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NEVADA BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS

MEETING OF THE BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS NOTICE AND AGENDA

Date and Time:

Monday, June 19, 2017, 9:00 AM

Location: Board of Parole Commissioners  Video Conferenceto: Parole Board Office
1677 Old Hot Springs Rd., #A 4000 S. Eastern Ave,, Suite 130
Room 201 Room 301
Carson City, Nevada 89706 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
AGENDA
9:00 AM I Call to Order and Roll Call

Public Comment. No action may be taken upon aemnatised during a perig
devoted to comments by the general public untilrttater itself has been specifica
included on an agenda as an item upon which adtiay be taken pursuant
subparagraph (2) of NRS 241.020.

ly

For possible action: Comprehensive Review of Paédtdedards (NRS 213.10885).
A. Presentation by the JFA Institute on the relaion of the Nevada Parole Risk
Assessment. The Board must make a determinatiomether the standards are
effective in predicting the probability that a cacted person will live and remain at
liberty without violating the law if parole is griad or continued. If a standard is
found to be ineffective, the Board shall not use #tandard in its decisions regardi
parole [NRS 213.10885(6)].

B. Presentation and discussion on the typesxofat@ssessments prepared by
NDOC pursuant to NRS 213.1214 including the redstivrates associated with
assessment results.

C. Presentation and discussion on risk assessraeatl to predict violence-relate
criminal recidivism and the potential for includimgplence-related predictive
elements or assessments into the parole standards.

D. Review of the current evidence-based prograinsrgistered by the Departmen
of Corrections (NDOC).

The Board may take action to: make changes tpahale guideline and risk
assessment and the elements contained within; mmdké&ermination regarding the
effectiveness of the current risk assessment aittktlne and discontinue the use of
an element on the parole guideline and risk assssifrit is found to be ineffective;
draft or establish a policy or practice on howithgults of sexual assessments shou
be applied to the parole standards; determine Wi C programs may be
awarded credit for on the Nevada Parole Risk Assest; and/or set topics of futur

g

t

Id

D

Board meetings relative to the presentation ancldison.
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v For possible action: Presentation by NDOC on theada Risk Assessment System
(NRAS) and how its use may affect the parole carsition process. This may
include a discussion on NDOC processes or initatithat may affect the Board's
processes related to the consideration of inmate®fease on parole. The Board
may act to set topics of future Board meetingdiradao the presentation and
discussion.

\% For possible action: Presentation by the DivisibParole and Probation (the
Division) on changes to its supervision practi¢es may affect parolees including:
adoption of evidence-based practices in its supetvimodel; establishment of
independent reporting centers; budgetary allocatiorassist in the Division’s effort
to expedite the processing of parole releases fheNDOC; and, legislative
appropriations related to funding costs of residrbnfinement. The Board may
act to set topics of future Board meetings relativethe presentation and discussion
\ For Possible Action: Update on the status of thgelémentation of the new parole
grant order layout and conditions. Review of treguage contained on the parole
agreement template used by the Division to progideatement of the conditions of
parole in accordance with subsection 9 of NRS 2181 The Board may take
action to make changes to the parole agreementagripnguage relative to the
section entitled “AGREEMENT BY PAROLEE.”

VII For possible Action: The Board may act to issgemreral Order amending the
conditions of Lifetime Supervision on cases affddig the Nevada Supreme Court
OpinionMcNeill v. Sate, 132 Nev. __ , 375 P.3d 1022 (2016).

1:00 PM VI For possible action: The Board will consider wieetto petition the court of original
jurisdiction to request a modification of senteitaccordance with subsection 2 of
NRS 176.033 in regards to:

1) Wilkins, Thomas NDOC # 14026

2) Harold Lyons, NDOC # 16882

3) Grillo, Shannon NDOC # 40805

4) Ann Schuck, NDOC # 46532

The Board may take no action, deny the requesgtitign the court, or act to
petition the court of original jurisdiction to reggt a sentence modification.
Pursuant to subsection 6(c)(3) of NRS 241.020NR8 213.1075, all of the
supporting documents are confidential and will Im@fprovided to members of the
public.

Xll Public Comment. No action may be taken upon aenatised during a period
devoted to comments by the general public untilrtfadter itself has been specifically
included on an agenda as an item upon which acdtiay be taken pursuant
subparagraph (2) of NRS 241.020.

X111 For possible action: The Board may act to adjohenrheeting.

A period shall be devoted to public comment. Thaf8anay limit such comment to three minutes pesqerAt
the discretion of the Chairperson, agenda items meagombined for consideration, or taken in a déifé order.
The Board may remove an item from the agenda aydéiscussion relating to an item on the agendamgatime.

This notice of hearing has been posted on or before 9 a.m. on the third working day befor e the meeting at
the following locations:

CARSON CITY: Parole Board office, 1677 Old Hot $$ Road, Suite A, 89706; Attorney General’s offit@0
S. Carson Street, 89701; Carson City Library, 90&bdbp Street, 89702; LAS VEGAS: Parole Board effi8.
4000 Eastern Ave., Ste. 130, 89119; Attorney Gdisenffice, 555 E. Washington Avenue, 89101; Cou@tyurt
House, 200 S. Third Street, 89101; Clark CountyrMabrary/Reference section, 833 Las Vegas BIvE1A.

This agenda was mailed out and posted on the PRoaled web site located at http://parole.nv.god an the
State’s official website dittps://notice.nv.gown June 12, 2017.
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Supporting material will be made available at tfeces of the Board of Parole Commissioners locaett77
Old Hot Springs Road, Suite A, Carson City, NV 89&hd at the office of the Board of Parole Comrissis
located at 4000 S. Eastern Ave, STE 130, Las Véd@89119 on the day of the hearing or before, once
supporting material has been provided to the mesnifethe Board. Supporting material will also vaitable on
the Board’s website atww.parole.nv.gov

Special requests or persons with disabilities vaguire special accommodations or assistance guthiec
hearing should contact Darla Foley, Executive SacyeBoard of Parole Commissioners, 1677 Old Hoirtgs
Road, Suite A, Carson City, NV 89706, or call (788y-5049, or fax (775) 687-6736.
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June 19, 2017
Agenda Item III-B

Static-99R Recidivism Estimates

ROUTINE SAMPLE

Estimated 5-year sexual recidivism rates

Logistic Regression Estimates

Score Predicted 95% C.I.
Recidivism Rate

-3 0.9 0.6 1.3
-2 1.3 1.0 1.8
-1 1.9 1.4 2.5
0 2.8 2.2 3.5
1 3.9 3.3 4.7
2 5.6 4.8 6.5
3 7.9 7.0 8.8
4 11.0 10.0 12.1
5 15.2 13.8 16.6
6 20.5 18.4 22.8
7 27.2 24.0 30.7
8 35.1 30.5 40.0
9 43.8 37.8 50.1
10 53.0 45.6 60.3
11 - - -

Source: Hanson, Thornton, Helmus, & Babchishin (2016)



STATIC-99R HIGH RISK/NEED GROUP
Estimated 5-year and 10-year sexual recidivism rates

Logistic Regression Estimates

5-Year Sexual Recidivism Rates 10-Year Sexual Recidivism Rates
Score  Predicted 95% C. I. Predicted 95% C. I.
Recidivism Recidivism

Rate Rate
-3 - - - - - -
-2 - - - - - -
-1 5.6 3.5 9.1 10.6 5.8 18.4
0 7.2 4.7 10.7 13.0 7.9 20.5
1 9.0 6.4 12.5 15.8 10.7 22.8
2 11.3 8.6 14.6 19.1 14.1 25.4
3 14.0 11.3 17.2 22.9 18.2 28.5
4 17.3 14.5 20.5 27.3 225 32.6
5 21.2 18.0 24.8 32.1 26.7 37.9
6 25.7 21.5 30.3 37.3 30.5 44.7
7 30.7 25.1 37.0 42.8 33.9 52.3
8 36.3 28.8 44.5 48.5 37.1 60.1
9 42.2 32.6 52.5 -- -- --
10 48.4 36.6 60.5 -- - -
11 - - - - - -
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NEVADA BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS

To: Members of the Board of Parole Commissioners

From: Lupe Garrison, Hearing Examiner I, and Kélgllinger, Hearing
Examiner |

Subject: Consideration for the inclusion of a Viale-Based Risk Assessment with

the Nevada Parole Guidelines

RE: Agenda Item IlI-C — June 19, 2017 Meeting

The Parole Board currently does not utilize anrureent to assess and calculate the
probability of future crimes of violence on inmatasing considered for parole release.
The Nevada Parole Risk Assessment predicts geremidivism which is mostly related
to property and/or substance abuse offenses.

Past violence of an inmate is only addressed inatjgravating factors section of the
parole guideline when an inmate is being considéregarole.

In researching what other states do, we found phable boards who utilize violence-
related risk assessments are using in-house dedkel@ssessments, proprietary
instruments, or other programs available in thelipidomain. The issue, other than the
cost for some, is that a number of them are notlatdd with scientific evidence.

