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NOTICE OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS
California Code of Regulations 

Title 15, Crime Prevention and Corrections 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Secretary of the California Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation (CDCR or Department), proposes to amend Sections 3000, 3269, 3269.1, and 
3375.2, and to adopt Sections 3269.2, 3269.3 and 3269.4 of the California Code of Regulations 
(CCR), Title 15, Division 3, Chapter 1,  regarding Inmate Housing and Program (SNY/NDPF) 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
The public comment period begins December 3, 2021 and closes on January 21, 2022.  Any 
person may submit written comments by mail addressed to the primary contact person listed 
below, or by email to rpmb@cdcr.ca.gov, before the close of the comment period. For questions 
regarding the subject matter of the regulations, call the program contact person listed below. 

No public hearing is scheduled for these proposed regulations; however, pursuant to 
Government Code Section 11346.8, any interested person or their duly authorized 
representative may request a public hearing, no later than 15 days prior to the close of the written 
comment period. 

CONTACT PERSONS 

Primary Contact 
Renee Rodriguez 
Telephone: (916) 445-2220 
Regulation and Policy 
Management Branch 
P.O. Box 942883 
Sacramento, CA  94283-0001 

Back-Up 
Y. Sun
Telephone: (916) 445-2269
Regulation and Policy
Management Branch
P.O. Box 942883
Sacramento, CA  94283-0001

Program Contact 
Steve Jimenez 
Telephone: (916) 324-7956 
Division of Adult Institutions 
P.O. Box 942883 
Sacramento, CA  94283-0001 

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE 
Government Code Section 12838.5 provides that commencing July 1, 2005, CDCR succeeds to, 
and is vested with, all the powers, functions, duties, responsibilities, obligations, liabilities, and 
jurisdiction of abolished predecessor entities, such as: Department of Corrections, Department of 
the Youth Authority, and Board of Corrections.   

Penal Code (PC) Section 5000 provides that commencing July 1, 2005, any reference to 
Department of Corrections in this or any code, refers to the CDCR, Division of Adult Operations. 
PC Section 5050 provides that commencing July 1, 2005, any reference to the Director of 
Corrections in this or any other code, refers to the Secretary of the CDCR.  As of that date, the 
office of the Director of Corrections is abolished. 

PC Section 5054 provides that commencing July 1, 2005, the supervision, management, and 
control of the State prisons, and the responsibility for the care, custody, treatment, training, 
discipline, and employment of persons confined therein are vested in the Secretary of the CDCR. 
PC Section 5055 provides that commencing July 1, 2005, all powers and duties previously granted 
to and imposed upon the Department of Corrections shall be exercised by the Secretary of the 
CDCR. PC Section 5058 authorizes the Director to prescribe and amend rules and regulations for 
the administration of prisons and for the administration of the parole of persons. PC Section 5058.3 
authorizes the Director to certify in a written statement filed with Office of Administrative Law that 
operational needs of the Department require adoption, amendment, or repeal of regulation on an 
emergency basis. 

INFORMATIVE DIGEST / POLICY STATEMENT OVERVIEW 
The California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) proposes to amend Sections 
3000, 3269, 3269.1, and 3375.2, and to adopt Sections 3269.2, 3269.3 and 3269.4 of the California 
Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 15, by which custodial staff process and review inmate placement 
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and designation for Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) and Non-Designated Programming Facility 
(NDPF) housing.   
 
The department’s Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) designation policy was implemented in 1999 and 
originally intended to house inmates designated with ‘sensitive-needs’ separate from the general 
population based on documented and verified information that presented a need for safety or 
security of the inmate. The current departmental SNY designation policy does not require custody 
staff to evaluate or verify if an inmate requesting SNY designation has safety concerns. Rather, a 
classification committee approves an inmate’s SNY designation upon their request, as current 
departmental policy directs staff to take a liberal approach when approving SNY designation. The 
current designation processes have contributed to the growth of the inmate SNY population. In 
addition to the increase of the inmate SNY population, the department witnessed a substantial 
increase in violent incidents within the inmate SNY population, including the inception of SNY gangs 
and gang activity. 
 
The department has developed proposed regulations to establish inmate SNY designation and the 
establishment of a more inclusive housing model, called the Non-Designated Programming Facility, 
supporting rehabilitation objectives and societal expectations, while mitigating labels that create 
division. The proposed regulations specify criteria to deny an inmate’s request for SNY designation 
or remove an inmate’s SNY designation. The proposed regulations provide that the department 
may deny or remove an inmate from SNY designation when the inmate’s uncorroborated personal 
report, the nature of their commitment offense, incarcerated behavior, or a record of their prior 
designation and housing, or their current designation and housing, is the primary basis for inmate’s 
SNY designation and placement. 
 
The establishment of Non-Designated Programming Facility (NDPF) is predicated on equal access 
for all inmates, regardless of SNY or Non-SNY designations. The NDPF mission is to provide a 
departmental environment for inmates to participate in enhanced programming and job 
opportunities, free from the influence of gang pressure and criminal activity. NDPF is defined as an 
integrated housing facility or institution established for inmates demonstrating a willingness to 
participate in rehabilitative programs and conform to departmental policies. 
 
The proposed regulations establish criteria to provide the department with the means to exclude or 
remove an inmate from NDPF. The proposed criteria for excluding or removing an inmate from 
NDPF placement is when an inmate either commits a violent act listed under CCR section 
3341.9(e)(1) – (3) or (9), or commits any serious offense on behalf of a gang. The objective of the 
proposed criteria is to ensure the safety of NDPF inmate population and protect the overall integrity 
of the NDPF mission. 
 
This action will: 
The purpose of this regulatory action is to establish inmate Sensitive Needs Yard designation and 
the establishment of a more inclusive housing model, called the Non-Designated Programming 
Facility, supporting rehabilitation objectives and societal expectations, while mitigating labels that 
create division.    

DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 

None 
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SPECIFIC BENEFITS ANTICIPATED BY THE PROPOSED REGULATIONS 

The proposed regulatory action will have an immediate benefit to inmates and staff alike, by 
establishing uniform criteria for the process by which the department manages the Sensitive Needs 
Yard (SNY) and Non-Designated Programming Facility (NDPF) inmate population. 
 
The proposed SNY regulations provide the department with uniform criteria to manage the increase 
in violence and gang behavior on SNY facilities. This will be accomplished by approving SNY 
designation by identifying only those inmates with documented and verified systemic safety 
concerns. Conversely, this criteria will benefit those SNY designated inmates by denying or 
removing inmates who genuinely do not have systemic safety concerns. 
 
The proposed NDPF regulations provide inmates with the opportunity of lower-security level 
institutions and provide enhanced personal freedom of movement, improved access to 
rehabilitative programs, and successful reintegration upon their return to society. By proposing 
regulations for NDPF to exclude those inmates who commit violent acts and serious offenses on 
behalf of gangs, the department increases safety for NDPF inmate population and protecting the 
overall integrity of the NDPF mission.  
 

EVALUATION OF INCONSISTENCY / INCOMPATIBILITY WITH EXISTING LAWS AND 
REGULATIONS 

Pursuant to Government Code 11346.5(a)(3)(D), the department has determined the proposed 
regulations are not inconsistent or incompatible with existing regulations. After conducting a review 
for any regulations that would relate to or affect this area, the Department has concluded that these 
are the only regulations that concern Sensitive Needs Yard and Non-Designated Program 
Facilities. 

LOCAL MANDATES 

This action imposes no mandates on local agencies or school districts, or a mandate which requires 
reimbursement of costs or savings pursuant to Government Code Sections 17500 - 17630. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

 Cost or savings to any state agency:  None  
 Cost to any local agency or school district that is required to be reimbursed: None 
 Other nondiscretionary cost or savings imposed on local agencies: None 
 Cost or savings in federal funding to the state: None 

EFFECT ON HOUSING COSTS 

The department has made an initial determination that the proposed action will have no significant 
effect on housing costs. 

COST IMPACTS ON REPRESENTATIVE PRIVATE PERSONS OR BUSINESSES 

The department is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or business 
would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action. 

SIGNIFICANT STATEWIDE ADVERSE ECONOMIC IMPACT ON BUSINESS 

The department has made an initial determination that the proposed regulations will not have a 
significant statewide adverse economic impact directly affecting business, including the ability of 
California businesses to compete with businesses in other states, because the proposed 
regulations place no obligations or requirements on any business. 
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EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESSES 

The department has determined that the proposed regulations will not affect small businesses. This 
action has no significant adverse economic impact on small business because they place no 
obligations or requirements on any business.  
 
RESULTS OF THE ECONOMIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
The department has determined that the proposed regulations will have no effect on the creation 
of new, or the elimination of existing, jobs or businesses within California, or effect the expansion 
of businesses currently doing business in California. The department has determined that the 
proposed regulation will have no effect on worker safety or the state’s environment. These 
regulations will benefit public safety because the establishment of SNY and NDPF provides a 
formal process to appropriately house affected inmates, and provide incentives for those inmates 
to focus more on rehabilitation efforts, which will ultimately better prepare them for society upon 
release.  

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES 

The department must determine that no reasonable alternative considered by the Department or 
that has otherwise been identified and brought to the attention of the Department would be more 
effective in carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed, would be as effective and 
less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposed regulatory action, or would be more 
cost-effective to affected private persons and equally effective in implementing the statutory policy 
or other provisions of law. Interested persons are invited to present statements or arguments with 
respect to any alternatives to the changes proposed during the written comment period or at a 
scheduled hearing should one be scheduled. 

AVAILABILITY OF PROPOSED TEXT AND INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 

The department has prepared and will make available the text and the Initial Statement of Reasons 
(ISOR) of the proposed regulations. The rulemaking file for this regulatory action, which contains 
those items and all information on which the proposal is based (i.e., rulemaking file) is available to 
the public upon request directed to the department's contact person.  The proposed text, ISOR, 
and Notice of Proposed Regulations will also be made available on the department’s website: 
www.cdcr.ca.gov. 

