
 

 

                                        
CCJBH September Council Meeting  

Thursday, September 19, 9:00 AM – 3:00 PM 
California Department of Veterans Affairs (CalVet) 

1227 O Street 
Medal of Honor Conference Room 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
 

Call in information 
Conference line: 1-888-363-4734 

Participant Code:  3232557 
 

               Meeting Minutes   
 

I. 9:00 AM Welcome & Introductions, Roll Call 
Council Members Present: Stephanie Clendenin (DHS), Jessica Cruz (NAMI CA), Matthew 
Garcia, Mack Jenkins, Hon. Stephen Manley, Tony Hobson, Danitza Pantoja, 
 
Council Members Absent: Sec. Ralph Diaz (CDCR), Brenda Grealish (DHCS), Tracey 
Whitney  
 
Staff Present: Und. Sec. Diana Toche, Stephanie Welch, Executive Officer, Monica Campus, 
Catherine Hickinbotham, Sheron Wright, Mark Grabau, 
 
Congratulations to the following for their recent promotions and achievements; Secretary 
Ralph Diaz, Director Clendenin, Chief Brenda Grealish.   
 

II. 9:05 AM Approval of March Meeting Minutes  
 

Minutes for approval 3.21.19   
Stephanie Welch, Executive Officer, Council on Criminal Justice and Behavioral Health 
 
Motion to approve the minutes made by Mack Jenkins and Seconded by Danitza Pantoja.  
Ayes-5 
Nays-0 
Abstentions—2  
Minutes were approved  
 

*****PUBLIC COMMENT******** 
No public Comment  

   
III. 9:15 AM Update on Various Initiatives and Policies  

Maggie Merritt, Executive Director, Steinberg Institute  

 
The Steinberg Institute is leading the charge on legislation that is in line with CCJBH’s mission 
such as SB 10 (Beall) --Peer Support Certification, AB 803 (Gibson) -Peer Support for 
Correctional Officers.  Over the last year and a half they have met with law enforcement and 
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heard the concerns about mental health for the populations they serve and personal mental 
health.   
 
There was acknowledgement that there will likely be a proposed revision to proposition 63 to 
address the current needs of the community. The Steinberg Institute will begin to start meeting 
with stakeholders in 2020.  CCJBH will be invited to take part in a stakeholder meeting.  One 
purpose of re-examining proposition 63 is to address the most highly vulnerable populations; 
homelessness, criminal justice involved and crossover youth. Lessons learned from prop. 63 
demonstrate  that funding drove programs, therefore a possible revision would focus on 
funding to achieve targeted outcomes. Diversion and reentry programs are another area of 
focus.  The Steinberg Institute would like to meet with CCJBH to get an idea of assessed need 
for diversion and reentry interventions.    
 
Q.  It is difficult to use Innovation funds.  Will there be a restructure to Innovation 
requirements? 
A.  The Steinberg Institute is discussing ways for Counties to use the monies with less 
restricting requirements. 
 
 
C. The Steinberg Institute agrees there needs to be more funding to work with people who are 
justice-involved.  The process needs a review and revamp.   
 
C.  CCJBH would like to share what we learn from AB 1810 implementation with the Steinberg 
Institute.   
 
Q.  What is the objective of wanting to divert more formerly incarcerated individuals with 
behavioral health needs into the community if there is a lack of supportive housing and 
resources in the community?   Do we have data to document how many new resources we 
would need? 
A.  A continuum of care for individuals that is centered on what works for them is what works 
best. This will be left to the care providers to provide the services that work best. 
 
Data is a challenge. The Steinberg Institute encourage an audit of the current implementation 
of the Laterman-Petris-Short (LPS) Act because there was not enough research on how it is 
working.  This process will provide a nonpartisan analysis on recommendations they can work 
on.    
 
CCJBH will develop a workgroup to develop an estimated need for mental health diversion 
and reentry for the Steinberg Institute.   
 

IV. 9:30 AM How Do We Improve Housing Outcomes for Individuals With Behavioral  
  Challenges Who Are Justice Involved?   
Stephanie Welch, Executive Officer, Council on Criminal Justice and Behavioral Health 
 
Executive Officer Welch gave an overview and update from the Housing workshop co-hosted 
with the Department of Housing and Community Development.  The workshop addressed 
housing for individuals with criminal justice backgrounds that are homeless or at risk of 
homelessness and how to address their needs.    The purpose of the event was to bring 
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together critical system partners in policy and program implementation, to identify strategies 
for increasing housing outcomes, and funding resources for justice-involved individuals 
experiencing behavioral health challenges. 
 
The outcome of the event will be to develop recommendations to improve housing outcomes 
that CCJBH can incorporate into the annual legislative report and/or produce a stand-alone 
policy brief.   
 