The following are some of the instruments beinglurevarious states:
* ODARA (Ontario Domestic Assault Risk Assessment);

» COVR (Classification of Violence Risk), VRAG (Viaolee Risk Appraisal
Guide);

* VRAG-R (Revised);

* HCR-20 (Historical Clinical Risk Management-20);

* SARA (Spousal Assault Risk Assessment);



Consideration for the inclusion of a Violence-Bagesk Assessment with the Nevada
Parole Guidelines
Page 2

* IVVI (lowa Violence & Victimization Instrument); ah
» DVSI (Domestic Violence Screening Instrument).

Some of these assessments are used in conjunciiorothiers and included with this
memo are a small sampling of the forms.

While some are used more than others, each sery@scdic purpose, and would need to
be further reviewed to see which would serve thedsef our community the best. This
is only a preliminary introduction as to what weiiol, and the establishment of a process
will not be an overnight venture. For example otk the state of Maine approximately
18 months from start-to-finish to create the infmasture for their system of assessment.

Based on our review, we believe a secondary toolbeautilized, alongside our current
risk assessment, to try to minimize future violeircat risk persons.



Appendix A:
Domestic Violence & General Risk Assessment Tools

Tool Description & Items Length | Strengths & Limitations
SARA"® This is the most widely used structured assessment | 20 items | + Uses well-established
Spousal tool for domestic violence. It screens for psychometric properties.
Assault Risk | empirically established risk factors for domestic

+ Easy to score and risk
management flows well
from scores.

Appraisal violence among adult males. Designed as a guide
for structuring professional judgment rather than
providing firm cut-off points for decision-making.
- Variables are derived
from clinical judgments
rather than actuarial.”!

B Static Factors: general and domestic violence
criminal history

®  Dynamic Factors: psychosocial adjustment,
aversive attitudes, employment issues,
thinking errors associated with escalation in
assaults, weapon use, threatening
statements, and violating restraining orders.

- Does not assess
relationship status.

8 Sources of information: offender, victim,
collateral records, psychological assessments

Domestic Violence Risk Assessment Tools

pvsI® Used by the State of Hawaii to determine 12 items | + Instrument has been

Domestic supervision levels for domestic violence offenders. demonstrated to be valid

Violence ®  Static Factors: general and DV criminal on a sample of Hawaiian

Screening history, prior DV treatment, prior substance offenders.

Instrument abuse treatment, child witnesses, current - Risk level cut-offs did not
restraining order, community supervision significantly vary with
status at time of offense, family DV history regard to domestic

violence re-arrest

®  Dynamic Factors: employment status o
recidivism rates.

®  Sources of information: collateral records

a0 Kropp and Hart (2000). The Spousal Risk Assessment (SARA) Guide: Reliability and Validity in Adult Male
Offenders. Law and Human Behavior, 24, 101-118 and Kropp, P.R. (2004). Some Questions Regarding Spousal
Assault Risk Assessment. Violence Against Women, 10(6), 676-697.

“ Clinical assessments use professional judgment, general intake questionnaires, or psycho-social forms. Actuarial
assessment processes involve using research-derived items that are correlated with recidivism and antisocial
behavior and the tool itself has been empirically demonstrated to be statistically predictive of specific offender
outcomes.

2 Hisashima, J. (2008). Validation Study of the Domestic Violence Screening Instrument {DVSI). See
http://hawaii.gov/icis/documents/DVSI%20Validation%202003-2007%20()an%202008). pdf.

Assessing, Supervising and Treating Domestic Violence Offenders 21



Tool Description & Items Length | Strengths & Limitations

ODARA® Unlike the other DV-specific risk assessments 13items | + Easy to complete with
Ontario where items were developed based on theory or generally readily available
Domestic prior research, ODARA items were developed information.

Assault Rise | empirically. ltems that could be reliably assessed
Assessment | by the police were tested and the scale was
developed from those items most closely

associated with subsequent police contact for
domestic violence. - ODARA is also one of the

newer scales and has less
current research in the
DV literature.

+ ODARA appears to have
the strongest results from
the research so far.

® 13 yes/no items that include questions about
substance abuse, offender’s history of
violence, number of children, and victim’s
barriers to support.

pA* This is the oldest DV risk assessment tool on this 20 item + Easy to use and interpret.

list that is still in use. Initially it was developed for checklist . .
Danger nitially pe + Psychometric properties

n
3
'—
-
o
U
£
a
Qo H P
@ | Assessment | usein emergency rooms to assess a woman's risk anda .
L, of being killed by her partner. It is now also used to | calendar have been published.
= assess the likelihood of spousal assault + Replications on large
T, recidivism.* samples have been
[¥] ..
§ ®  To be completed by the female victim in promising.
->9 collaboration with someone trained to
.é administer the tool.
‘E’ B The scale includes a timeline to document the
8 frequency and severity of abuse, 20 yes/no
questions {e.g., Does he own a gun?, Is he
unemployed?) and an algorithm to translate
the responses into risk categories.
PAPS* Development of items on the PAPS scale were 17 items | 4+ Uses well-established risk
Partner informed by both offenders and victims. For use factors
with adult males. Provides cut-off scores for .
house i determining risk levels *+ Reported psychometric
Zrolgnostlc ’ data are promising
cale

“ Hilton, N.Z., G.T. Harris, M.E. Rice, C. Lang, C.A. Cormier, and K.J. Lines (2004). A Brief Actuarial Assessment for
the Prediction of Wife Assault Recidivism: The Ontario Domestic Assault Risk Assessment. Psychological
Assessment, 16, 267-275.

 Campbell, 1.C. {1986). Nursing Assessment for Risk of Homicide with Battered Women. Advances in Nursing
Science, 8, 36-51 and J.C. Campbell (2005). Assessing Dangerousness in Domestic Violence Cases: History,
Challenges and Opportunities. Criminology and Public Policy, 4, 653-672.

% Heckert, D.A. and E.W. Gondolf (2004). Battered Women's Perceptions of Risk versus Risk Factors and
Instruments in Predicting Repeat Reassault. Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 19(7), 778-800.

46 Murphy, M.C., M.T. Morrell, D.J. Elliott, and M.N. Neavans (2003). A Prognostic Indicator Scale for the Treatment
of Partner Abuse Perpetrators, Journal of Interpersonal Violence, 18 (9): 1087-1095.

Assessing, Supervising and Treating Domestic Violence Offenders 22



Tool Description & Items Length | Strengths & Limitations
CTS/CTS2 One of the most widely used tools for measuring 39items |- Widely used research tool
% Conflict interpersonal violence between married or co- for indentifying intimate
] Tactics Scale | habitating couples. Each question is asked in terms partner violence but not
L=
s of both respondent’s and partner’s behavior. well-suited for risk
E ®  (CTS2 now includes items to assess for assessment purposes.
& psychological aggression, sexual coercion, and
ﬁ negotiation as well as physical assault and
2 .
2 injury.
@
o
5
o | KFS Development of the scale was based on - Scale only takes into
: Kerry's information gathered from men convicted of killing account the most
g‘ Femicide their partner. Scale is unique in that it identifies extreme violence
E | Scale characteristics of men who kill women with whom (murder).
a they have been in an intimate relationship.

Tool Description & Items Length | Strengths & Limitations
STRONG STRONG is a 4th-generation risk and needs Variable | 4+ peveloped to take into
Level of assessment tool delivered through a web-based account risks, needs and
Service interface. Two components: responsivity measures.
Inventory B 26 item static risk assessment

® 70 item needs assessment
LSI-R This third generation instrument is a valid measure | 54 items | + One of the most widely
Level of of both general and violent recidivism and has used and independently
Service been reliably used to identify more specific validated risk and needs
Inventory domestic violence outcomes. Scale has also been assessment instruments
able to predict treatment drop-out. available.
COMPAS This fourth generation general risk assessment tool | Variable | + COMPAS has an

General Risk Assessment Tools

is designed to predict violence, recidivism, failure
to appear, and non-compliance with probation
conditions.

®  items vary based on which scales an agency
selects for offender assessment.

automated case
management software
that can be combined
with other tools to help
inform criminogenic
need targets for specific
offender populations.

- Multiple versions of the
COMPAS have been
developed but few
independently reviewed
validation studies have
been conducted.

Assessing, Supervising and Treating Domestic Violence Offenders
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Running head: THE ONTARIO DOMESTIC ASSAULT RISK ASSESSMENT 42
Appendix A

ODARA Item Summary
Do not use without full scoring instructions.