AVAILABILITY OF THE FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 

Following its preparation, a copy of the Final Statement of Reasons may be obtained from the 
department’s contact person. 

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGES TO PROPOSED TEXT 

After considering all timely and relevant comments received, the department may adopt the 
proposed regulations substantially as described in this Notice.  If the Department makes 
modifications which are sufficiently related to the originally proposed text, it will make the modified 
text, with the changes clearly indicated, available to the public for at least 15 days before the 
department adopts, amends or repeals the regulations as revised.  Requests for copies of any 
modified regulation text should be directed to the contact person indicated in this Notice.  The 
Department will accept written comments on the modified regulations for at least 15 days after the 
date on which they are made available. 
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TEXT OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS
In the following, underline indicates additional text and strikethrough indicates 
deleted text. Additionally, an asterisk (*) indicates omitted and unchanged text. 
 
California Code of Regulations, Title 15, Division 3, Adult Institutions, Programs, 
and Parole 
 
Chapter 1. Rules and Regulations of Adult Operations and Programs 
Article 1. Behavior 
 
Section 3000 is amended to alphabetically merge the definitions below with existing 
definitions in this section. 

3000. Definitions.
* 
Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report is a documented confidential and 
comprehensive evaluation, conducted by correctional staff to gather facts and evidence to 
assess an inmate’s possible safety concerns before a committee action. Confidential 
documents are defined in section 3321. 
* 
Localized Safety Concerns are safety concerns restricted to a specific or limited 
departmental facility or institution, thereby allowing for alternate housing placement.  
* 
Non-Designated Programming Facility is an integrated housing facility or institution 
established for inmates demonstrating a willingness to participate in rehabilitative 
programs and conform to departmental policies.  
* 
Safety Concerns are any documented and verified factor(s) or situation(s) that will cause 
a substantial risk of serious harm to any inmate, staff, or other individual.  
* 
Sensitive Needs Yard is a designation for inmates with documented and verified systemic 
safety concerns with a portion of the inmate general population.  
* 
Systemic Safety Concerns are inmate safety concerns, not restricted to a specific or 
limited departmental facility or institution, thereby impacting statewide housing with a 
portion of the inmate general population. 
* 
Note: Authority cited: Sections 243(f)(4), 2717.3, 3000.03, 5058, 5058.3 and 1170.05, 
Penal Code; Section 10115.3(b), Public Contract Code; and Sections 4525(a), 4526 and 
14837, Government Code. Reference: Sections 186.22, 243, 314, 530, 532, 600, 646.9, 
653, 832.5, 1170.05, 1203.8, 1389, 2080, 2081.5, 2600, 2601, 2700, 2717.1, 2717.6, 
2932.5, 3003.5(a), 3020, 3450, 3550, 4570, 4576, 5007.7, 5009, 5050, 5054, 5068, 7000 
et seq., 11180 and 11191, Penal Code; Sections 1132.4, 1132.8 and 1203(b)(1), Labor 
Code; Sections 10106, 10108, 10108.5, 10115, 10115.1, 10115.2, 10115.3 and 10127, 
Public Contract Code; Section 999, Military and Veterans Code; Section 391, Code of Civil 
Procedure; Section 297.5, Family Code; Sections 8550, 8567, 12838 and 12838.7, 
Government Code; Governor's Prison Overcrowding State of Emergency Proclamation 
dated October 4, 2006; In re Bittaker, 55 Cal.App. 4th 1004, 64 Cal. Rptr. 2d 679; Section 
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11007, Health and Safety Code; Madrid v. Cate (USDC ND Cal. C90-3094 TEH); Sassman 
v. Brown (E.D. Cal. 2015) 99 F.Supp.3d 1223; Mitchell v. Cate, USDC ED 2:08-CV-01196-
TLN-EFB; In re Garcia (2012) 202 Cal.App.4th 892; and Quine v. Beard, No. C 14-02726 
JST. 
 
Subchapter 4.  
Article 1.6.  
3269. Inmate Housing Assignments 
 
Section 3269 is amended to read: 
(a) Inmates shall accept Inmate Housing Assignments (IHAs) as directed by staff. It is the 
expectation that all inmates double cell, All inmates shall be assigned to double-cell 
housing, except as provided in section 3269(e), whether being housed in a Reception 
Center, General Population, Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY), Non-Designated Programming 
Facility (NDPF), an Administrative Segregation Unit (ASU), a Security Housing Unit (SHU), 
or specialty housing unit. If staff determines an inmate is suitable for double-cell celling 
housing, based on the criteria as set forth in this section, the inmate shall accept the 
housing assignment or be subject to disciplinary action for refusing. IHAs shall be made 
on the basis of based on available documentation and individual case factors. Although 
inmates may request a housing assignment, Inmates they are not entitled to single-cell 
housing, a housing location of choice, or to a cellmate of their choice. 
 
(a)(b) Upon arrival at an institution, facility, or program reception center Reception Center,
a designated custody supervisor screening authority shall screen an inmate for an 
appropriate housing assignment in a private setting. The screening authority involved in 
the review and approval of reviewing and approving an inmate's housing assignment must 
shall evaluate all factors to be considered when completing the Initial Housing Review 
(IHR), including but not limited to: 
• (1) Inmate name, CDCR number, and Personal Identification number. 
• (2) Personal factors such as race, date of birth, age, weight, height, birth place, and 
whether the inmate is a foreign national. 
• (3) Receiving Iinstitution. 
• (4) County of commitment. 
• (5) Out to court return and escape history. 
• (6) Length of sentence. 
• (7) Enemies, safety, and victimization history concerns. 
• (8) Criminal influence demonstrated over other inmates. 
• (9) Previous housing status. 
• (10) Reason(s) for prior segregation. 
• (11) History of “S” suffix determination pursuant to CCR Ssubsection 3377.1(c). 
• (12) History of in-cell assaults and/or violence. 
• (13) Security Threat Group affiliation. 
• (14) Involvement in any race-based incident(s). 
• (15) Nature of commitment offense. 
• (16) Documented reports from prior cellmate(s) that the inmate intimidated, threatened, 
forced, and/or harassed him or her them for sex. 
• (17) Documentation that the any cellmate(s) refused to return to a cell occupied by the 
inmate because of fear, threats, or abuse perpetrated by the inmate. 
• (18) Documentation that the inmate has been the victim of a physical or sexual assault 



 
 
REG TEXT-NCR 21-13 SNY/NDPF 12/3/2021 3 
 

or was previously single celled.  
• (19) Adjudicated Department Rules Violations Reports (RVR) where the inmate was 
found guilty as a perpetrator in an act of physical abuse, or sexual abuse, sodomy, or other 
act of force against a cellmate. 
 
(b)(c) Utilizing the department’s electronic database, the Strategic Offender Management 
System (SOMS), The the screening authority shall complete the Initial Housing Review 
stating IHR, and indicate whether if the inmate is suitable for dorm/ or cell housing, with or 
without special restrictions. Restrictions are any case factors; including court ordered 
housing placement factors, which may limit the inmate's housing placement options. such 
as, but not limited to: Staff shall ensure that the housing policies for special category 
inmates covered under court ordered housing remain in place during their housing 
assignment. The IHR includes the following SOMS input fields: 
• (1) Security issues including ASU, Restricted Custody General Population (RCGP), and 
SHU placement. 
• (2) Request for Protective Custody. 
• (3) Request for SNY Designation.  
• (4) Medical, developmental, or cognitive impairment, or mental health issues concerns. 
• (5) Personal factors such as age, weight, and height. 
• (6) Integrated Housing Code. 
Staff shall ensure that the housing policies regarding special category inmates covered 
under specific litigation remain in place during the housing assignment. 
 
(c)(d) Upon placement in an ASU or SHU, inmates shall be screened for an appropriate 
cell assignment using the same criteria as inmates being screened for housing in the 
general population.  
(1) The reason for ASU or SHU placement shall also be taken into consideration. 
(2) Based on available information and the inmate interview, the screening authority shall 
determine if the inmate is suitable for single or double-celled housing, and shall complete 
a CDC Form 114-A1 (rev. 10/98), Inmate Segregation Profile. Unless approved for single 
cell assignment, an inmate in ASU or SHU is expected to share a cell with another inmate. 
 
(d)(e) Single-cell status shall be considered for those inmates who demonstrate a history 
of in-cell abuse, significant in-cell violence towards a cellmate partner, verification of 
predatory behavior towards a cellmate partner, or who have been victimized in-cell by 
another inmate. Staff shall consider the inmate's pattern of behavior, not just an isolated 
incident. An act of mutual combat in itself does not warrant single-cell status. The following 
factors Factors that must be considered when evaluating single-cell status include:, noting 
these factors are not exclusive of other considerations: 
(1) Predatory behavior is characterized by aggressive, repeated attempts to physically or 
sexually abuse another inmate. 
(2) Documented and verified instances of being a victim of in-cell physical or sexual abuse 
by another inmate. 
 
(e)(f) Should If the screening authority determines that single-cell designation is 
appropriate, the inmate's case factors shall be reviewed by a classification committee for 



 
 
REG TEXT-NCR 21-13 SNY/NDPF 12/3/2021 4 
 

determination of appropriate housing and designation for an “S” suffix. A classification 
committee may consider whether an inmate with single-cell designation has since proven 
subsequently proves capable of being double-celled. 
 
(f)(g) In cases where single-cell status is recommended by clinical staff due to mental 
health, developmental, or cognitive impairment, or medical concerns, a classification 
committee shall make the final determination of an inmate's cell assignment. The 
classification committee shall consider the clinical recommendations made by the 
evaluating clinician with assistance from the clinician who participates in the committee 
and review the inmate's case factors when determining the housing assignment. Single-
cell status based upon on a clinical recommendation is usually a temporary short-term 
measure and shall must be periodically reviewed periodically, minimally including at an 
inmate's annual review, and or more frequently at the inmate's/ or clinician's request. 
 
