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county public safety obligations to taxpayers, while effectively managing ®Outcomes Counties
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U.S. Supreme Court affirms lower court decision to Goals of criminal justice (3) Increase public safety

May 2011 realignment legislation. (4) Reduce recidivism Source: California Corrections Standards Authority, 4" Quarter Reporting in 2011
4" Quarter: October to December 2011

County Agencies

' Pre-Trial Population = Sentenced Population

reduce State prison population.
N\ PM 3 (Types of County Sanctions): Kings County Sent the Largest Number of Low-Level Offenders to State Prison Before
Realignment was Enacted

Building Block 3

Corrections spending grows by more than four times

1980 - 2011 . Criminal justice realignment is a shift in State duties not public safety obligations.
the rate of General Fund spending.
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IV. Method Ology implementation? Source: Wike Males, “Can California County Jails Absorb Low-Level State Prisoners?”, Counties

Center on Juvenile and Criminal Justice (CICJ), (March 2011): 2

An analytical framework was developed based on The Eightfold Path to Step 3: Identifying Performance Measures (PM)

« Before realignment. 34 counties did not have sufficient jail space to house low-level offenders—such as San Bernardino, Orange,

More Effective Problem-Solving. The analytical framework identified PM 4: County Jail Capacity Rates

« County Crime Rates Kings, and Los Angeles.

outcomes and performance measures to answer the research question.

. . PM 5: Post-Release Community
« County Pre-Trial Detention Rates « Measurement will track the rate of probation terms that are revoked to determine the number of offenders who are reincarcerated.

Quantitative data was collected from State statistical reports. Qualitative

Supervision Revocation Rates

data was collected during interviews with State and county policymakers, « Types of County Sanctions

+ Measurement will track offender outcomes over a three year period in order to evaluate whether counties are effective in avoiding

PM 6: County Recidivism Rates

experts, and analysts. A review of academic literature, State budget o
future criminal conduct.

« County Jail Capacity Rates

documents, and criminal justice legislation also informed this analysis.

\ VIII. Conclusion

V. Data Sources « County Post-Release Community Supervision Revocation Rates

The performance measures recommended in this analysis will provide sufficient information on ongoing county implementation and

California Department of Justice California Department of Finance
California Corrections Standards Center on Juvenile and Criminal « County Recidivism Rates } the long-term implications for public safety. These performance measures are a strategy to efficiently meet state and county public
Authority Justice safety obligations to taxpayers, while effectively managing budget cuts and reducing the cost of public safety.