Name:
Case #:

Score each item:

1 if present

0 if not present
? if missing

1. Prior domestic incident of assault in a police
or criminal record

2. Prior non-domestic incident of assault in a
police or criminal record

3. Prior custodial sentence of 30 days or more
4, Failure on prior conditional release

5. Threat to harm or kill at the index assault
6. Confinement of the victim at the index
assault

7. Victim concern about future assaults

8. More than one child

9. Victim’s biclogical child from a previous
partner

10. Prior violent incident against a non-
domestic victim

11. Two or more indicators of substance abuse
12. Assault on the index victim when she was
pregnant

13. Barriers to victim support

Raw Score (sum of items scored )

Final score

Copyright 2011 by Research Department, Waypoint Centre for Mental Health Care 500 Church
Street, Penetanguishene ON LOM 1G3 (705) 549-3181 ext. 2610. Reprinted with permission.
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Database
CODE

Question #

Appendix B

LS/CMI (Section 1) Coding Worksheet

Answer Selection LSCMI Codmg Worksheet

Section 1.1

Criminal History

/Any prior youth dispositions (numer __) or adult convictions

150 1 YES/NO |(number )?
151 2 YES/NO [Two or more prior youth adult dispositions/convictions?
152 3 YES/NQ [Three or more prior youth/adult dispositions/convictions?
153 4 YES/NO [Three or more present offences (number_ )?
154 5 YES/NO |Arrested or charged under age 167
155 6 YES/NO [Ever incarcerated upon conviction?
Ever punished for institutional misconduct or a behavior report
156 7 YES/NO |(number _)?
Charge laid probation breached, or parole suspended during
157 8 YES/NO [community supervision? Strength?

Section 1.2

Education/Employment

When in the labor market (either in the community or long-term
imprisonment with work opportunities):

158 9 YES/NO [Currently unemployed?

159, 10 YES/NO {Frequently unemployed?

160 11 YES/NO |[Never employed for a full year?
School or when in school:

161 12 YES/NO |Less than regular grade 10 or equivalent?

162 13 YES/NO |Less than rgular grade 12 or equivalent?

163 14 YES/NO |Suspended or expelled at lest once.
\For the next three questions, if the offender is a homemaker or
pensioner, complete question 15 only. If the offender is in school
or working, complete 15, 16,and 17. If theoffender is available for
the labor market but is unemployed and not in school, rate 0 for
15-17

164 15 3,2,1,0 [Participation/Performance.

165 16 3,2,1,0 |Peer interactions.

166 17 3,2,1,0 |Authority interaction.

Strengths?
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Section 1.3 Family/Marital
167 18 3,2, 1,0 |Dissatisfaction with marital or equivalent situation.
168 19 3,2,1,0 |Nonrewarding, parental.
169 20 3,2, 1,0 |Nonrewarding, other relative.
170 21 YES/NO [Criminal--family/spouse.
Strength?
Section 1.4 Leisure/Recreation

171 22 YES/NO |Absence of recent participation in an organized activity.
172 23 3,2,1,0 |Could make better use of time.
Strength?
Section 1.5 Companions

173 24 YES/NO [Some criminal acquaintances.
174 25 3,2,1,0 [Some criminal friends.
175 26 YES/NO |Few anticriminal acquaintances.
176 27 3,2,1,0 [Few anticriminal friends.
Strength?
Section 1.6 Alcohol/Drug Problems
177 28 YES/NO [Alcohol problem ever.
178 29 YES/NO [Drug problem ever.
179 30 3,2,1,0 J|Alcohol problem currently.
Drug problem, currently [specify type of drug(s).
180) 31 3,2,1,0
If a current alcohol/drug abuse problem exists, complete the
ollowing.
181 32 YES/NO |Law violations.
182 33 YES/NO [Marital/Family
183 34 YES/NO [School/Work
184 35 YES/NO |Medical or other clinical indicators? Specify
Strength?

Section 1.7

Procriminal Attitude/Orientation

185 36 3,2,1,0 Supportive of crime.

186 37 3,2,1,0 |Unfavorable toward convention.
187 38 YES/NO [Poor toward sentence/offence.

188 39 YES/NO [Poor, toward supervision/treatment.

Strength?




At admission [
Violence risk screening -10 (V-RISK-10) At discharge [
In policlinic [
Patient’s name: Date of birth:
Female [ Male [ Patient number:
Date of admittance: Date of discharge: Registration number:
Signed in by: Date:

Scoring instruction:

The rater collects information about each of the ten risk factors on the V-RISK-10 checklist. Some
examples of important scoring information are described under each item. Put a check in the box to
indicate the degree of likelihood that the risk factor applies to the patient in question:

= No: Does not apply to this patient

* Maybe/moderate: Maybe applies/present to a moderately severe degree
* Yes: Definitely applies to a severe degree

= Do not know: Too little information to answer

1. Previous and/or current violence

Severe violence refers to physical attack (including with various
weapons) towards another individual with intent to inflict severe
physical harm. Yes: The individual in question must have committed
at least 3 moderately violent aggressive acts or 1 severe violent act.
Moderate or less severe aggressive acts such as kicks, blows and
shoving that does not cause severe harm to the victim is rated
Maybe/moderate.

No Maybe/ Yes Do not
moderate know

I O N R N B

2. Previous and /or current threats (verbal/physical)
Verbal: Statements, yelling and the like, that involve threat of
inflicting other individuals physical harm.

Physical: Movements and gestures that warn physical attack.

No Maybe/ Yes Do not
moderate know

I O I Ry N B

3. Previous and/or current substance abuse

The patient has a history of abusing alcohol, medication and/or other
substances (e.g. amphetamine, heroin, cannabis). Abuse of solvents
or glue should be included. To rate Yes, the patient must have and/or
have had extensive abuse/dependence, with reduced occupational or
educational functioning, reduced health and/or reduced participation
in leisure activities.

No Maybe/ Yes Do not
moderate know

O O O

4. Previous and/or current major mental illness

NB: Whether the patient has or has had a psychotic disorder (e.g.
schizophrenia, delusional disorder, psychotic affective disorder).
See item 5 to rate personality disorders.

No Maybe/ Yes Do not
moderate know

L1 OO OO 0O

© Centre for Research and Education in Forensic Psychiatry, Oslo, Norway

2007 Hartvig, @stberg, Alfarnes, Moger, Skjenberg & Bjarkly
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5. Personality disorder No szbe: Yes ]l)<0 not
Of interest here are eccentric (schizoid, paranoid) and impulsive, |:| meceryte I:] ﬁl
uninhibited (emotionally unstable, antisocial) types.
6. Shows lack of insight into illness and/or behaviour No M:Ybe: Yes ?{0 not
This refers to the degree to which the patient lacks insight in his/her moderate now
mental illness, with regard to for instance need of medication, social D D |:] D
consequences or behaviour related to illness or personality disorder.
7. Expresses suspicion No M(‘;ybei Yes 'i" not
The patient expresses suspicion towards other individuals either moderate now
verbally or nonverbally. The person in question appears to be
“on guard’’ towards the environment. |:| D I:I D
8. Shows lack of empathy No M:ybei Yes [')(" not
The patient appears emotionally cold and without sensitivity towards moderate now
others’ thoughts or emotional situation. |:| D D I:I
9. Unrealistic planning No M(‘;ybe: Yes ?{" not
moderate now

This assesses to which degree the patient him/herself has unrealistic
plans for the future (inside or outside the inpatient unit). Is for
instance the patient him/herself realistic with regard to what he/she
can expect of support from family and of professional and social
network? It is important to assess whether the patient is cooperative
and motivated with regard to following plans.

1 O

10. Future stress-situations

This evaluates the possibility that the patient may be exposed to stress
and stressful situations in the future and his/her ability to cope with
stress. For example (in and outside inpatient unit): reduced ability to
tolerate boundaries, physical proximity to possible victims of
violence, substance use, homelessness, spending time in violent
environment/association with violent environment, easy access (o
weapons etc.

No Maybe/
moderate

O

Do not
know

Overall clinical evaluation

- Based on clinical judgement, other available information and the checklist:
(Put a check in one of the boxes)

- How great do you think the violence risk is for this patient?

LOW MODERATE

HIGH

- Suggestion following overall clinical evaluation:

(Put a check in one of the boxes)

NO MORE DETAILED VIOLENCE MORE DETAILED VIOLENCE RISK
RISK ASSESSMENT ASSESSMENT

IMPLEMENTATION OF PREVENTIVE MEASURES

Justifications/reasons/arguments should be detailed in patient record and/or discharge summary

© Centre for Research and Education in Forensic Psychiatry, Oslo, Norway
2007 Hartvig, Ostberg, Alfares, Moger, Skjanberg & Bjarkly
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lowa Violence & Victimization Instrument (IVVI)
Violence Victimization
Score Score

1. ive Offenses Include --
a. Assault, Attempted Murder, Burglary, Robbery, Murder, Theft from a Person,

Vandalism or Voluntary Manslaughter 2 2
b. Not as above but most serious offense is Forgery/Fraud -1 0
c. Not as above 0 0

2. Number of Counts, Current Property Offenses

a. None 0
b. One 0 1
c. Two or More 0

3 Ever Convncted of Murder/Manslaughter, Robbery or Theft from a Person (Prlors Only)
a.Yes 1 1
b. No 0 0

For Items 4-5, consider only convictions where date of conviction or sentencing is 10 years or less from the
earliest sentence date of the current offense(s).
4. Number of Prior Counts for Violent Crimes Within Last 10 Years (Any Offense Level)

a. None 0 0
b. One to Three 1 1
c. Four or More 2 2

5. Prior Convictions Within the Last 10 Years (check ALL that apply) --
For a through c, count only aggravated misdemeanors, felonies or juvenile commitment offenses:

a. Property Crime 0 1
b. Burglary (include violent and property offense types) 1 1
¢. Weapons 1 1
d. Flight/Escape (any offense level) 1 1
e. Not as above 0 0

For Item 6, consider only convictions where date of conwct/on or sentencmg is 5 years or Iess from the earliest
sentence date of the current offense(s).