The theme of the meeting that emerged was preventing those that are most at risk of 
homelessness and taking care of the individuals that are at greatest need for care coordination 
and WRAP-around services.   
 
The Councilmembers will review the draft recommendations and provide comment prior to the 
November 6th meeting.  
 

V. 9:45 AM Overview of the California Department of Housing and  
                      Community Development Programs and Resources  
NiKi Dhillon, Staff Services Manager III, Housing and Community Development 
 
This presentation highlighted key housing programs and resources available to help improve 
housing outcomes for individuals with behavioral health challenges that have justice 
involvement.  The State has an interest in adequate supply of affordable housing.  Housing 
and Community Development (HCD) has new resources for housing options; $200 million per 
year from the Building Homes and Jobs Act (Senate Bill 2, 2017) for local governments and 
farmworker housing, $2.7 billion from Proposition 1 for a variety of programs, and $2 billion 
from Proposition 2 for No Place Like Home. HCD is now administering 20 separate programs, 
ranging from non-competitive to competitive programs. Funding will be awarded to programs 
and technical assistance to achieve goals.  Please see presentation for specific details and 
criterion for programs.   
 

*****PUBLIC COMMENT******** 
 
Californians for Safety and Justice gave an introduction of their mission and objectives and 
extended an invitation to work together.   
 

VI. 10:30 AM What is Happening to the Adult Residential Care Facilities (ARFs)  
Panelists:   
Jane Adcock, Executive Officer, California Behavioral Health Planning Council 
Adriana Ruelas, Legislative Affairs Director, Steinberg Institute  
 
This presentation addressed the declining number of Adult Residential Care Facilities (ARF) 
and why they are important for the formerly incarcerated population with behavioral health 
needs.  Adult Residential Care Facilities (ARFs) are non–medical facilities that provide room, 
meals, housekeeping, supervision, storage and distribution of medication, and personal care 
assistance with basic activities like hygiene, dressing, eating, bathing and transferring. This 
level of care and supervision is for people who are unable to live by themselves but who do 
not need 24 hour nursing care.   
 
The decline in ARFs are due to financial viability (no financial viable model and costs to 
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maintain are greater than financial gains), regulatory/policy (new restrictions/barriers) and 
community resistance (land use). In order for an ARF to be financially sustainable it needs to 
operate with greater than six beds.  To operate a facility with more than six beds requires a 
land use permit which usually causes resistance from the community.   
 
The California Behavioral Health Planning Council is seeking solutions.  They are addressing 
the issues impacting the decline in ARFs by contacting recently closed facilities or facilities 
that are on the brink of closure to find out what happen and what could have happened to 
avoid closure. They are seeking subject matter experts to develop a toolkit to help facility 
operators with known information and resources. Also, they are working with stakeholders to 
identify potential financial models such as a tiered rate system similar to the developmental 
disability model.   
 
The justice involved population has high risks and needs but little to no access to the same 
resources.  As the justice involved population gets older the harder it will be to address their 
needs. The California Behavioral Health Planning Council welcomes CCJBH in joining their 
efforts to address the issues.   
 
The Steinberg Institute sponsored legislation, AB 1766 (2-year bill) that will require improving 
access and minimizing closures through data collection related to:   

• Acceptance rate of residents paying with Supplemental Security Income rate 
• Number of patients being served 
• Average length of stay 
• Facility type and by county 
• Bed capacity of each facility 
• Creating a pathway for resources while protecting privacy 

 
The Steinberg Institute tried to get language in the budget bill that would increase the State 
Supplemental Payment (SSP) for individuals who receive Social Security Income (SSI)  and 
are in need for ARF support.  Individuals such as the justice involved population are unable to 
compete with privately paid or regional center clients.  They also attempted (but were not 
successful) in receiving State General Funds  for grants that could be awarded to ARFs to 
offset costs for individuals in need of long-term care.  
 
There is a need for interventions to address ARF closures, which are displacing clients. More 
facilities are needed and they should be compatible and non-competitive with regional center 
and private clients.  Data is needed to thoughtfully resolve and develop solutions to the crisis 
of closures and loss of beds across the state.     
 
 

I. 11:15 AM  Improving Effectiveness of SSI/SSDI Advocacy Programs for Justice    
  Involved Population  
 
David Panush, President, California Health Policy Strategies, LLC 

Chris Kaiser-Nyman, CalHPS Research  
John Engstrom, Sr Management Analyst, Alameda County Behavioral Health, Quality Improvement  

Janet Biblin, Alameda County Behavioral Health Services, Quality Improvement 
 
This presentation addressed improving the effectiveness of SSI/SSDI advocacy programs for 
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jail incarcerated populations.  Supplemental Security Income (SSI) and Social Security 
Disability Insurance (SSDI) are two programs run by the federal Social Security Administration 
(SSA) to provide income to individuals who are unable to work due to a physical or mental 
health disability.  The benefits are for a lifetime.  
 