(g)(h) Transgender inmates and inmates having symptoms of gender dysphoria as 
identified and documented in SOMS by medical or mental health personnel within a CDCR 
institution shall be referred to a classification committee for a determination of appropriate 
housing at a designated institution, pursuant to Article 10 of Subchapter 4. 
 
(h)(i) If an inmate refuses to be housed as determined to be appropriate to this section a 
housing assignment, the inmate shall be subject to the disciplinary process. Refusal to 
participate accept a housing assignment shall will result in the issuance of a Rules 
Violation Report (RVR) for Conduct, subsection 3005(c), Refusing to Accept Assigned 
Housing, for the Specific Act of Willfully Resisting, Delaying, or Obstructing any Peace 
Officer in the performance of Duty (CCR subsection 3323(f)(6)). Subsequent acts of the 
above listed offense will refusals shall result in the issuance of additional disciplinary 
reports action. 
 
Note: Authority cited: Section 5058, Penal Code. Reference: Section 5054, Penal Code; 
and Quine v. Beard, No. C 14-02726 JST. 
 
3269.1. Integrated Housing 
 
Section 3269.1 is renumbered and amended to read: 
(a) An inmate's race will shall not be used as a primary determining factor in housing an 
institution's inmate population. Inmate housing assignments shall be made on the basis of 
available documentation and individual case factors for appropriate housing placement to 
implement an Integrated Housing Policy (IHP). Individual case factors include, but are not 
limited to, such factors as: 
(1) History of racial violence. 
(2) Commitment offense/ or time to serve. 
(3) Classification score. 
(4) Custody level. 
(5) Education. 
(6) Disciplinary history. 
(b)The IHP is set forth in these regulations. Housing assignments will shall be determined 
in a manner that will ensures that the safety, security, treatment, and rehabilitative needs 
of the inmate are considered, as well as the safety and security of the public, inmates, 
staff, and institutions. Upon adoption of these regulations in 2007, the department will 
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begin to update a computer tracking system to include the assignment of an Integrated 
Housing Code (IHC) as set forth in subsection (b) that will be used to identify each inmate's 
ability to integrate. On January 1, 2008, actual implementation of the IHP will commence 
at designated facilities. On January 1, 2009, the IHP will begin to be implemented at all 
remaining institutions. 
 
(a)(c) The department's housing protocol will require male inmates to be housed in an 
appropriate bed, based on each inmate's Integrated Housing Code (IHC) and/or individual 
case factors. The department will utilizes a computer tracking system to identify, track, and 
monitor an inmate's eligibility to integrate when being housed. 
 
(b) Based on a review of an inmate's individual case factors and a personal interview with 
an inmate, an IHC will be assigned. The appropriateness of an inmate's IHC will be 
assessed at least at an inmate's Annual Review, or as case factors may change, and 
adjusted as necessary. An IHC that may be assigned are detailed as follows:  
(d) The IHC shall be assigned based on a review of the inmate’s individual case factors 
and a personal interview with the inmate. The inmate's IHC shall be re-assessed at an 
inmate's Annual Review, and may be adjusted as necessary if case factors change in the 
interim. The IHCs that may be assigned are: 
 
(1) RE, Racially Eligible. An inmate that who has not been a victim or perpetrator of a 
racially motivated crime and can live with members of any race. It is the expectation of the 
department department’s expectation that all inmates will shall be coded RE, unless 
certain case factors dictate otherwise. 
(2) RP, Restricted Partially. An inmate that who may be considered ineligible to live with 
inmates of a particular race. Ineligibility to live with someone of another race could be 
based on a racially motivated incident, where racial beliefs or attitudes were the cause of 
the incident. 
(3) RO, Restricted to Own (Race). An inmate that who has been the victim and/or 
perpetrator of a racially motivated crime. Inmates who are coded RO Restricted to Own 
will shall not be precluded from integration in other aspects of institutional operation, such 
as a school or work assignment. Inmates coded as RO are not precluded from racially 
integrated housing for the entire duration of their sentence. 
(4) RT, Restricted Temporarily by Custody. Inmates with insufficient information or 
documentation for the designated custody supervisor to make an objective determination 
shall be coded RT for Restricted Temporarily Restricted by Custody. This code may be 
used when conflicting information arrives with the inmate or when questionable statements 
or behavior by the inmate are observed that are not consistent with the inmate's claim of 
eligibility. 
(5) RR, Restricted by Refusal. Inmate is otherwise eligible for integrated housing but 
refuses to participate. Refusal to accept an integrated housing assignment, when all 
available documentation and information does not preclude such, shall result in 
disciplinary action. 
 
(c)(e) Inmates arriving in a facility Receiving and Release shall will be interviewed in 
accordance with the established process for intake. The designated custody supervisor 
shall will use the information provided during the interview as well as the supporting 
documents received to determine the inmate's eligibility for an integrated housing 
assignment. 
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(d)(f) New arrivals at a facility or inmates who require a bed assignment change will shall 
be housed in the first available and appropriate bed, taking into consideration all relevant 
case factors. Staff will shall also consider other available information that would indicate 
or present an immediate risk or safety concern for the inmate such as, but not limited to: 
(1) Security issues including Administrative Segregation Unit (ASU) placement. 
(2) Security Housing Unit (SHU) placement. 
(3) Request for Protective Custody. 
(4) Request for Sensitive Needs Yard Designation. 
(4) (5) Security Threat Group affiliation. 
(5) (6) Medical, developmental, or cognitive impairment, or mental health issues concerns. 
(6) (7) Length of term. 
(7) (8) Height, weight, and age.  
Staff will shall continue to ensure that current housing policies regarding special category 
inmates covered under specific litigation remain in place during the housing process. 
 
(e)(g) If an inmate refuses to be housed in appropriately determined housing, he a housing 
assignment, the inmate shall be subject to the disciplinary process action. Refusal to 
participate will  shall result in the issuance of a Rules Violation Report (RVR) for Conduct, 
subsection 3005(c), Refusing to Accept Assigned Housing, for the Specific Act of Willfully 
Resisting, Delaying, or Obstructing any Peace Officer in the Performance of Duty (CCR 
Ssubsection 3323(f)(6)). At any time during this IHP process the inmate may elect to 
participate in the IHP. 
 
(f)(h) Disciplinary restrictions will be applied as a result of a disciplinary process where 
inmates are afforded due process. The suspension of privileges based on a finding of guilt 
in a disciplinary hearing shall be assessed as set for the forth in CCR subsections 
3315(f)(5)(M)1 and (M)2. 
 
(g)(i) In the event that facility management determines that a temporary suspension of 
assignments within a unit to integrated beds is warranted, the Warden or designee shall 
request approval from their mission-based Associate Director for a temporary suspension 
of integrated housing assignments consistent with the a lockdown or modified program. 
Regular housing assignment procedures shall be resumed in accordance with the 
Integrated Housing policy upon resolution of the incident. 
 
Note: Authority cited: Section 5058, Penal Code. Reference: Section 5054, Penal 
Code; Johnson v. California (2005) 543 U.S. 499 [125 S. Ct. 1141], remand of Johnson v. 
California, (9th Cir. 2007) [Dock. No. CV 95-1192 CBM(BQR)]. 
 
New Subsections 3269.2 adopted to read: 
 
3269.2 Sensitive Needs Yard Designation 
(a) Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) Designation. An SNY houses designated inmates whose 
safety would be endangered by a portion of the inmate general population. SNY 
designated inmates shall have documented and verified systemic safety concerns 
indicating no other viable housing options are available within the inmate general 
population.  
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(b) An inmate may be designated as SNY in accordance with all the following criteria:  
 
(1) The inmate expresses safety concerns and requests SNY designation. 
(2) The inmate has specific, documented and verified systemic safety concerns, as defined 
in section 3000. 
(3) The inmate does not pose a threat to the safety or security of other inmates similarly 
housed in the SNY. 
(4) If inmate is documented as a validated Security Threat Group I (STG-I), as defined in 
section 3000, and the inmate has completed the debriefing process pursuant to section 
3378.5. 
 
(c) The department shall not rely solely on an inmate’s uncorroborated personal report, 
the nature of their commitment offense, incarcerated behavior, a record of their prior 
designation and housing, or their current designation and housing, when making a 
determination for SNY designation or retaining SNY designation.  
 
Note: Authority Cited: Sections 5058 and 5058.3, Penal Code. Reference: sections 5054 
and 5068, Penal Code. 
 
New section 3269.3 is adopted to read: 
 
3269.3 Sensitive Needs Yard Designation Process
(a)The following processes shall be used for evaluation, documentation, approval or 
disapproval of, and removal from a Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) designation. 
(b) Reception Center.  
(1) Inmate expresses safety concerns and requests SNY designation.  
(A) The assigned Correctional Counselor I shall complete an evaluation of the inmate’s 
alleged safety concerns utilizing all available inmate information, including, but not limited 
to: 
1. Court documents (e.g., Abstract of Judgment, probation report, arrest report, Minute 
Order, and sentencing transcripts). 
2. If applicable, prior incarceration documentation (e.g., Incident Report, Rules Violation 
Report, non-confidential and confidential documentation, classification reports, and prior 
housing reviews).  
3. County jail documentation (e.g., misconduct reports, non-confidential and confidential 
informational documentation, and housing reviews). 
4. Any applicable parole or probation documentation (e.g., Security Threat Group (STG) 
affiliation report, non-confidential and confidential documents, and violation reports). 
5. Any safety related information provided by the requesting inmate. 
(B) The assigned Correctional Counselor I shall document their findings of the inmate’s 
alleged safety concerns and make a recommendation pursuant to subsections 
3269.2(b) – (c) on a Confidential Chrono pursuant to section 3321. If the recommendation 
is to approve SNY designation and placement pursuant to subsection 3269.2(a), the 
Correctional Counselor I shall make the appropriate Administrative Determinant and 
Institution Recommendation on the Institutional Staff Recommendation Summary.   
(C) The Correctional Counselor II Supervisor shall either concur or not concur with the 
Correctional Counselor I recommendation pursuant to subsections 3269.2(b) – (c) on the 
Institutional Staff Recommendation Summary, or return the Institutional Staff 
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Recommendation Summary to the Correctional Counselor I for correction.    
(D) The Classification Staff Representative (CSR) shall either approve the Institutional 
Staff Recommendation Summary for SNY administrative determinant designation and 
placement recommendation or return the case for correction pursuant to subsection 
3269.2(b) – (c). 
(E) During Reception Center processing, if an inmate is returning to prison with a prior 
SNY designation, the inmate shall be re-evaluated to determine if the inmate meets SNY 
designation criteria in subsections 3269.2(b) – (c). 
 