6. Prior Conviction for Violent Crime in the Last 5 Years (Any Offense Level)

a.Yes 2 2

b. No 0 0



Violence Victimization
Score Score

For Item 7, count from last release from prison or juvenile comm/tment to current prlson admission date
7. Released from Prison or Juvenile Commitment in the Last 5 Years for (check ALL that apply) --

a. Violent Crime 2 2
b. Property Crime 0 1
c. Not as above 0 0

Criminal Orientation/Associates

8. Security Threat Group Membership

a. Confirmed Member 3 3
b. Suspected or None 0 0

9. Current Age

a. 24 or Younger 2 1
b. Age 25-29 2 0
c. Age 30-37 1 0
d. Age 38-54 0 0
e. Age 55 or Older 0 -1

Violence Score Categories

low -1to2
Moderate 3to5
High 6to9

Very High 10+

Victimization Score Categories
Low -1to1l
Low/Moderate 2to3
Moderate/High 4to7
High 8+



June 19, 2017
Agenda Item III C

Domestic Violence and
Risk Assessment

James Austin



Key Facts

* Domestic violence accounts for about 21 percent of the violent crime
experienced by women.

e Violence is highest among women ages 16—24 and women in low-income
households.

 The key attributes of the batters are as follows:
e Younger age (under age 30)
Socio economic deprivation (unemployment and low income)
Young children in the home
Prior Exposure to violence between parents in the family of origin
Prior and current Involvement with aggressive peers — prior arrests/convictions
Alcohol abuse — by Offender and Victim
Recent Separation/Divorce
Violence in and outside of the home
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Impact of Supervision on Recidivism

Exhibit 6
Supervision for Adult Offenders: Effect on Crime

Percentage
Supervision Strategy Change in
Crime*
Intensive Supervision Probation/Parole (surveillance only) 14 1,699 + 004 0.951 +J.16%
Intensive Supervision Probation/Parole (with treatment) 17 3,078 - 205 0.004 -10%
Supervision with Risk Responsivity Need model 6 3,024 -.303 0.000 -16%

"We calculate the perceniage chamge in crime a5 an average reducton over a long-termn follow-up of 15 years.
Citations of studies used in these analyses are provided im Exhibits O, 01, and 03 in the appendi
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1677 0ld Hot Springs Rd., Ste. A Governor 4000 S. Eastern Ave, Ste. 130
Carson City, Nevada 89706 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
http://parole.nv.gov http://parole.nv.gov

(775) 687-5049

(702) 486-4370
Fax (775) 687-6736

FAX (702) 486-4376

CONNIE S. BISBEE, Chairman
TONY CORDA, Member
ADAM ENDEL, Member

SUSAN JACKSON, Member

CONNIE S. BISBEE, Chairman
ED GRAY, JR., Member
MICHAEL KEELER, Member
LUCILLE MONTERDE, Member

DARLA FOLEY, Executive Secretary

NEVADA BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS

June 19, 2017

To: Members of the Board of Parole Commissioners
From: David M. Smith, Hearings Examinep'MS

Subject: NDOC Programs and the Nevada Parole Riskegsment
RE: Agenda Item IlI-D — June 19, 2017 Meeting

The NDOC re-implemented many of its programs inléisé three years after applying
evidence-based research practices to its progrdfash program is assigned a level
based on known research and outcomes. Levelaj 2 are those programs that do
not meet the minimum threshold of being recognaedn evidence-based program.
Programs assigned a level of 3, 4 or 5 meet tlesltiold of being recognized as an
evidence-based program with a level 5 being thedsgstandard. These levels are
described as follows:

Level 3 - Evidence-Based PracticeThe intervention is based on sound-theory. Hsper
have reviewed the research and determined therdemgthe standards of scientific

rigor and the results were sufficiently positivéelpractice has been modified or adapted
on a population or setting that is different frdme bne in which it was formally
developed.

Level 4 — Evidence-based practiceThe intervention is based on sound-theory and has
some scientific rigor but no random assignmentdi&gihave determined the intervention
generally has positive outcomes. The meta-anahasdeen published.

Level 5 — Evidence-based practiceThe intervention is based on a highly rigorous
research design with a control group and randomg@®&nt. It has been studied in
multiple places with multiple populations and hagib generally shows to have high



NDOC Programs and the Nevada Parole Risk Assessment
June 19, 2017
Page 2

credibility and generalizability. It has been dgimed the intervention generally has
positive outcomes.

Attached is a list of evidence-based programs efféry the NDOC that are assigned a
level of 4 or 5. Level 3 programs are not inclutbtedause these programs have been
modified or adapted and validation on the affegedulation has not yet been
accomplished.

The programs the Board currently gives credit fotlee Nevada Parole Risk Assessment
are highlighted in yellow.

The Board has been asked to review the NDOC progeard determine which might be
added to the list of programs that successful cetigel of would be awarded credit on
the Nevada Parole Risk Assessment.



Number

Effecti
Program Name Facility # of Hours Credits  [Risk Target EBP Level Assigned Da:e ve
Assigned
. . . L X 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate:
Anger: Creating New Choices All 16.5 15 Antisocial Behavior High Risk-Adult Offenders) 3/4/2015
. L . 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate
Anger and Agression All 15 15 Antisocial Behavior High Risk-Adult Offenders) 6/25/2014
Getting Motivated to Change Al s 5 An.tis9cia| personality, Criminal 5 (NREPF - TCU (Texas Christian University) Mapping-Enhanced 4/21/2015
thinking Counseling)
Co-occurring substance abuse and
Healthy Steps to Freedom FMWCC, JCC 2 30 urring su ! 4 4/24/2014
mental health
Phase |- 12;
! 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate:
Commitment to Change (Phase |, I, Ill) All Phase II- 10; 15 per phase|Criminal Thinking ,( X ! 8 8 Py 4/24/2014
High Risk-Adult Offenders)
Phase lII- 10
Getting it Right All 37.5 30 Criminal Thinking 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 4/21/2015
3 . e o 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate
Good Intentions, Bad Choices All 22.5 15 Criminal Thinking High Risk-Adult Offenders) 3/4/2015
Transition Skills All 135 15 Criminal thinking 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 4/24/2014
Anger Management for Slubstance Abuse and . . L ) 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate
All 18 15 C | Thinking, Anti | Beh R . 10/6/2016
Mental Health Clients fiminal Thinking, Antisocial behavior High Risk-Adult Offenders) /6/
Criminal thinking, Subst. bi ) .
Challenge All 54 30 (r:)r:I:; inking, substance abuse 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 7/14/2015
Criminal Thinking, Subst: Ab
Forward Thinking (Correctional Youth only) All 54 30 (r:)r:I:; inking, substance Abuse 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 7/15/2015
FMWCC, JCC, HDSP
Clark County Parenting Program S’DCC’ ! 36 30 Dysfunctional Family 5 (NREPP - Nurturing Parents & Triple P) 10/6/2015
InsideOut Dad All 24 30 Dysfunctional Family 4 (NREPP) 11/21/2013
CGTH, FMWCC,
) ! ! Lack of education, Lack of job skills, . .
Employment Skills HDSP, NNRC, SDCC, 7.5 5 ) ) 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 7/15/2015
Negative attitude about work
WSCC
Mental Health/Subst Ab| -
Seeking Safety, Phases |, Il All 24 per phase 30 per phase tx)en al Health/Substance Abuse (non 5 (NREPP - both genders; CrimeSolutions.gov - women) 6/25/2014
5 (NREPP - TCU (T Christian Uni ity) M ing-Enh d
Way Safe: Mapping Your Way to a Healthy Future All 6 5 Substance abuse ( N (Texas Christian University) Mapping-Enhance 3/31/2015
Counseling)
5 (NREPP - TCU (T Christian Uni ity) M ing-Enh d
Straight Ahead: Transition Skills for Recovery All 20 30 Substance Abuse (Non-tx) chunseling) (Texas Christian University) Mapping-Enhance 6/24/2015
FMWCC (STARS), Phase |, 220.5 5 (NREPP - Correctional Therapeutic Community for Substance
Therapeutic Community, Phases |, II, 11l SDCC (TRUST), Phase Il, 226.5 |60 per phase|Substance Abuse (Tx) Abusers; CrimeSolutions.gov- Incarceration-based Therapeutic 7/16/2014
WSCC (Phoenix) Phase Ill, 251 Communites for Adults)
4 (Crime Solutions. - Cognitive Behavioral Th for Moderat
New Light FMWCC 350.5 60  [Substance Abuse (tx) (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate|, ) )15
High Risk-Adult Offenders)
FMWCC (STARS), 5 (NREPP - Correctional Therapeutic Community for Substance
Therapeutic Community, Aftercare SDCC (TRUST), 233 60 Substance Abuse (Tx) Abusers; CrimeSolutions.gov- Incarceration-based Therapeutic 7/16/2014
WSCC (Phoenix) Communites for Adults)
. 4 (Crime Solutions.org - Cognitive Behavioral Therapy for Moderate
Stepping Stones CGTH 70 30 Substance Abuse (T: 12/17/2013
pping Y use (Tx) High Risk-Adult Offenders) 117/
Turning Point, Phase | CGTH/NNRC 40 30 Unemployment/Education 5 (NREPP - Interactive Journaling) 2/17/2016
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June 19, 2017