Why jails?  Jails have a high population of individuals that qualify for these benefits. CDCR 
has a program and process similar that also collects data. These benefits can help with 
stabilizing individuals, decrease homelessness, future incarceration and mental health crises.  
New application processes for benefits must begin 210 days before release and reinstatement 
of benefits can happen the same day.  If an individual is incarcerated greater than 12 months, 
a new application process must be completed.   
 
In Alameda County, they have seen how the benefits have improved the health outcomes of 
the justice involved population.  The stable income is transformative.  The Alameda County 
Coordinated Reentry Program has the following program elements; SSI advocacy supported 
by attorneys, FQHC Clinics with Integrated Physical and Mental Health care, Behavioral 
Health treatment and Case Management, and a General Assistance Housing Subsidy.  This 
could be a cost-effective solution for Counties.  Tipping Point Foundation in San Francisco has 
funded a pilot program using the same model. Los Angeles County has a similar program 
model that they use. The panel suggests the Council consider asking Counties and Sheriffs 
what is being done to connect SMI to services and SSI, how much is the ongoing money from 
the state budget is being dedicated to the jail population, what is the data stating that suggests 
better outcome for assisting individuals that are likely to be homeless; and is it better to 
engage individuals while they are in jail or wait until they are released.         
 
 

*****PUBLIC COMMENT******** 
12:00 PM – 1:00 PM   LUNCH (on your own) 

 
VI.             1:00 PM        Business Meeting / Executive Officer’s Report (90 Mins)  

Stephanie Welch, Executive Officer, Council on Criminal Justice and Behavioral Health  
1. Project Updates: 

a. Pre-Trial Mental Health Diversion/AB 1810 Implementation 
b. Lived Experience Project  

i. Alex Cole-Weiss, California State University Sacramento  
c. Policy/Evaluation Framework  
d. Legislation  
e. Juvenile Justice  

2. Annual Legislative Report  
3. Late Breaking Policy Issues  
4. 2020 CCJBH Council Meeting Dates  

a. Alternating CCJBH Council Meeting Sites  
                        
Highlights from project update report.  
Actions items:  
            Develop an RFP for AB1810 project.  Would like to have partners provide    
recommendations to strengthen AB 1810 (CBHDA, CPOC, Judges, Public Defenders, Family 
Groups, Peers, People with Lived Experience, State Agencies, etc.).  Proposed date for RFP 
is January 2020. 
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             CCJBH Councilmembers meet with key stakeholders relating to the AB 1810 project.   
             The Lived Experience Project will share outcomes from the community engagement 
efforts and have Councilmembers review and vote to adopt an RFP framework supporting 
criterion at the next council meeting.  Proposed timeframe to develop RFPs is Nov-Jan 
               CCJBH Councilmembers will attend regional stakeholder meetings in support of 
Lived Experience Project. 
                Data-Informed State Level Evaluation Framework is under development.  Timeline 
for contract to be awarded for the framework is June 2020 and deliverables completed by 
December 2022. 
                Annual report will consist of recommendations and highlight what CCJBH will work 
on in the upcoming year. A draft of recommendations for Councilmembers to review will be 
made available by next Council meeting. Councilmembers will review, discuss and vote for the 
Chair to adopt the final draft.  The Annual report must be submitted by December 31, 2019 to 
the Legislature.   
  

II. 2:30 PM   Announcements  

November 6, 2019—CCJBH Council Meeting 1:00pm -4:30pm  
November 7, 2019—Words to Deeds Conference   

 
III. 2:45 PM   Public Comment on Matters Not on the Agenda 

 
IV.  Adjourn  

 
THE ORDER OF BUSINESS MAY BE CHANGED WITHOUT NOTICE 

Notice is hereby given that all times indicated and the orders of business are approximate and subject to change.  
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Public comment is taken prior to a vote on any agenda item as well as at the end of the meeting. If you so choose, prior to making 
comments, please state your name for the record and identify any group or organization you represent. Depending on the number of 
individuals wishing to address the Council, the Chair and/or Vice Chair may establish specific time limits on presentations. 
 

**NOTICE** 
 
The Council on Criminal Justice and Behavioral Health (CCJBH), and any committees thereof, comply with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act by ensuring meeting facilities are accessible to persons with disabilities, and providing that this notice and information given to the 
Members of the Council is available to the public in appropriate alternative formats when requested. If you need further assistance, 
including disability-related modifications or accommodations, you may contact Sheron Wright, at sheron.wright@cdcr.ca.gov no later 
than one day prior to the meeting.  
 
Questions and/or requests for additional information prior to the CCJBH meeting may be referred to Sheron Wright at (916) 319-9847 or 
sheron.wright@cdcr.ca.gov. To view this agenda online, visit our web site at: https://sites.cdcr.ca.gov/ccjbh/ 
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