13 other cities, Bill will make sure that everyone gets a copy of the survey to view for final comments before sending. 


Will periodically give the Coordinating Council and informational update on parolees on active supervision in the Alameda County.


Kenyatta Arnold


Will post on the acreentry.org website his summary research on the Reentry Courts.





Rodney Brooks


Will call Margareta to get more information on where the city of Oakland stands on Ban the Box, and to see if there can be any future meetings with Dan Linheim on this issue.


Martha Toscano


Will give Senator Loni Hancock a call to get further information on a future meeting with Dan Linheim, around the Banning the Box issue. 





COORDINATING COUNCIL CHARTING NOTES


AT THE BOTTOM OF PAGE
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