To: Members of the Board of Parole Commissioners
From: David M. Smith, Hearings Examine@ﬂ//&
Subject: NDOC Vocational and Educational Programs
RE: Agenda Item IlI-D — June 19, 2017 Meeting

Attached is an updated list of vocational and etlapal programs available to inmates at
the NDOC. The Board has generally given credithenNevada Parole Risk Assessment
for the successful completion of any of these poty.

The Board may review these programs and determimehvehould appear on the list of
programs that successful completion of will be aledrcredit on the Nevada Parole Risk
Assessment.



VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS

. Number Credits : . : Effective
Program Name Facility # of Hours . Risk Target Facilitator Requirements
Assigned Date
N/A meets NDE . I
Advanced Computers All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 06/14/16
requirements
. . . N/A meets NDE ) o
Air Conditioning and Heating All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 06/14/16
requirements
N/A meets NDE
Auto Mechanics/ Auto Shop All / X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
. N/A meets NDE X L
Automotive Technology All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
) N/A meets NDE X L
Business All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
Certified Screen Printer NNCC 186 60 Unemployment/education NDOC Prison Industry Staff 8/8/2016
. N/A meets NDE ) e
College Certificate All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
. . N/A meets NDE ) P
Collision Repair All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
N/A meets NDE . I
Computers All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
) N/A meets NDE . L
Construction All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
) N/A meets NDE X L
Culinary All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
. N/A meets NDE h e
Entrepreneurship All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
N/A meets NDE . I
Green Technology All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/15/2016
requirements
o N/A meets NDE . -
Janitorial/OSHA All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 9/19/2016
requirements
New Paths FMWCC 1800 60 Vocational.Educational Volunteer staff only 3/9/2015
) ) N/A meets NDE X L
Plant Science and Horticulture All X 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
N/A meets NDE . —
Respect All . 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 8/18/2016
requirements
. . N/A meets NDE ) e
Small Engine Repair Technology NNCC . 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016
requirements
N/A meets NDE
Welding All / 60 Unemployment/education NDE Certification 6/14/2016

requirements




EDUCATIONAL PROGRAMS

Number Credit Effecti
Program Name Facility # of Hours um e.r redits Risk Target EBP Level Assigned ective
Assigned Date

NRS 209.446 (60
High School Diploma All N/A NRS 209.446; (9:)) Education Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015

NRS 209.446 (30
High School Equivalency All N/A NRS 209.446; (6:)) Education Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015
Associate's (AA or AS) Degree All N/A NRS 209.446 (30) Education Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015

8 NRS 209.4465 (120) P

NRS 209.446 (0
Bachelor's (BA or BS) Degree All N/A NRS 209.446; (Lo) Education Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015

NRS 209.446 (0
Master's (MA or MS) Degree All N/A NRS 209.446; (Lo) Education Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015

. Number Credits : ) Effective
Program Name Facility # of Hours . Risk Target EBP Level Assigned
Assigned Date
Braille | (Braille); Braille Il (Nemeth Code- for
mathematics); Braille 11l (Music Braille); Braille IV All N/A NRS 209.446 (30) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015
(Literacy Proofreading)
Financial Literacy All N/A NRS 209.446 (30) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015
) L. . Nevada Department of Education Certified and OSHA Certified

Forklift Operator Training All N/A NRS 209.446 (15) Vocational Class 10/1/2015
OSHA 10- Construction Safety and Health Outreach Al N/A NRS 209.446 (5) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified and OSHA Certified 10/1/2015
Course Class
Photovoltaic All N/A NRS 209.446 (15) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015
ServSafe All N/A NRS 209.446 (30) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015
ServeSafe Manager All N/A NRS 209.446 (30) Vocational Nevada Department of Education Certified Class 10/1/2015




Nevada Department of Corrections

Proposal for an Evidence-Based Correctional Program/Class
(Please submit a completed DOC 2060 AND DOC 2061 via e-mail to: ndocgrogramreviewcommimgoc.nv.gov )
Prior to completing this form, please see DOC 2061-Instructions :

1. Name of proposed correctional program/class (“intervention”):

a) Date proposal submitted:

2. Proposer’s Information:
a) Name:

b) Position:

¢) Phone:

d) Email:

3. Proposer’s Program Area

Case Work

[ ] Education

[ ] Mental Health

[ ] Re-Entry

[ ] Substance Abuse
[_] Transitional Center
[ ] Vocation

[_] Other (specify):

4. Which crime-producing risk
factor(s) does this intervention
address?

Check all that apply, but you only need one:
[] Antisocial behavior

[] Antisocial personality

[] Criminal associates

[] Criminal thinking

[] Dysfunctional family

[ ] Leisure and recreation

[[] Mental health issues

[] Substance abuse

[] Unemployment and education

[ None (If none, the intervention does not qualify as an evidence-
based practice for offenders)

5. a) Is the intervention listed on
Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration

(SAMHSA'’s) National Registry of

Evidence-Based Programs and
Practices?

(See: www.nrepp.samhsa.gov/)

[ ]Yes

[INo

Page | of 7

DOC 2061 (11/13)




5. b) Does the National Institute of

Corrections (NIC) recognize the

intervention as an evidence-based
ractice? (See: http://nicic.gov/)

[ ] Yes
[:[ No

[[] Unknown

|

6. What criminal-risk area(s)
does the intervention target?

Check only the area(s) that apply, as listed in the curriculum or

manual):

[] Anger/hostility/aggression

[ ] Antisocial peers

[L] Co-occurring substance abuse and mental health issues
[_] Criminal thinking/behavior

Domestic violence

[] Family issues

[ ] Gang involvement

[ ] Interpersonal conflict

[ ] Lack of constructive use of leisure time

[ ] Lack of education

[] Lack of emotion regulation

[] Lack of healthy life skills

[] Lack of marketable job skills

[] Lack of reliable re-entry plan

[ Lack of social skills

[] Lack of victim awareness/empathy

[_] Mental health issues (including abuse history, trauma)
[] Negative attitude about work or school

[] Parenting issues

[ ] Risk of relapse

[] Self-control, self-management, problem solving
[] Sexual deviancy

[ ] Substance abuse

[] Unhealthy communications

[] Other (specify):
7. Briefly, list the primary E
intervention goals, per the
curriculum or manual. 2.
If more than six, attach on a 3.
separate page.
4,
5.
6.

8. a) What performance
indicator(s) will be used to

Check only the indicator(s) that specifically relate to the
intervention goals (as identified in section 7 above):

Page 2 of 7
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kspetersen

determine whether the intervention
is having the desired effect?

8. b) As applicable, for each
performance indicator you check,
please identify an objective
instrument, such as a pre-and
post test, which will be used to
evaluate the inmates’ targeted
behavior.

8. ¢) Attach performance
indicator instrument(s).

il Percentage of inmates who demonstrate a positive attitude about
school and increased pro-social values, as evidenced by earning High
School Equivalency (HSE).

[0 Percentage of inmates who demonstrate positive attitudes about
school and pro-social values, as evidenced by earning High School
Diplomas

] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate positive attitudes about
work and pro-social values, as evidenced by earning Vocational |
Certificates

[_] Percentage of mentall y ill inmates whose mental health conditions
stabilize, as evidenced by compliance with prescribed psychiatric
medications

[] Percentage of mentally ill inmates who have better symptom |
management, as evidenced by a reduction in the number of psychiatric
appointments

[_] Percentage of inmates who increase their problem solving skil{ls and
ameliorate their high risk situations, as evidenced by role playing
increasingly difficult situations and completion of staff-approved |
relapse prevention plans

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate an increase in prosocial
attitudes; values; and motivation to change, as evidenced by negative
urinalysis tests

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate an increase in prosocial
attitudes and values, as evidenced by successful completion of the
program or class

[] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate a reduction in criminal
thinking, as evidenced by scores on standardized pre- post tests
(Attach copy of performance indicator instrument)

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate a decrease in anger,
hostility; and aggression, as evidenced by scores on standardized pre-
post tests (Attach copy of performance indicator instrument) |

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate increased motivation for
change, as evidenced by scores on standardized pre- post tests (Attach
copy of performance indicator instrument)

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate improved social
functioning, as evidenced by scores on standardized pre- post tests

Page 3 of 7
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(Attach copy of performance indicator instrument)

[] Percentage of inmates who increase prosocial peer associations and
prosocial values, as evidenced by participation in volunteer-sponsored
groups, organized peer-support meetings, and religious activities|(e. g,
(Veterans, Pups on Parole, Toast Masters, Alcoholics Anonymous and
God Behind Bars).