(c) General Population Housing. 
(1) Inmate expresses safety concerns and requests SNY designation.  
(A) The assigned correctional staff shall complete an evaluation of the inmate’s alleged 
safety concerns utilizing all available inmate information, including, but not limited to: 
1. Court documents (e.g., Abstract of Judgment, probation reports, arrest report, Minute 
Order, and sentencing transcripts). 
2. If applicable, prior incarceration documentation (e.g., Incident Report, Rules Violation 
Report, non-confidential and confidential documentation, classification reports, and prior 
housing reviews). 
3. County jail documentation (e.g., misconduct reports, non-confidential and confidential 
informational documentation, and housing reviews). 
4. Any applicable parole or probation documentation (e.g., STG affiliation report, non-
confidential and confidential documents, and violation reports). 
5. Any safety related information provided by the requesting inmate.  
(B) The assigned correctional staff shall document the findings from their evaluation on a 
Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report, pursuant to sections 3000 and 3321. 
(C) The Institution Classification Committee (ICC) shall review the correctional staff’s 
Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report and make a recommendation of the inmate’s 
safety concerns pursuant to subsections 3269.2(b) – (c). 
(D) The CSR shall either approve or disapprove the Institution Classification Committee 
recommendation for SNY administrative determinant designation and placement 
recommendation pursuant to subsections 3269.2(b) – (c).  
 
(d) Sensitive Needs Yard 
(1) An inmate’s SNY designation may be removed. A Confidential Inmate Safety Closure 
Report, pursuant to sections 3000 and 3321 shall be required before the ICC makes their 
recommendation. The ICC may remove an inmate’s SNY designation in accordance with 
either of the following:  
(A) The inmate requests removal of SNY designation. 
(B) The ICC determines the inmate’s current SNY designation is based on subsection 
3269.2(c).  
(2) The CSR shall either approve or disapprove the ICC recommendation to remove the 
inmates SNY administrative determinant designation pursuant to subsections 
3269.2(b) – (c). 
 
Note: Authority Cited: Sections 5058 and 5058.3, Penal Code. Reference: 

3269.4 Non-Designated Programming Facility 
(a) Non-Designated Programming Facility (NDPF). NDPF’s house inmates who 
demonstrate positive behavior and a willingness to participate in rehabilitative programs 
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and conform to departmental policies, free from Security Threat Group (STG) influence 
and behavior.    
(b) An inmate shall be excluded or removed from NDPF placement in accordance with 
either of the following criteria:  

(1) The inmate was found guilty and assessed a Security Housing Unit (SHU) term 
pursuant to subsection 3341.9(e) (1) – (3) or (9), or any SHU related offense pursuant to 
subsection 3341.9(e) with an STG nexus. 

(A) An inmate shall be evaluated or re-evaluated for NDPF placement by a classification 
committee twelve months after the Minimum Eligible Release Date (MERD), or the date 
the Institution Classification Committee (ICC) elected to suspend the remainder of the 
MERD.  

(2) The inmate was found guilty of a serious Rules Violation Report (RVR) related to 
documented or referenced STG behavior. 

(A) An inmate shall be re-evaluated for NDPF placement by a classification committee 
after twelve months from the date of the RVR.  

(c) A classification committee may temporarily exclude or remove an inmate from NDPF 
for twelve months from the date the projected SHU term expires or the date ICC elected 
to release the inmate from segregated housing, when the inmate has elected to postpone 
the disciplinary hearing of an RVR that qualifies as exclusionary criteria as delineated in 
subsection 3269.4(b)(1).  

(d) An ICC may review and approve an inmate to NDPF or return to NDPF at any time 
during the twelve-month period described within these regulations, when an ICC 
determines the inmate does not pose an unreasonable threat to the safety and security of 
the NDPF.   

(1) Only the Warden or their designee shall have the discretion to grant the ICC review.  

(2) The Warden or their designee’s familiarity with the case may result in the decision to 
review the case or it may be based on the recommendation of institutional staff. 

 
Note: Authority Cited: Sections 5058 and 5058.3, Penal Code. Reference: Sections 5054 
and 5068, Penal Code. 
 
Article 10 Classification 
3375.2 Administrative Determinants 
 
Section 3375.2(a)(1) through 3375.2(a)(6) remain unchanged. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(7) is deleted. 
 
(7) An inmate identified as a serial killer shall be excluded from Level I or Level II placement 
even if his or her their convictions for murders are prosecuted separately. 
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Subsection 3375.2(a)(8) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(7) and amended to read: 
(8) (7) An inmate serving a life term with the possibility of parole shall not be housed in a 
non-secure facility as defined in section 3000, nor assigned to a program outside a security 
perimeter unless the exceptional criteria specified within this subsection have been met. 
Exceptions may only occur when the Board of Parole Hearings (BPH) grants parole, the 
release date is within 3 three years, and the Governor's Office has completed its review 
and either formally approved parole or taken no action. When all three conditions are met 
and the inmate is otherwise eligible for a custody reduction, the inmate shall be evaluated 
by an ICC for the custody reduction. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(9) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(8). 
(9)(8) An inmate serving a life term with the possibility of parole shall be housed in a facility 
with a security level of II or higher unless the exceptional criteria specified within 
subsections 3375.2(a)(8)(7) or 3375.2(a)(10)(9) through 3375.2(a)(10)(9)(I) have been 
met. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(10) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(9). 
(10)(9) An inmate serving a life term with the possibility of parole may be housed in a 
secure Level I facility as defined in section 3000 when all of the following criteria are met: 
(A) The inmate has a preliminary score of 18 or less. 
(B) The inmate’s most recent parole consideration hearing resulted in no more than a 
three-year denial by the BPH. 
(C) The inmate’s most recent Comprehensive Risk Assessment, completed by a licensed 
psychologist employed by the BPH, identifies the inmate’s potential risk for future violence 
as low or moderate, or the inmate has been granted parole by the BPH. 
(D) The inmate does not have a VIO administrative determinant currently imposed, 
pursuant to subsection 3375.2(b)(29). 
(E) The inmate is not identified as a Public Interest Case as defined in section 3000. 
(F) The inmate does not have an “R” Suffix imposed. 
(G) The inmate does not have a history of escape or attempted escape with force from 
any correctional setting or armed escort, escape or attempted escape from a correctional 
setting with a secure perimeter as defined in section 3000, and plotting or planning to 
escape from a correctional setting with a secure perimeter as defined in section 3000 or 
from an armed escort. 
(H) The inmate does not require Maximum or Close Custody. 
(I) The inmate does not have a mandatory minimum score factor currently imposed which 
would preclude secure Level I placement. Where determined eligible for placement, the 
mandatory minimum score factor for “other life term” shall be removed or not imposed. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(11) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(10). 
(11) (10) An inmate serving a life term whose placement score is not consistent with a 
Level I security level shall not be housed in a Level I facility except when approved by the 
Departmental Review Board. 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(12) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(11). 
(12) (11) An inmate whose death sentence is commuted or modified shall be transferred 
to a reception center for processing after which an ICC action and subsequent 
endorsement by a CSR shall determine the inmate's initial facility placement. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(13) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(12). 
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(13) (12) An inmate with a case factor described in subsections 3377.2(b)(2)(A), 
3377.2(b)(2)(B), or 3377.2(b)(2)(C), shall be ineligible for minimum custody. An inmate 
with a history of one or more walkaways from non-secure settings, not to include Drug 
Treatment Furlough, Community Correctional Reentry Centers, and Community Reentry 
Programs, shall not be placed in minimum custody settings for at least ten years following 
the latest walkaway. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(14) is renumbered to 3375.2(a)(13). 
(14) (13) A validated STG-I associate or member may be granted Minimum A or Minimum 
B Custody on a case-by-case basis. Designation of Minimum A or Minimum B Custody for 
a validated STG-I associate or member requires a review of the totality of the inmate's 
case factors by an ICC and a determination that their housing with such a level of custody 
would not pose a threat to the safety and security of the institution, inmates, staff, and 
public. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(b) is amended to read: 
(b) The following three-letter codes are used to indicate those administrative or irregular 
placement conditions known as administrative determinants, which may be imposed by 
Ddepartmental officials to override the placement of an inmate at a facility according to 
his/her their placement score. 
* 
(3) BEH. Inmate's record of behavior indicates they are capable of successful placement 
at a facility with a security level lower than that which is consistent with his/her their 
placement score. This factor shall not be used for an inmate who is currently housed at a 
facility with a security level higher than that, which is consistent with his/her their placement 
score. 
* 
(5) DEA. Inmate was formerly or is currently is currently or was formerly sentenced to 
death. 
* 
(8) ENE. Inmate has one or more enemies under the Ddepartment's custody or 
department’s jurisdiction which who have been documented on a CDCR Form 812 (Rev. 
8/0111/13), Notice of Critical Case Information-Safety of Persons (Non-Confidential 
Enemies), or on a CDC Form 812-C (Rev. 8/01), Notice of Critical Information -Confidential 
Enemies, pursuant to section 3378. This should shall also be used when it is probable that 
the inmate may be victimized due to case factors; (e.g., the nature of their offense is likely 
to create an enemy situation at certain facilities, current Protective Housing Unit case, and 
those who are natural victims because of their appearance). 
 
