DRUG COURT SYSTEMS STEERING COMMITTEE (DCSSC)
July 19, 2002
Meeting Summary

The Drug Court Systems Steering Committee met on July 19, 2002 at the Department of Alcohol
and Drug Programs (ADP), Sacramento.

Committee members in attendance:

Elizabeth Howard, (California State Association of Counties), Dan Carson, Legislative Analyst’s
Office; Patrick Ogawa, (alcohol and drug treatment field); David Panush, (Senator Burton’s
Office); Del Sayles-Owen, (Alcohol and Drug Programs); The Honorable Stephen Manley,
(Judicial Council); and Joseph Guydish, (UCSF Institute for Health Policy Studies).

PURPOSE

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss:

» State fiscal year 2002/03 budget;

» Comprehensive Drug Court Implementation evaluation; and
» Drug Court Partnership final report to the Legislature.

SUMMARY OF INFORMATION PROVIDED

» Del Sayles-Owen opened the meeting by recognizing Chris Crane, President of the Drug
Court Coordinators Working Group, and all of the drug court coordinators for representing
California and receiving the 2002 National Drug Court Month award in Washington DC.

The award was presented at the National Association of Drug Court Professionals conference
in June 2002.

» Judge Manley gave a brief overview of the history of drug court funding. He explained that
this most recent thrust of funding comes from prison and jail bed days saved. This was
demonstrated in the recent (March 2002) release of the Drug Court Partnership report

Laura Choate then gave a brief overview of AB 444 and the major points of the proposed law
and presented the major milestone dates:

August — ADP to get the instructions mailed out to the counties
September — Revised DCP plans due to ADP

September — Revised plans must be approved

October — DCP programs begins serving felons only

Del and Judge Manley explained that the “Guidelines for Felony Partnership Plans™ is a draft
only and is designed to give guidance in implementing the proposed new law. The
guidelines were then reviewed with the group. Judge Manley pointed out that AB 444 says
“felony” and does not necessarily limit eligibility to “drug felons.” He noted that the courts
and the District Attorneys have a lot of discretion in applying the revised law.



Judge Manley provided a general overview of the “Guidelines for Felony Partnership Data
Collection” for the proposed new DCP Act. Joseph Guydish asked questions about the
reporting requirements and the number of jail or prison days saved. David Panush asked the
committee to encourage ADP and the Administrative Office of the Courts to decide on the
DCP methodology early enough so that the counties will know what they are expected to
report on.

Judge Manley then suggested that a teleconference occur to further discuss the DCP
guidelines in order to receive further comment.

Comprehensive Drug Court Implementation (CDCI) evaluation: Del Sayles-Owen explained
that there is not an identified funding source for the evaluation. As a result, the Department
is exploring how best to collect data. The group discussed possible data elements to be
collected (e.g., how much money [in total] is being spent on CDCI, the possibility for very
basic data, possibly relying on the local evaluations, and keeping the data simple since it will
be based on different courts.)

Del Sayles-Owen noted that the DCP 2002 Final Report to the Legislature was mailed to
committee members, placed on ADP’s website, and included in the meeting packets.

NEXT STEPS

Future agenda items to be discussed include:
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Committee Review of DCP Plan Modifications

DCP 2002 Data Guidelines

CDCI Key Elements

Local Evaluation Reports

Drug Courts Systems Steering Committee Mission, Membership and Structure
Strategic Vision for Drug Courts

Drug Courts and Proposition 36