[] Percentage of inmates who improve parenting skills, as evidenced
by role plays and scores on a standardized pre- post test (Attach copy
of performance indicator instrument)

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate improved pro-social
attitudes and values, as evidenced by Parole Board approving re-

entry plans

[_] Percentage of inmates who demonstrate positive attitudes about
work and pro-social values, as evidenced by obtaining and maintdining
employment

[] Other (specify):

9. How will the facilitator’s
supervisor evaluate whether the
facilitator is maintaining fidelity to
the practice?

[ | Record/chart reviews
[] Inmate feedback on surveys/interviews
[_] Group/class/session observation

[[] Other (specify):

10. How will inmates be
prioritized for this intervention?

[] Risk and needs assessment

[] NOTIS Secondary Education Services Eligibility Report
[ ] Mental Health assessment

[ ] Release date eligibility

[ ] Sex offender assessment

] Other (specify):

11.a) Is this intervention a
treatment program?

[ ] Yes
[ INo

11.b) If this is a treatment
program, which discipline is
addressed?

[] Co-occurring (a substance related disorder(s) with a mental health
disorder(s))

[ ] Mental health

[_] Sex offender

[ ] Substance related disorder

[ ] Not Applicable

12. Do the facilitators need a
certain educational level in order
to deliver this intervention?

[ ] Yes (If yes, what level?):
[ INo
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13. Do the facilitators need to be
licensed or certified in a particular
field in order to deliver this
intervention?

[] Yes (If yes, list field and credential):
[[INo

14. Can a volunteer facilitate this
intervention? (A volunteer is
someone other than DOC staff)

[[]Yes
D No

15. a) Do the facilitators need to
be trained by the developer in
order to deliver this intervention?

|:| Yes
[[INo

15. b) If the facilitators need to be
trained by the developer, how will
the training be obtained?

Will be obtained by (list):
Not applicable

16. a) Does this intervention
include facilitator and
participant manuals?

[]Yes
[INo

16. b) Are the manuals available
free of charge in the public
domain?

[ ] Yes, with no restrictions
[] Yes, with restrictions (list):
[1No

[ ] Not applicable

16. ¢) If the manuals are not

[J Will be obtained by (list):

available free of charge in the [] Not applicable
public domain, how will funding

for the materials be obtained?

17. Which evidenced-based []Level 5 (EBP)
practice (EBP) level are you [ ] Level 4 (EBP)

requesting for this intervention?
(See this page below and on page
7

(Attach documentation that
supports the practice level you
are requesting)

[ ] Level 3 (EBP)

[] Level 2 (Not EBP - Promising practice)

[] Level 1 (Not EBP — Anecdotal with public recognition)

[] Level 0 (Not EBP — Anecdotal only)

Page 5 of 7
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Definitions for Evidence-Based Practice levels

Evidence-Based Practices: Program, practice, or intervention that is based on scientific research
and has been shown to improve outcomes for offenders.

Non-refereed professional publication: Trade Journals or magazines that use less rigorous
standards of screening prior to publication.

Peer-reviewed journal: Journal in which the articles it contains have been examined by people with
credentials in the article’s field of study before it was published.

Refereed, professional journal: A professional or literary journal in which articles or papers are
selected for publication by a panel of referees who are experts in the field.

Evidence-Based Practice Levels

LEVEL 5 — Evidence-Based Practice

Experimental
The intervention is based on a highly rigorous research desi gn with a control group and random assignment. It
has been studied in multiple places with multiple populations and has been generally shown to have high
credibility and generalizability. It has been determined the intervention generally has positive outcomes.
Replication of the intervention has been documented in several refereed, professional journals.

* Attach articles from at least two refereed professional journals.

LEVEL 4 — Evidence-Based Practice

Quasi-Experimental

The intervention is based on sound-theory and has some scientific rigor but no random assignment. The

research design used multiple groups or multiple measurement points. A trained biostatistician has

conducted a statistical review of many studies (meta-analysis) and determined the intervention generally

has positive outcomes. The meta-analysis has been published in several refereed, professional journals.
e Attach articles from at least two refereed, professional journals.

LEVEL 3 — Evidence-Based Practice

Some aspects of research, some scientific merit:
The intervention is based on sound-theory and multiple experts, usually individuals with doctorates and
extensive research experience in the corrections or social services field, have reviewed the research and
determined the designs met the standards of scientific rigor and the results were sufficiently positive.
The practice has been modified or adapted for a population or setting that is different from the one in
which it was formally developed and documented.
A key indicator would be the research was published in a peer-reviewed journal.

* Attach a copy of an article that was published in a peer-reviewed journal, or

¢ Cite relevant published research (author, article title, name of journal, etc.)
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****************************************************************

THE THREE LEVELS BELOW ARE NOT EVIDENCE-BASED PRACTICES:

LEVEL 2 — Not an Evidence-Based Practice
Promising practice, but no scientific merit:
The intervention is based on sound theory and has received some sort of recognition from a group of
experts in the corrections or social services fields. The recognition should be in the form of
acknowledgement in a non-refereed professional publication or trade journal.

e Attach a description of the intervention, including an identification of the theory

* Attach a copy of the article(s), or

¢ Cite relevant published research (author, article title, name of journal, etc.).

LEVEL 1 - Not an Evidence-Based Practice
Anecdotal with public recognition; becoming a promising practice; no scientific merit:
The intervention has not been sufficiently documented and replicated through scientifically sound
research procedures. However, the intervention is building evidence through documentation of
procedures and outcomes, and it fills a gap in the service system. It has also been recognized
publicly and has received awards, honors, or mentions.

* Attach a copy of the award, honor, article, or other method of recognition.

LEVEL 0 - Not an Evidence-Based Practice
Anecdotal only, no scientific merit:
¢ The intervention is based solely on clinical opinion.

Distribution: DOC 2060 as well as this DOC 2061 should be submitted via e-mail to: ndocprogramreviewcommittee@doc.nv.gov

Page 7 of 7 DOC 2061 (11/13)



June 19, 2017
Agenda Item III B
Agenda Item III D
Agenda Item IV






CENTRAL OFFICE STATE OF NEVADA LAS VEGAS OFFICE
BRIAN SANDOVAL

1677 0ld Hot Springs Rd., Ste. A Governor 4000 S. Eastern Ave, Ste. 130
Carson City, Nevada 89706 Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
http://parole.nv.gov http://parole.nv.gov

(775) 687-5049
Fax (775) 687-6736

(702) 486-4370
FAX (702) 486-4376

CONNIE S. BISBEE, Chairman
TONY CORDA, Member
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SUSAN JACKSON, Member

CONNIE S. BISBEE, Chairman
ED GRAY, JR., Member
MICHAEL KEELER, Member
LUCILLE MONTERDE, Member

DARLA FOLEY, Executive Secretary

NEVADA BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS

June 19, 2017

To: Members of the Board of Parole Commissioners
From: David M. Smith, Hearings ExaminerDMS
Subject: Update on the Status of the Implementaifdhe Parole Grant Order

Layout and Conditions and Consideration of a RetggeShange to the
Parole Agreement Template by the Division of Paawlé Probation
(P&P).

RE: Agenda Item VI — June 19, 2017 Meeting

On May 1, 2017, the parole grant order templateéberNevada Offender Tracking
Information System (NOTIS) were replaced with nemplates. The new templates are
designed to print all applicable parole conditionposed by the Board rather than listing
only the special conditions of parole on each arder

P&P’s new database is designed to electronicatlgive the parole conditions assigned
in NOTIS. Since P&P’s new database has not yat deployed, | worked with NDOC
to create an integrated word processing documerhéopre-release staff at P&P to
electronically pull the conditions from NOTIS sethcan be imported into the parole
agreement templates.

During a review of the new parole agreement terepRR&P asked for a change in the
“Agreement by Parolee” paragraph. The requestadgdis worded to specifically
include technological devices such as cell phoo@sputers and external hard drives,
etc., as being subject to search.

The current wording and the requested wording appeghe following page.