(9) ESC. Unusual circumstances suggest the inmate is a much greater escape risk than 
indicated by his/her their placement score; (e.g., the inmate verbalized an intent to 
escape). 
* 
(12) LIF. Inmate is serving a life sentence and requires placement in a facility with a 
security level higher than that indicated by his/her their placement score. 
* 
(20) SCH. Inmate is involved in an academic program, which is not available at a facility 
with a security level that is consistent with his/her their placement score. 
* 
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(24) SNY. Inmate has documented and verified systemic safety concerns. 
 
(24) (25) SOR. Inmate's bisexual or homosexual orientation may require special 
placement. 
 
(25) (26) ST1. Security Threat Group-I (STG-I). Documentation establishes that the 
inmate’s STG-I designation may require special attention or placement consideration, 
while the validation remains current. 
 
(26) (27) ST2. Security Threat Group-II (STG-II). Documentation establishes that the 
inmate’s STG-II designation may require special attention or placement consideration, 
while the validation remains current. 
 
(27) (28) TIM. Inmate’s time to serve is long, requiring placement at a facility with a security 
level higher than that, which is consistent with his/her their placement score. 
 
(28)  (29) VIO. Inmate has a current or prior conviction for a violent felony, or a sustained 
juvenile adjudication including, but not limited to, those listed under Penal Code (PC) 
section 667.5(c), a felony conviction or equivalent finding for Penal Code PC section 
192(b), a felony or misdemeanor conviction or equivalent finding for Penal Code PC 
section 422 or 646.9, or a guilty finding for Division A-1 or A-2 RVR offense that is the 
equivalent of a Penal Code PC section 667.5(c) offense which occurred on or after 
February 20, 2017, which, as determined by the CSR Classification Staff Representative 
(CSR), requires placement in a facility with a higher security level than that indicated by 
his/her their placement score. For the purpose of this subsection, an equivalent finding 
means any finding specified within subsections 3375.2(b)(28)(29)(A) through 
3375.2(b)(28)(29)(C). For the purpose of this subsection, a case-by-case review for VIO 
means a classification committee action in which the committee conducting the review 
examines the totality of the inmate's case factors including, but not limited to: the 
circumstances of the offense, extent of injury to the victim(s), rationale for committing the 
offense, criminal intent versus neglect, history of committing similar acts, and the safety of 
the public, staff, and other inmates. 
(A) For the purposes of this subdivision, a “sustained juvenile adjudication” means a guilty 
determination or ruling rendered in a juvenile judicial proceeding. 
(B) The following administrative determinations regarding allegations of violent acts, 
including but not limited to those offenses described in Penal Code PC Ssection 667.5(c), 
shall have the same force and effect as a current or prior conviction for a violent felony or 
a sustained juvenile adjudication: 
1. Board of Parole Hearings or Parole Hearings Division good cause finding or probable 
cause finding, or; 
2. California Youth Authority/, Division of Juvenile Justice/, Youth Offender Parole Board 
sustained allegation. 
(C) A probation or Post-Release Community Supervision violation finding in a court of law 
involving, but not limited to those offenses described in Penal Code PC Ssection 667.5(c), 
shall have the same force and effect as a current or prior conviction in a court of law for a 
violent felony. 
(D) A VIO administrative determinant shall be applied automatically for an inmate with a 
current or prior conviction or finding as described within subsection 3375.2(b)(28) including 
3375.2(b)(289)(A) – (C) for a Penal Code PC section 667.5(c) offense or an equivalent 
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conviction from another jurisdiction, unless expressly identified as requiring case-by-case 
review as directed within subsections 3375.2(b)(289)(F) – (I). 
(E) A case-by-case review for a VIO administrative determinant as directed within 
subsection 3375.2(b)(289)(F) – (I) is not required when an inmate already has or will have 
an administrative determinant imposed which will permanently preclude minimum custody. 
Note: MED and PSY administrative determinants are not permanent exclusionary case 
factors. 
(F) A classification committee shall conduct a case-by-case review to consider application 
of a VIO administrative determinant for felony convictions, to include enhancements, 
stayed enhancements, or one of the findings described within subsection 3375.2(b)(289) 
and 3375.2(b)(289)(A) – (C) for a Penal Code PC section 667.5(c) offense or an equivalent 
offense from another jurisdiction listed here: PC Section(s) 211, 211 with PC Ssection 
12022(b), PC Ssection 212, 212.5, 212.5 with PC Ssection 12022(b), 213, 214, 215, 
215(a) with PC Ssection 12022(b), 459 wherein it is charged and proved that another 
person, other than an accomplice, was present in the residence during the commission of 
the burglary, 460(a) wherein it is charged and proved that another person, other than an 
accomplice, was present in the residence during the commission of the burglary, 518 
with PC Ssection 186.22, 519 with PC Ssection 186.22, 520 with PC Ssection 186.22, 
12022.3(a), 12022.5, 12022.53, 12022.55, 12022.7, 12022.8, and 12022.9. 
(G) A classification committee shall conduct a case-by-case review to consider application 
of a VIO administrative determinant for a felony conviction, to include stayed counts, or 
one of the other findings described within subsection 3375.2(b)(289)(A) – (C) for PC 
192(b). 
(H) A classification committee shall conduct a case-by-case review to consider application 
of a VIO administrative determinant for the following felony or misdemeanor convictions, 
to included include stayed counts, or one of the other findings described within subsection 
3375.2(b)(289)(A) – (C) for PC 422 and PC 646.9. 
(I) A classification committee shall conduct a case-by-case review to consider application 
of a VIO administrative determinant for guilty findings of Division “A-1” and “A-2” offenses 
that are equivalent to PC Ssection 667.5(c) offenses or enhancements. 
(J) An inmate who has a VIO administrative determinant imposed currently or who is 
determined to require review for consideration of a VIO administrative determinant 
pursuant to subsection 3375.2(b)(289) shall be eligible for consideration of removal of an 
existing VIO during the annual classification review consistent with subsection 
3376(d)(2)(A), or to not have a VIO imposed initially where the following criteria is satisfied: 
1. Life term inmates must be are eligible for consideration of placement in a secure level I 
facility as required by subsection 3375.2(a)(10),or placement in a non-secure facility 
pursuant to the exceptions noted in subsection 3375.2(a)(8) and meet the additional 
criteria noted within subsections 3375.2(b)( 289)(J)3 through 8. 
2. An inmate serving a determinate term must be is within five years of their Earliest 
Possible Release Date (EPRD) at the time of the review for removal of the VIO 
administrative determinant or the review to determine whether the VIO administrative 
determinant is or is not required. 
3. A VIO administrative determinant must be is the only criteria preventing placement in a 
secure level I facility and/or the assignment of Minimum Custody at the time of the review 
by the classification committee. 
4. A minimum of seven years must have has elapsed since the last violent offense which 
would require automatic application of the VIO administrative determinant or a case-by-
case review pursuant to subsection 3375.2(b)( 289)(D) and (F) – (I). 
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5. The classification committee conducting the review shall consider each of the following 
criteria and thoroughly summarize and document the committee's reason for its decision 
to remove, impose, or not impose the VIO administrative determinant within the 
Classification Chrono consistent with subsection 3375(g). 
a. Circumstances of the violent offense(s) in question; 
b. Positive in-custody behavior; 
c. Negative in-custody behavior; and 
d. Inmate's threat to the safety of public, staff, and inmates based upon the totality of the 
inmate's case factors. 
6. Pursuant to subsection 3375.2(b)(289)(J), a classification committee shall review all 
cases meeting the criteria for removal of an existing VIO or an initial determination to not 
impose a VIO, where a VIO would have been applied on a case-by-case basis pursuant 
to subsection 3375.2(b)(289). 
7. When a classification committee recommends to remove a VIO, the classification 
committee shall refer the case to the CSR for review and approval of the removal of the 
VIO, pursuant to subsection 3375.2(b)(289). 
8. When a classification committee recommends VIO removal by the CSR, the 
classification committee shall also review the inmate's case for appropriate housing, based 
upon the totality of the inmate's case factors, in accordance with Article 10, Classification. 
 
(29) (30) VOC. Inmate is involved in a Career Technical Education program, also referred 
to as a vocational program, which is not available at a facility with a security level which is 
consistent with the inmate's placement score. 
 
(30) (31) WOR. Inmate has a work skill in a critical trade, which warrants special placement 
consideration. 
 
NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 5058 and 5058.3, Penal Code. Reference: Sections 3450, 
5054 and 5068, Penal Code; Sandin v. Connor (1995) 515 U.S. 472; Madrid v. Gomez 
(N.D. Cal. 1995) 889 F.Supp. 1146; Wright v. Enomoto (N.D. Cal. 1976) 462 F.Supp. 397; 
and Stoneham v. Rushen (1984) 156 Cal.App.3d 302. 
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INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS 
 
The California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) proposes to amend 
Sections 3000, 3269, 3269.1, and 3375.2, and to adopt Sections 3269.2, 3269.3, and 
3269.4 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 15, by which custodial staff 
process and review inmate placement and designation for Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) 
and Non-Designated Programming Facility (NDPF) housing.  
 
The Department’s Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) designation policy was implemented in 
1999 and originally intended to house inmates designated with ‘sensitive-needs’ separate 
from the general population based on documented and verified information that presented 
a need for safety or security of the inmate. The initial criteria for the SNY designation 
focused on inmates who had documentation noting them to be of high notoriety based on 
their criminal history, inmates who participated with the government as informants, and 
inmates who made the decision to drop out from gangs. Over time, the Department’s SNY 
designation policy has evolved to incorporate inmates who request SNY designation 
based merely on perceived threats by other inmates. The current departmental SNY 
designation policy does not require custody staff to evaluate or verify if an inmate 
requesting SNY designation has safety concerns. Rather, a classification committee 
approves an inmate’s SNY designation upon their request, as current departmental policy 
directs staff to take a liberal approach when approving SNY designation. Additionally, new 
inmate arrivals transfer into CDCR custody with predetermined ‘sensitive-needs’ labels 
from county jails without having gone through a process to evaluate or verify if an inmate 
requesting SNY designation has safety concerns.  
 
