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Racial & Gender Disparity Committee




       January 12, 2011
	Agenda
	Discussion / Summary 
	Action Items

	Handouts
	Agenda, November minutes
	

	Attendance 
	Gary Wilson, Anna Lopez, David Edinger, Robert Hyatt, Ray Satter, Margaret Reiland, Vince DiCroce, Greg Mauro, Fran Jamison, Jeaneene Miller, Phil Cherner, Shawn Cohn, Jon Gallegos, Stephanie Bell, John Reilly, Lisa Calderon

Excused: Zelda, Tracy, Michelle

Staff: Regina Huerter, Shelley Siman
	

	Minutes
	Approved as is by Margaret, with addition that Art, Jon, Lisa attended
	

	Updates
	Bond
· Data covers those who bonded, not those who did not bond

· PR bond – how are these handled?

· Felony – pretrial assessment tool is administered and a recommendation is made to the judge, who determines bond

· Later in processing, bond arguments may be held and bond reductions or PR bonds may determined by new information or other discretionary factors. At this point, decisions are based less on original risk scores.

· By the time District Court sees those charged with felony is number of prior FTAs, this impacts decision heavily. This would discourage a PR bond. 
· County court level – misdemeanors – these bonds are usually set pretty low. Many cases are resolved by pleading guilty in arraignment court, normally receive time served by the time they hit arraignment. 

· Further items to investigate:

· People not bonding, what is their bond set at, race/ethnicity and gender, category/level at which the charge is filed. 

· Greg: CISPR project, 10 counties, 2,000 cases: validated instrument that predicts risk on pretrial.  JeffCo and Larimer will be looking at using this risk assessment on all defendants, not just felons. There is an issue on the reliance on the use of financial bonds – success on pretrial has to do with supervision, not the amount of the bond. We will be in a better place to look at this information in 12-18 months when this information becomes available. 
· Gary: numbers are continuing in terms of subsequent decision points. Disparity is front-loaded

· Dave: two decision points – decision to contact and decision to arrest – may be key in determining disparity through rest of system. Decision to arrest once contacted may be the driving force. What is the reason behind this? Warrants? Searched more often? What are the variables that lead to arrest?
· Dave: Obtaining data has been much more difficult than expected. Have launched excellent systems in recent years, capturing more data and cleaner data. However, the tool to access and analyze this data has not been connected. Tool allows access to data and capacity to analyze. The only data that has been connected is calls for service data. Also, inmate lookup is connected to this tool. There are several meetings scheduled to address this issue with City leadership. 
· Jon: where is the baseline on how law enforcement is dealing with activity – (EIS) – is there a way to bring this technology together with resulting activity. 

· Jeaneene – this is critical. We are doing this in Parole currently to survey perceptions/attitudes that lead to decision-making. This will allow standards, training to be put in place to address. 

· Stephanie: we are still looking at the community being arrested and trying to determine why they are being arrested; would be critical to determine the attitudes/perceptions behind those who are enforcing the law. 

· Lisa: Chief Keesee has been working on this; it may be important to have her present on the data she has collected. Gender attitudes, issues and perceptions of control heavily influenced. Also; consent to search bill, passed not fully implemented. Contacts were same across race/ethnicity, however, rate of stops – detained people of color longer, do not know what happens during that interaction. What are the reasons to keep someone detained longer?  If we prove through the data process that contacts/arrests are the point where disparities are greatest, do we spend our energy focusing on this? Yes. 
· Jon: focus groups would be helpful at getting at some of the qualitative aspects in determining attitudes/perceptions of law enforcement. 

· Judge Satter: Pretrial services does a fantastic job of supervising those who are place on pretrial supervision and it would definitely be worth re-evaluating their resources.

· Lisa: Many community members have not attended on a consistent basis. Regi will reach out to these members. Regular attendance needs to be defined. Lisa would like to see consistency with Commission practices regarding attendance. 
Announcements

New Jim Crow event in February – felonizing of black folks in particular. Lisa will forward this information and request support from this community and getting the word out. Working on venue currently.
New Agenda Items

· February – County Court
· March – District Attorney
	

	Next Meeting
	November 14, 2010, District 2
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