Update on the Changes to the Parole Grant OrdeplB¢erand Requested Change to the
Parole Agreement Template

June 19, 2017

Page 2

The current paragraph (with the sentence to begdthanderlined) reads:

AGREEMENT BY PAROLEE

| do hereby waive extradition to the State of Nev&dm any state in the United States,
and from any territory or country outside the coatital United States, and also agree
that | will not contest any effort to return methe United States or the State of Nevada. |
shall submit my person, property, place of resigemehicle, or areas under my control
to search at any time of the day or night, withw@thout a search warrant or with or
without cause, for evidence of a crime or violatadrparole by a Parole Officer or any
other Peace Officer. | have read or had read talmeconditions of my parole, and |

fully understand them and | agree to abide by amctly follow them. | fully understand
the penalties involved should I, in any mannerlatsmthe foregoing conditions.

Proposed Change (change to language underlined):

AGREEMENT BY PAROLEE

I do hereby waive extradition to the State of Nev&dm any state in the United States,
and from any territory or country outside the coatital United States, and also agree
that | will not contest any effort to return meth@ United States or the State of Nevada. |
shall submit my person; property; technologicalides, peripherals and their

contents; place of residence; vehicle; or areagumy control, to search at any time of
the day or night, with or without a search warrantvith or without cause, for evidence
of a crime or violation of parole by a Parole Oéfior any other Peace Officer. | have
read or had read to me, the conditions of my paeoid | fully understand them and |
agree to abide by and strictly follow them. | fullpderstand the penalties involved
should I, in any manner, violate the foregoing d¢tods.




State of Nevada NDOC No.

Board of Parole Commissioners File No.
CC No.
PAROLE AGREEMENT
Counts.
was sentenced in the State of Nevada to imprisonment in the Nevada Department of Corrections for the crime of . The Board of
Parole Commissioners, by virtue of the authority vested in it by the laws of the State of Nevada, hereby authorizes the Director of the Department
of Corrections to alow said on the day of , , Or as soon theredfter as a satisfactory program can be arranged and

approved by the Division of Parole and Probation, to go upon parole outside the prison buildings and enclosure, subject to the following
conditions:

[[Conditions of Parole as stated on the Order Granting Parol€]]

Credits: You shall receive no credit on this sentence during any period of time that you are absent from supervision and deemed to be an
absconder. The projected parole expiration date is based upon the assumption that you will earn the maximum number of credits available to be
earned while on parole. If you fail to work and/or program diligently, fail to keep current with any payments toward restitution and supervision
fees or fail to comply with the terms of parole, you may not receive the additional credits off your sentence that have been projected on this
document. The Nevada Department of Corrections (NDOC) is responsible for calculating and applying credits to the sentences of inmates and
parolees. The projected parole expiration date on this document is subject to change based on credit earnings and/or adjustments as determined by
the NDOC. Credits for good time earned on parole may be forfeited if you are found guilty of a violation. Pursuant to NRS 213.15185, all good
time credits previously earned to reduce your sentence are forfeited upon revocation of parole.

This parole is granted to and accepted by you, subject to the conditions stated herein, and with the knowledge that the Board of Parole
Commissioners has the power, at any time, in case of violation of the conditions of parole to cause your detention and/or return to prison.

Y our Projected Parole Expiration Date based on maximum credit earning is:
Y our maximum Parole Expiration Date based upon not earning any creditsis:

Dated:

Chief Parole Officer

AGREEMENT BY PAROLEE

| do hereby waive extradition to the State of Nevada from any state in the United States, and from any territory or country outside the continental
United States, and also agree that | will not contest any effort to return me to the United States or the State of Nevada. | shall submit my person,
property, place of residence, vehicle, or areas under my control to search at any time of the day or night, with or without a search warrant or with
or without cause, for evidence of a crime or violation of parole by a Parole Officer or any other Peace Officer. | have read or had read to me, the
conditions of my parole, and | fully understand them and | agree to abide by and strictly follow them. | fully understand the penalties involved
should I, in any manner, violate the foregoing conditions.

Parolee: Date: Witness: Date:

The form design, content and conditions specified herein are approved by the Board of Parole Commissioners in accordance with the Parole Order
which includes the parole conditions and authorizes rel ease to parole. Information specific to the individual named on this form including sentence
details, restitution owed, case number and projected expiration dates have been compiled by the Division of Parole and Probation, and do not
necessarily reflect the approval of the Board of Parole Commissioners. Inquiries related to suspected errors in projected expiration dates or
case/sentencing information should be addressed to the Department of Corrections or the Division of Parole and Probation.

Nevada Parole and Probation, 1445 Old Hot Springs Road, No. 105, Carson City, NV 89706 (775) 684-2600 Form Revised 11/30/2016
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To: Members of the Board of Parole Commissioners
From: Connie S. Bisbee, Chairman OB

Subject: Lifetime Supervision Order

RE: Agenda Item VII — June 19, 2017 Meeting

The Nevada Supreme Court issued an Opinion last year (McNeill v. State, 132 Nev.
375 P.3d 1022 (2016)) regarding conditions that may be set upon persons serving lifetime
supervision.

The McNeill Opinion stated that only those conditions listed in statute may be imposed
by the Parole Board. The applicability of each statutory condition is affected by a
number of factors including:

1. How and when the condition may be applied as set forth by the
Legislature when the law requiring the imposition of the condition was
enacted.

2. The U.S. District Court’s order in Case No. 2:08-cv-008722-JCM-PAL
clarifying the injunction as to Senate Bill 471 of the 2007 Legislative
Session which established certain conditions of Lifetime Supervision.

3. The offenses that the enhanced conditions for Tier III offenders apply to.

Each legislative bill includes an instruction as to when a change becomes effective, and
how it is to be applied. The statutory conditions of Lifetime Supervision contain
different instructions as to when and how conditions should be applied.




Lifetime Supervision Order
June 19, 2017
Page 2

The U.S. District Court also provided that certain conditions could only be imposed
prospectively while others could be imposed based on the legislative intent at the time of
the effective date of the bill.

Lastly, the Lifetime Supervision conditions imposed upon a Tier III offender convicted of
a sexual offense against a child under the age of 14 do not apply to all persons who are
serving lifetime supervision. And the applicability of the Tier III conditions is affected
by the sentence the offender received by the Court.

We have been working to amend the previous Orders setting Lifetime Supervision
Conditions, but because of a number of reasons we have only been able to set them on a
fraction of the cases.

Additionally, after reviewing answers to some legal questions, we discovered that some
of the amended orders we have issued since the McNeill Opinion may have included Tier
III conditions on offenders convicted of offenses that may not be applicable.

This agenda item is a request for the issuance of a General Order Amending the
Conditions of Lifetime Supervision for the purpose of correcting any potential errors on
amended orders issued after McNeill, and to set the conditions on active Lifetime
Supervision cases we have not yet issued amended orders on.

This Order does not affect future offenders being released to Lifetime Supervision. The
Board could continue to set those conditions based on the criteria set within the General
Order.




STATE OF NEVADA
BOARD OF PAROLE COMMISSIONERS
CERTIFICATION OF ACTION

ORDER AMENDING CONDITIONS OF LIFETIME SUPERVISION

1. This General Order is being issued for the purpose of ensuring compliance with the provisions
of the Nevada Supreme Court Opinion McNeill v. State, 132 Nev. ___, 375 P.3d 1022 (2016).

2. This Order amends and supersedes all currently issued and active Orders of the Nevada Board
of Parole Commissioners (“Board”) issued on, before or after July 28, 2016, which set the conditions of
Lifetime Supervision upon a person under the supervision of the Nevada Department of Public Safety,
Division of Parole and Probation (“the Division”), or a designated authority in accordance with NRS
213.1243(2)(b).

3. This Order does not apply to nor does it set the conditions of Lifetime Supervision upon a
person who is currently incarcerated or has not yet had the conditions of Lifetime Supervision set upon
them by the Board. Persons subject to Lifetime Supervision who have not completed a term of
probation, parole or prison term will receive separate, individual orders setting the convictions of
Lifetime Supervision upon notice to the Board in accordance with section 213.290 of the Nevada
Administrative Code, or its successor.

4. This Order does not apply to a person who has been released from Lifetime Supervision in
accordance with NRS 176.0931.

CONDITIONS OF LIFETIME SUPERVISION

A. The following conditions #1 and #2 apply to an offender ordered to serve a special sentence
of Lifetime Supervision pursuant to NRS 176.0931.

Condition #1 - FEES'
You shall pay the Division of Parole and Probation a supervision fee of at least $30 per month,

unless the fee has been waived by the Chief of the Division of Parole and Probation due to
economic hardship.

! NRS 213.1243(2)(a) - Lifetime supervision is deemed a form a parole for the limited purposes of the applicability of (in
part) NRS 213.1076. NRS 213.1076(3) states the payment of a supervision fee is a condition of parole.



ORDER AMENDING CONDITIONS OF LIFETIME SUPERVISION
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Condition #2 - RESIDENCE?
You shall reside at a location only if:

a) The residence has been approved by the Parole and Probation officer assigned to you.

b) If the residence is a facility that houses more than three persons who have been released
from prison, the facility is a facility for transitional living for released offenders that is licensed
pursuant to chapter 449 of NRS.

c) You shall keep the Parole and Probation officer informed of your current address.