The Department’s current SNY designation processes have contributed to the growth of 
the inmate SNY population. In addition to the increase of the inmate SNY population, the 
Department has witnessed a substantial increase in violent incidents within the inmate 
SNY population, including the inception of SNY gangs and gang activity. Two separate 
reviews of the Department’s current inmate SNY designation policy concluded that as the 
SNY population increased, violence and gang-related activity also increased as a 
consequence of the Department’s current inmate SNY designation policy.  
 
In December of 2015, the Office of the Inspector General (OIG) published the “High 
Desert State Prison (HDSP) Special Review Report”. Noted within this report (specifically, 
pages 22 through 26) is statistical data and an evaluation in 2015 of HDSP’s SNY 
population. This review identified a significant increase in the inmate SNY population as 
well as an increase in violent incidents within the inmate SNY population. Based on the 
information discovered, the OIG report requested the Department evaluate their current 
inmate SNY designation policy with the intent to address the growing violence within the 
inmate SNY population. Furthermore, OIG recommended that the Department develop a 
set of formal SNY policies and procedures when approving and disapproving SNY 
designation and a policy to remove an inmate’s SNY designation. 
 
In June of 2018, the CDCR Division of Internal Oversight and Research determined the 
inmate SNY population increased to over 49,075 inmates, a growth of 33.4% from 2011 
to 2017, accounting for 40 % of the Department’s overall inmate population.  
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In April 2016, the Department held a summit to address various issues surrounding the 
growing inmate SNY population and the policies and practices pertaining to the approval 
of SNY designations. The Department invited multiple stakeholders including attorneys 
from law firms representing prison inmates, such as the Prison Law Office and Rosen 
Bien Galvan & Grunfeld, LLP. Also invited were representatives from OIG, the 
correctional officers’ union, legislative staff, a state senator, the California Department of 
Finance, the Anti-Recidivism Coalition, as well as numerous departmental executives.  
 
Individuals who were previously incarcerated were also invited to address stakeholders 
during this summit. These individuals shared their unique insights and perspectives, 
personal stories of participating in the prison gang life, the pressure of engaging in  
gang-related criminal behavior and their attempts at breaking away from the prison gang 
lifestyle by transitioning to SNY in hopes of making transformative changes in their lives. 
Additionally, they provided suggestions and recommendations to improve prison housing 
environments, ways to promote transitional change among the inmate population, and 
means to increase effectiveness in rehabilitation.  
 
This summit produced discussion regarding the increase in the inmate SNY population, 
evaluation of the Department’s existing SNY designation practices and policies, effective 
self-help and rehabilitative programs, limitations on the inmate SNY population to access 
departmental minimum support facilities and camps, and the increase of violence and 
gang behavior in SNY institutional settings. Based on the collaborative efforts from 
stakeholders at the summit, the Department developed proposed regulations to establish 
inmate SNY designation and the establishment of a more inclusive housing model, called 
the Non-Designated Programming Facility, supporting rehabilitation objectives and 
societal expectations, while mitigating labels that create division. 
 
Sensitive Needs Yard Designation  
 
The proposed regulations establish criteria for the Department to utilize when designating 
an inmate as SNY. The proposed criteria for approving SNY designation requires 
information to support that the inmate has systemic safety concerns. Systemic safety 
concerns are safety concerns not restricted to a specific or limited departmental facility or 
institution, thereby impacting statewide housing in the inmate general population. 
Alternatively stated, an inmate approved for SNY designation and transfer to SNY 
housing shall have documented and verified information, that the inmate cannot be 
housed at a non-sensitive needs institution based on the inmate’s current safety 
concerns. Conversely, an inmate may be denied SNY designation when information is 
obtained supporting the inmate has localized safety concerns as opposed to verified 
systemic safety concerns. Localized safety concerns are safety concerns restricted to a 
specific or limited departmental facility or institution, thereby allowing for alternate non-
sensitive needs institutional housing. Furthermore, the proposed regulations specify 
criteria to deny an inmate’s request for SNY designation or remove an inmate’s SNY 
designation. The proposed regulations provide that the Department may deny or remove 
an inmate from SNY designation when the inmate’s uncorroborated personal report, the 
nature of their commitment offense, incarceration behavior, or a record of their prior 
designation and housing, or their current designation and housing, is the primary basis 
for inmate’s SNY designation and placement. 
 



ISOR-NCR 21-13, SNY/NDPF 12/3/2021 3 

Non-Designated Programming Facility 
 
In 2016, the Department began establishing Non-Designated Programming Facility 
(NDPF) at lower-security level institutions for inmates demonstrating positive behavior. 
The NDPF model is predicated on equal access for all inmates, regardless of SNY or 
Non-SNY designations. The NDPF mission is to provide a departmental environment for 
inmates to participate in enhanced programming and job opportunities, free from the 
influence of gang pressure and criminal activity. With the implementation of NDPF, the 
Department provides housing at the lowest possible security level for inmates 
demonstrating positive behavior. Exposure to lower security levels provides the inmate 
with enhanced personal freedom of movement and improved access to rehabilitative 
programs with the goal of a successful reintegration upon the inmate returning to society. 
Inmates housed in NDPFs are expected to program with all inmates, regardless of the 
nature of their crimes, designation, informant status, or racial background. NDPF is 
defined as an integrated housing facility or institution established for inmates 
demonstrating a willingness to participate in rehabilitative programs and conform to 
departmental policies.  
 
The proposed regulations establish criteria to provide the Department with the means to 
exclude or remove an inmate from NDPF. The proposed criteria for excluding or removing 
an inmate from NDPF placement is when an inmate either commits a violent act listed 
under CCR section 3341.9(e)(1) – (3) or (9), or commits any serious offense on behalf of 
a gang. The objective of the proposed criteria is to ensure the safety of NDPF inmate 
population and protect the overall integrity of the NDPF mission.  
 
Non-Substantive Revisions 
 
Additionally, syntax and non-substantive changes occur throughout these proposed 
regulations that include, but are not limited to; numbering; format; punctuation; replacing 
“will” with “shall”, and the separation slashes “/” such as “and/or” and substituting “him or 
her” or “him/her” with “their” or “them” where appropriate. The Department intends to 
strategically implement this standard formatting with each subsequent rulemaking effort 
as they occur in an effort to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES: 
 
The Department must determine that no reasonable alternative considered, or that has 
otherwise been identified and brought to the attention of the Department, would be more 
effective in carrying out the purpose for which this action is proposed, would be as 
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the action proposed, or 
would be more cost-effective to affected private persons and equally effective in 
implementing the statutory policy or other provision of law. 
 
Currently, no reasonable alternatives have been identified that would alter the 
Department’s initial determination.  
 



ISOR-NCR 21-13, SNY/NDPF 12/3/2021 4 

ECONOMIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT: 
 
In accordance with Government Code Section 11346.3(b), the Department has made the 
following assessments regarding the proposed regulations:  
 
Significant Adverse Economic Impact on Business 
 
The Department has made the initial determination that the proposed regulatory action 
will not have a significant adverse economic impact on business. Additionally, there have 
been no facts, evidence, documents, testimony, or other evidence provided that would 
alter the Department’s initial determination. The proposed regulations do not have a direct 
impact on California businesses as the proposed regulations affect the internal 
management of prisons only.  
 
Creation of New or Elimination of Existing Jobs within the State of California 
 
The Department has determined that the proposed regulations will not have an impact on 
the creation of new, or elimination of existing, jobs within California as the proposed 
regulations only affect the internal management of prisons. 
 
Creation of New, Expansion, or the Elimination of Existing Businesses Currently 
Doing Business with the State of California 
 
The Department has determined that the proposed regulations will not have an impact on 
the creation of new, or the elimination of existing, businesses within California, or affect 
the expansion of businesses currently doing business in California as the proposed 
regulations only affect the internal management of prisons.  
 
BENEFITS OF THE REGULATIONS: 
 
The proposed regulatory action will have an immediate benefit to inmates and staff alike, 
by establishing uniform criteria for the process by which the Department manages the 
SNY and NDPF inmate population. 
 
The proposed SNY regulations provide the Department with uniform criteria to manage 
the increase in violence and gang behavior on SNY facilities. This will be accomplished 
by approving SNY designation by identifying only those inmates with documented and 
verified systemic safety concerns. Conversely, these criteria will benefit those SNY 
designated inmates by denying or removing inmates who genuinely do not have systemic 
safety concerns. 
 
The proposed NDPF regulations provide inmates with the opportunity of lower-security 
level institutions and provide enhanced personal freedom of movement, improved access 
to rehabilitative programs, and successful reintegration upon their return to society. By 
proposing regulations for NDPF to exclude those inmates who commit violent acts and 
serious offenses on behalf of gangs, the Department increases safety for NDPF inmate 
population and protects the overall integrity of the NDPF mission. 
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DOCUMENTS RELIED UPON: 
 
CDCR, in proposing amendments to these regulations, relied, in part, upon the  
following documents: 
 

 2015 Office of the Inspector General report titled, “2015 Special Review: High 
Desert State Prison Susanville, CA” (Pages 22-26) 
 

 2018 Division of Internal Oversight and Research; Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) 
Statistical Data 

 
 
SPECIFIC PURPOSE AND RATIONALE FOR EACH SECTION, PER GOVERNMENT 
CODE SECTION 11346.2(B)(1): 
 
Section 3000 is amended to adopt and alphabetically merge the following definitions 
associated with the proposed SNY and NDPF policies into existing definitions: 
 
Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report is defined to provide a description of the 
specific document that is created when evaluating an inmate's safety concerns. The 
definition is necessary for staff to be aware of and to utilize the correct report when 
determining possible safety concerns and identifying appropriate housing. 
 
Localized Safety Concern is defined to differentiate localized safety concerns from 
systemic safety concerns, which is also adopted in these regulations. Localized safety 
concerns occur when one individual has safety concerns at a specific location. An 
example of “localized” would be a one-on-one fight at a single housing location that would 
not necessarily result in verifiable threat of harm to an inmate’s well-being throughout the 
inmate population. This is necessary for the purpose of appropriately determining the 
proper housing and program placement of inmates.  
 
Non-Designated Programming Facility is defined to explain the purpose of these 
facilities, which is to provide inmates with an environment focused on rehabilitative 
programming and successful societal reintegration. Non-Designated Programming 
Facility (NDPF) provides housing at the lowest possible security level for those inmates 
demonstrating positive behavior. NDPFs assist the Department’s goal in providing an 
environment for inmates to concentrate on their rehabilitative efforts, preparation for 
societal norms and successful reintegration upon the inmate returning to society. Inmates 
housed on NDPFs are expected to program with all inmates, regardless of the nature of 
their crimes, designation, informant status, or racial background. 
 
Safety Concerns is defined to encompass both “localized” and “systemic” safety 
concerns. This definition is necessary to clarify the circumstances that may substantiate 
the need for Alternative or Segregated housing.  
 
Sensitive Needs Yard is defined to establish a designation for inmates with documented 
and verified systemic safety concerns with a portion of the inmate general population. 
This is necessary to identify and ensure the safety of these inmates and safeguard the 
rehabilitative and programming efforts of this inmate population.  
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Systemic Safety Concerns is defined to differentiate between systemic safety concerns 
and localized safety concerns, which is also adopted in these regulations. Systemic safety 
concerns are safety concerns that impact the housing placement with a portion of the 
inmate general population. An example of systemic safety concerns is an inmate who 
testified in open court against a gang member, resulting in a verifiable threat of harm to 
their well-being due to the fact the gang has members and associates located statewide 
within the inmate general population. This is necessary for the purpose of appropriately 
determining the proper housing and program placement of inmates. 
 
Section 3269 Inmate Housing Assignments. 
Section 3269 opening statement is renumbered to 3269(a) and amended to include 
Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) and Non-Designated Programming Facility (NDPF) as 
housing placement designations. This is necessary to inform staff and inmates alike that 
qualified inmates may be housed in an SNY or an NDPF. Clarifying language has been 
added regarding an inmate's request for specific housing assignments. The subsection 
also contains non-substantive changes, renumbering and format changes to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Previous subsections 3269(a) through 3269(h) are renumbered to 3269(b) through 
3269(i).  
 
Subsection 3269(b) is amended to update the term describing the supervising staff 
member who screens an inmate upon arrival at a facility. The term, “screening authority” 
replaces “custody supervisor” for consistency within this paragraph as well as three other 
instances within section 3269. The screening authority is either that of a Correctional 
Lieutenant or Correctional Sergeant classification. Additionally, the text “in a private 
setting” is added to ensure the right to privacy for inmates is upheld during the disclosure 
of personal and sensitive information to the screening authority. This subsection also 
contains non-substantive changes to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(b) bullets are now numbered from (1) through (19) to achieve 
consistent formatting. 
 
Subsection 3269(b)(1) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(b)(3) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(b)(7) is amended to replace the word “history” with “concerns”. This 
update to the regulations is necessary to reflect that the term “concerns” encompasses 
the history of the inmate's case factors as well as current and potential future concerns. 
 
Subsection 3269(b)(11) and 3269(b)(12) are amended as a non-substantive change to 
gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsections 3269(b)(14) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
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Subsections 3269(b)(16) and 3269(b)(17) are amended as a non-substantive change 
to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(b)(18) is amended to add the text “physical or” to delineate when an 
inmate has been a victim of either a ‘physical’ or sexual assault. Additionally, the phrase, 
“or was previously single-celled” is being removed from the text. This is necessary 
because the single cell factor refers to inmates who are only single cell designated with 
a 'S' suffix. This factor is previously stated in subsection 3269(a)(11). These changes 
amend the subsection to be more concise and non-duplicative.  
 
Subsection 3269(b)(19) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. The word “sodomy” is removed as sodomy is a form 
of sexual abuse and therefore repetitive. “Other force act” is removed and covered under 
physical or sexual abuse, therefore repetitive.  
 
Subsection 3269(c) is amended to adopt language regarding the Department’s 
electronic database, which is currently the Strategic Offender Management System 
(SOMS) as defined in section 3000. This is necessary to specify that the screening 
authority shall use SOMS to conduct the Initial Housing Review. Other amendments 
include moving and amending the last sentence after 3269(b)(5) to the last sentence of 
this subsection to improve readability. This subsection also contains changes to gain 
overall consistency throughout Division 3.  
 
Subsections 3269(c) bullets are now numbered from (1) to (5).  
 
Subsection 3269(c)(1) is amended to remove the acronym for Restricted Custody 
General Population.  
 
Subsection 3269(c)(3) is adopted to include Sensitive Needs Yard Designation as an 
additional option for an inmate's placement into a housing assignment. This is necessary 
to inform the screening authority of another item of criteria when reviewing an inmate's 
case factors for housing assignments.  
 
Subsection 3269(c)(4) is amended to include the phrase “developmental or cognitive 
impairment” to distinguish inmates with medical or mental health concerns from those 
inmates with developmental or cognitive impairment concerns who may otherwise be 
physically healthy and not mentally ill. Additionally, the term ‘issues’ is being replaced 
with ‘concerns’ as a non-substantive change to gain overall consistency throughout 
Division 3. 
 
The last sentence was moved and incorporated into 3269(c) to improve readability. This 
sentence also contains changes to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsections 3269(d) is amended as a non-substantive change and formatted 
appropriately to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(e) is amended to create consistency and avoid redundancy. 
Additionally, the phrase “noting these factors are not exclusive of other considerations” is 
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removed because staff are required to take into consideration all factors when making an 
evaluation of the inmate’s housing needs. 
 
Subsection 3269(e)(1) is amended to remove the word “aggressive” to reduce 
repetitiveness, as this term is implied in “predatory”. The word “is” is removed as a non-
substantive change and formatted appropriately to gain overall consistency throughout 
Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269(f) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall consistency 
throughout Division 3. Has since proven has been removed and replaced with 
subsequently proves to add syntax to the text.  
 
Subsection 3269(g) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. Additionally, the phrase “developmental or cognitive 
impairment” is added to distinguish between inmates with medical or mental health 
concerns from those inmates with developmental or cognitive impairment concerns who 
may otherwise be physically healthy and not mentally ill. Furthermore, the word 
“minimally” is removed, as the previous word “periodically”, is contradictory to the amount 
of times a clinical recommendation for inmate shall be reviewed. 
 
Subsection 3269(i) is amended as a non-substantive change in an effort to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. The phrase “to be housed” as determined to be 
appropriate to this section” is removed and replaced with a housing assignment for clarity. 
“Participate” and “will” are removed and replaced with the phrase, “accept a housing 
assignment shall” to provide clarity regarding the acceptance of a housing assignment as 
not optional. The phrase 'Rules Violation Report' is removed because the acronym “RVR” 
has previously been established. 
 
Section 3269.1 Integrated Housing. 
Section 3269.1 opening statement is numbered as (a) and removes outdated 
language regarding the Integrated Housing Policy. This is necessary because the goals 
specified have been accomplished and the assignment of Integrated Housing Codes are 
automated in SOMS, as defined in section 3000. The rewrite of the text reflects that 
housing criteria is reflective of the Department’s intent in appropriately housing inmates. 
 
Existing subsections 3269.1(a) through 3269.1(h) are renumbered to 3269.1(b) 
through 3269.1(i) and amended. 
 
Subsection 3269.1(b) is amended for consistency.  
 
Subsection 3269.1(c) is amended as a non-substantive change for consistency. 
 
Subsection 3269.1(d) is amended to rearrange language for consistency and clarity.  
 
Subsections 3269.1(d)(1) through 3269(d)(3) are amended as a non-substantive 
change to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3 for the purpose of clarity and 
consistency. 
 



ISOR-NCR 21-13, SNY/NDPF 12/3/2021 9 

Subsection 3269.1(d)(4) is amended to remove the word “Restricted” as it is redundant 
and was mistakenly included in the text. 
 
Subsection 3269.1(e) is amended as a non-substantive change for consistency. 
 
Subsection 3269.1(f)(2) is amended for clarity.  
 
Existing Subsections 3269.1(f)(4) through 3269.1(f)(6) are renumbered 3269.1(f)(5) 
through 3269.1(f)(8). 
 
New subsection 3269.1(f)(4) is adopted to include SNY designation with the list of 
information that would present a safety concern for a new arrival inmate. This is necessary 
to inform staff that a request for SNY designation requires special placement for the time 
being while the request is investigated.  
 
Subsection 3269.1(f)(6) is amended to include the phrase “developmental or cognitive 
impairment” to distinguish inmates with medical or mental health concerns from those 
inmates with developmental or cognitive impairment concerns who may otherwise be 
physically healthy and not mentally ill. Additionally, the term ‘issues’ is being replaced 
with ‘concerns’ as a non-substantive change to gain overall consistency throughout 
Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3269.1(g) is amended for clarity and consistency. Additionally, the phrase 
“At any time during this IHP process the inmate may elect to participate in the IHP” is 
removed, as it is no longer appropriate. During the initial implementation of the IHP 
program, the Department encouraged inmates to participate in the IHP as a means to 
introduce the program to inmates. The Department expects inmates to integrate in prison 
as they would in the community with societal norms and fostering acceptance. 
 
Subsections 3269.1(h) through 3269.1(i) are amended for clarity and consistency. 
 
New Section 3269.2 Sensitive Needs Yard Designation Criteria 
Subsection 3269.2(a) is adopted to establish what a Sensitive Needs Yard (SNY) is in 
relation to a subsequent SNY designation.  
 
Subsection 3269.2(b) is adopted as an introductory statement establishing criteria to 
follow. This is necessary for the Department to evaluate and determine which inmates 
require SNY Designation and placement and those inmates who do not.  
 
Subsection 3269.2(b)(1) is adopted to establish that SNY designation is voluntary and 
shall be initiated by the inmate. This criteria is necessary for departmental staff and 
inmates to understand that the inmate must request SNY designation based on safety 
concerns and shall not be arbitrarily determined by departmental staff without inmates' 
consent.  
 