B. In addition to any other required condition(s) contained in sections A through E of this Order,
the following condition #3 applies to an offender convicted on or after October 1, 2009 who is
ordered to serve a special sentence of Lifetime Supervision pursuant to NRS 176.0931:

Condition #3 - NO CONTACT®

You shall not have contact or communicate with a victim of the sexual offense or a witness who
testified against you, or solicit another person to engage in such contact or communication on
your behalf unless approved by the Chief of the Division of Parole and Probation or his or her

designee and a written agreement is entered into and signed.

C. In addition to any other required condition(s) contained in sections A through E of this Order,
the following condition #4 applies to an offender convicted on or after February 8, 2013 who is
ordered to serve a special sentence of Lifetime Supervision pursuant to NRS 176.0931, during any
period in which the offender is classified as a Tier 3 offender.

Condition #4 - 500 Foot Restriction for Tier 3 Offender®
Unless approved by the Parole and Probation officer assigned to you and by your treating

psychiatrist, psychologist or counselor (if any), you may not knowingly be within 500 feet of any
place, or if the place is a structure, within 500 feet of the actual structure, that is designed
primarily for use by or for children, including, without limitation, a public or private school, a
school bus stop, a center or facility that provides day care services, a video arcade, an
amusement park, a playground, a park, an athletic field or a facility for youth sports, or a
motion picture theater.

D. In addition to any other required condition(s) contained in sections A through E of this Order,
the following condition #5 applies to an offender convicted on or after February 8, 2013 of an

> NRS 213.1243(3) - established by section 5 of Senate Bill 354 of the 2007 Legislative Session applies to any person placed
under a program of lifetime supervision before, on, or after October 1, 2007.

> NRS 213.1243(10) — established by section 2 of Assembly Bill 325 of the 2009 Legislative Session applies to any person who
is convicted on or after October 1, 2009.

*NRS 213.1243(4) — established by section 8 of Senate Bill 471 of the 2007 Legislative Session and was initially stayed by the
US District Court of Nevada in case no. 2:08-CV-00822-JCM-PAL and was subsequently Ordered by the US District Court of
Nevada to be applied only to convictions occurring on or after February 8, 2013.
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offense listed in subsection 6 of NRS 213.1255 against a child under the age of 14 years, who is
ordered to serve a special sentence of Lifetime Supervision pursuant to NRS 176.0931, during any
period in which the offender is classified as a Tier 3 offender.

Condition # 5 - RESIDENCE 1000 FT Tier 3 Offender®
You may reside at a location only if the residence is not located within 1,000 feet of any place,

or if the place is a structure, within 1,000 feet of the actual structure, that is designed primarily
for use by or for children, including, without limitation, a public or private school, a school bus

stop, a center or facility that provides day care services, a video arcade, an amusement park, a

playground, a park, an athletic field or a facility for youth sports, or a motion picture theater.

E. In addition to any other required condition(s) contained in sections A through E of this Order,
the following condition #6 applies to an offender convicted of an offense listed in subsection 6 of
NRS 213.1255 against a child under the age of 14 years, who is ordered to serve a special sentence of
Lifetime Supervision pursuant to NRS 176.0931, during any period in which the offender is classified
as a Tier 3 offender.

Condition #6 - ELECTRONIC MONITORING Tier 3 Offender®
You shall, as deemed appropriate by the Chief of the Division of Parole and Probation, be

placed under a system of active electronic monitoring that is capable of identifying your
location and producing, upon request, reports or records of your presence near or within a
crime scene or prohibited area or your departure from a specified geographic location and pay
any costs associated with your participation under the system of active monitoring, to the
extent of your ability to pay.

Pursuant to subsection 6 of NRS 213.1243, an offender placed under a system of active
electronic monitoring in accordance with the provisions of this condition shall:

a) Follow the instructions provided by the Division of Parole and Probation to maintain the
electronic monitoring device in working order.

b) Report any incidental damage or defacement of the electronic monitoring device to the
Division of Parole and Probation within 2 hours after the occurrence of the damage or
defacement.

> NRS 213.1243(5)(a) — established by section 8 of Senate Bill 471 of the 2007 Legislative Session, was stayed by the US
District Court of Nevada in case no. 2:08-CV-00822-JCM-PAL and was Ordered by the US District Court of Nevada to be
applied only to convictions occurring on or after on February 8, 2013.

6 Subparagraphs 5b, 5¢, and 6 of NRS 213.1243 — established by section 8 of Senate Bill 471 of the 2007 Legislative Session
and was initially stayed by the US District Court of Nevada in case no. 2:08-CV-00822-JCM-PAL. The US District Court of
Nevada lifted the stay February 8, 2013 and stated that subparagraphs 5b, 5c, and 6 of NRS 213.1243 were in full force and
effect as of the effective date of the Bill (October 1, 2007). Section 16 of Senate Bill 471 provides that section 8 applies to a
person who is placed under a program of lifetime supervision before, on, or after October 1, 2007.
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F.

c) Abide by any other conditions set forth by the Division of Parole and Probation with regard to
your participation under the system of active electronic monitoring.

Convictions for sexual offenses subject to conditions of Lifetime Supervision include (see

subsection 5 of NRS 176.0931):

G.

w

m

—Tom

Sexual Assault (NRS 200.366);

Battery with intent to commit sexual assault (subsection 4 of NRS 200.400);

Use of minor in producing pornography or as subject of sexual portrayal in performance (NRS
200.710);

Promotion of sexual performance of a minor (NRS 200.720);

Category A felony of Possession of visual presentation depicting sexual conduct of person under
16 years of age (subsection 2 of NRS 200.730);

Incest (NRS 201.180);

Lewdness with child under 16 years of age (NRS 201.230);

Sexual penetration on the dead body of a human being (NRS 201.450);

Sexual conduct between certain employees of school or volunteers at school and pupil (NRS
201.540);

Sexual conduct between certain employees of college or university and student (NRS 201.550);
Luring a child, person believed to be a child, or person with mental illness (paragraph (a) or (b)
of subsection 4 or paragraph (a) or (b) of subsection 5 of NRS 201.560);

An attempt to commit any offense listed in paragraphs A through K; and

. An act of murder in the first or second degree, kidnapping in the first or second degree, false

imprisonment, burglary or invasion of the home if the act is determined to be sexually
motivated at a hearing conducted pursuant to NRS 175.547.

Convictions for sexual offenses against a child under the age of 14 enumerated in subsection

6 of NRS 213.1255 that are subject to conditions #5 and #6 include:

A.

Sexual assault pursuant to paragraph (c) of subsection 3 of NRS 200.366 in which a sentence of
life with the possibility of parole with eligibility for parole beginning when a minimum of 35
years has been served;

Abuse or neglect of a child with substantial bodily or mental harm resulting from sexual abuse
or exploitation pursuant to subparagraph (1) of paragraph (a) of subsection 1 of NRS 200.508 in
which a sentence of life with the possibility of parole with eligibility for parole beginning when a
minimum of 15 years has been served;

Abuse or neglect of a child with substantial bodily or mental harm resulting from sexual abuse
or exploitation pursuant to subparagraph (1) of paragraph (a) of subsection 2 of NRS 200.508 in
which a sentence of life with the possibility of parole with eligibility for parole beginning when a
minimum of 10 years has been served;
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D. Use of minor in producing pornography or as subject of sexual portrayal in performance (NRS
200.710) or Promotion of sexual performance of a minor (NRS 200.720), which are punishable
pursuant to NRS 200.750;

E. Lewdness with a child under the age of 14 pursuant to NRS 201.230;

F. Luring or attempting to lure a child or a person with mental illness pursuant to NRS 201.560, if
punished as a felony; or

G. Any combination of the crimes listed in A through F.

5. The conditions of Lifetime Supervision do not apply to an offender convicted of an offense
listed in Section F of this Order unless the Court included in sentencing a special sentence of Lifetime
Supervision, in addition to any other penalties provided by law, in accordance with NRS 176.0931.

6. A person serving a sentence of Lifetime Supervision, who believes that a condition listed in
subsections 3, 4 and 5 of NRS 213.1243 should not be imposed upon them, may petition’ the Board in
writing detailing any extraordinary circumstances that may warrant its removal. No applicable
condition of Lifetime Supervision may be removed unless the Board finds that extraordinary
circumstances are present and the Board states those extraordinary circumstances in writing.

7. If this Order is furnished to a person by the Division in lieu of a separate document listing the
applicable conditions based on an offender’s conviction type and date, the Division will obtain written
acknowledgement from the offender of receipt of this Order, or other written proof that this Order
was served upon the offender.

Dated this 19" day of June, 2017.

SIGNED:

Connie S. Bisbee, Chairman Michael Keeler, Commissioner
Tony Corda, Commissioner Ed Gray, Commissioner

Susan Jackson, Commissioner Lucille Monterde, Commissioner

Adam Endel, Commissioner

7 See subsection 9 of NRS 213.1243.
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