Subsection 3269.2(b)(2) is adopted to establish that the Department shall verify that the 
inmate's safety concerns are considered systemic thereby impacting statewide housing 
in the inmate general population. This criteria is necessary for the purpose of 
appropriately determining whether the inmate shall be designated as SNY.  
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Subsection 3269.2(b)(3) is adopted to establish that SNY designation is contingent upon 
the Department determining the requesting inmate does not pose a threat to the safety of 
the SNY inmate population. This criteria is necessary for the Department to protect the 
inmate SNY population, as there is a segment of the inmate population who may request 
SNY designation solely to carry out assaultive behavior amongst the other inmate SNY 
population.  
 
Subsection 3269.2(b)(4) is adopted to establish that those inmates validated as a 
Security Threat Group (STG)-1, are required to complete the debriefing process before 
SNY designation and placement is considered. This criteria is necessary, as the 
debriefing process is the Department’s formal and extensive process by which to gauge 
the inmate’s sincerity in removing themselves from being a gang member and their 
participation in the gang lifestyle. This criteria further ensures the safety of the inmate 
SNY population.  
 
Subsection 3269.2(c) is adopted to establish the Department shall not rely solely on 
specific inmate case factors when making a decision for or continued SNY designation. 
The Department’s current SNY designation processes lack any sort of criteria to deny or 
remove an inmate from SNY designation. This has contributed to a substantial increase 
in violent incidents within the inmate SNY population, including the inception of SNY 
gangs and criminal gang activity. This criteria is necessary to assist the Department in 
managing the SNY population and further ensure the safety of the inmate SNY population 
by having criteria to deny or remove an inmate from SNY designation. 
 
New Section 3269.3 Sensitive Needs Yard Designation Process 
 
Subsection 3269.3(a) is adopted to introduce the processes in which the Department 
evaluates, documents, approves, disapproves, or removes an inmate SNY designation 
when the inmate is housed in either a reception center, general population, or SNY. This 
is necessary for the Department to evaluate and determine which inmates require SNY 
designation and placement and those inmates who do not. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(b) is adopted to identify the processes at the Reception Center level 
of intake.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1) is adopted to clarify that SNY designation is voluntary and shall 
be initiated by the inmate. This process is necessary for departmental staff and inmates 
to understand that the inmate must request SNY designation based on safety concerns 
and shall not be arbitrarily determined by departmental staff without inmate consent. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1)(A) is adopted to identify the Reception Center Correctional 
Counselor I (CCI) responsibility in evaluating the inmate’s alleged safety concerns. This 
process is necessary to define what information will be reviewed and utilized by the CCI 
when evaluating the validity and magnitude of the inmate’s safety concerns.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1)(B) is adopted to identify the source document which the CCI 
will utilize to document their recommendation based on the evaluation of the inmate’s 
alleged safety concern(s) and pursuant to subsection 3269.2(a) – (b) of the proposed text. 
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The source document to be used to memorialize the CCI’s evaluation and 
recommendation shall be notated on a Confidential Chrono pursuant to section 3321. If 
the CCI recommends to approve SNY designation, the CCI shall proceed by selecting the 
SNY administrative determinant and Institution Recommendation on the Institution Staff 
Recommendation Summary. This process is necessary to define the process for the 
assigned CCI.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1)(C) is adopted to identify the Reception Center Correctional 
Counselor II (CCII) Supervisor’s responsibility in reviewing the CCI’s evaluation and 
recommendation. This process is necessary in order to set the supervising CCII’s role to 
either agree or disagree with the CCI’s evaluation and recommendation pursuant to 
subsection 3269.2(a) – (b) of the proposed text.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1)(D) is adopted to identify the Classification Staff Representative 
(CSR) responsibility in reviewing the overall evaluation and recommendation for an 
inmate’s SNY designation. This process is necessary to clarify the CSR’s role to either 
approve or disapprove the CCI’s and CCII’s evaluation and recommendation, pursuant to 
subsection 3269.2(a) – (b) of the proposed text. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(b)(1)(E) is adopted to clarify any inmate returning to prison with a 
prior SNY designation, will be re-evaluated pursuant to these proposed regulations. This 
process is necessary to specify the change from current practice in which an inmate 
returning to prison is automatically assigned SNY designation. These proposed 
regulations require every inmate returning to prison to be re-evaluated for appropriate 
housing. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(c) is adopted to identify the processes at the general population 
facilities. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(c)(1) is adopted to clarify that SNY designation is voluntary and shall 
be initiated by the inmate. This process is necessary for departmental staff and inmate to 
understand that the inmate must request SNY designation based on safety concerns and 
shall not be arbitrarily determined by departmental staff without the inmate’s consent. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(c)(1)(A) is adopted to identify the assigned correctional staff 
member’s responsibility in evaluating the inmate’s alleged safety concerns. This process 
is necessary to define what information will be reviewed and utilized by the correctional 
staff member when evaluating the validity and magnitude of the inmate’s safety concerns. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(c)(1)(B) is adopted to identify the source document in which the 
assigned correctional staff member will utilize to document their evaluation of the inmate’s 
alleged safety concern(s). The source document to be used to memorialize the 
correctional staff member’s evaluation shall be completed on a Confidential Inmate Safety 
Closure Report pursuant to sections 3000 and 3321. This process is necessary to clarify 
the document correctional staff shall use to document their evaluation of the inmate’s 
alleged safety concern(s).  
 
Subsection 3269.3(c)(1)(C) is adopted to identify the Institution Classification 
Committee (ICC) responsibility in reviewing the correctional staff member’s Confidential 
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Inmate Safety Closure Report prior to making an SNY designation recommendation. This 
process is necessary to clarify ICC shall utilize the Confidential Inmate Safety Closure 
Report prior to making a recommendation for SNY designation, pursuant to subsection 
3269.2(a) – (b) of the proposed text is made.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(c)(1)(D) is adopted to identify the CSR’s responsibility in reviewing 
the Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report and ICC’s recommendation for SNY 
designation. This process is necessary to clarify the CSR’s role to either approve or 
disapprove the ICC’s recommendation, pursuant to subsection 3269.2(a) – (b) of the 
proposed text. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(d) is adopted to identify the removal process at designated SNY 
facilities.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(d)(1) is adopted to clarify that an inmate may be removed from SNY 
designation. Additionally, a Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report shall be required 
before ICC makes a recommendation to remove an inmate from SNY designation. This 
process is necessary to clarify a Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report is required 
and ICC shall have the authority to recommend an inmate’s SNY designation removal.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(d)(1)(A) is adopted to clarify that an inmate may request at any time 
removal of SNY designation. This process is necessary for the inmate to understand that 
they can request to have their SNY designation removed. 
 
Subsection 3269.3(d)(1)(B) is adopted to clarify that an ICC may remove an inmate 
from SNY designation, pursuant to subsection 3269.2(b) of the proposed text. This 
process is necessary for the Department to manage the inmate SNY population by 
ensuring the safety of the SNY population.  
 
Subsection 3269.3(d)(2) is adopted to identify the CSR’s responsibility in reviewing the 
Confidential Inmate Safety Closure Report and ICC’s recommendation for SNY 
designation removal. This process is necessary to clarify the CSR’s role to either approve 
or disapprove the ICC’s recommendation, pursuant to subsection 3269.2(a) – (b) of the 
proposed text. 
 
 
New Section 3269.4 Non-Designated Programming Facility 
 
Subsection 3269.4(a) is adopted to establish what a Non-Designated Programming 
Facility (NDPF) is in relation to NDPF placement. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(b) is adopted as an introductory statement establishing exclusionary 
criteria. NDPF exclusionary and removal criteria are necessary to uphold the integral 
mission of the NDPF and to separate those inmates demonstrating positive behavior, 
participating in rehabilitative programs, and conforming to departmental policies from 
those inmates demonstrating acts of violence and participating in serious gang behavior. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(b)(1) is adopted to introduce NDPF exclusionary and removal 
criteria for an inmate who was found guilty and assessed a Security Housing Unit (SHU) 
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term pursuant to subsection 3341.9(e)(1) – (3) or (9), or any SHU related offense pursuant 
to subsection 3341.9(e) with a Security Threat Group (STG) nexus. This NDPF 
exclusionary and removal criteria is necessary as the acts delineated in subsection 
3341.9(e)(1) – (3) are considered the most violent acts perpetrated by an inmate. 
Additionally, acts delineated in subsection 3341.9(e)(9) and any SHU related offense 
pursuant to subsection 3341.9(e) with an STG nexus are serious criminal acts perpetrated 
with a direct link to a gang. This criteria is necessary to uphold the integral mission of the 
NDPF and to separate those inmates demonstrating positive behavior, participating in 
rehabilitative programs, and conforming to departmental policies from those inmates 
demonstrating acts of violence and participating in serious gang behavior. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(b)(1)(A) is adopted to clarify that an inmate shall be evaluated or  
re-evaluated for placement into an NDPF by a classification committee after twelve 
months from the Minimum Eligible Release Date (MERD) or the date the Institution 
Classification Committee (ICC) elected to suspend the remainder of the MERD. An 
inmate found guilty of a SHU related offense pursuant to subsection 3341.9(e) shall be 
assessed a MERD pursuant to sections 3000 and 3341. This criteria is necessary to 
provide a timeframe in which an inmate shall be considered or re-considered for 
placement in an NDPF. The Department proposes twelve months from the inmate’s 
MERD or the date the ICC elected to suspend the remainder of the MERD as a 
reasonable timeframe to gauge an inmate’s behavior and propensity for future violent 
acts. Additionally, the twelve-month timeframe coincides with the criteria for assignment 
of close custody delineated in section 3377.2 when an inmate engages in similar 
behavior. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(b)(2) is adopted to introduce NDPF exclusionary and removal 
criteria for an inmate who was found guilty of a serious Rules Violation Report (RVR) on 
behalf of an STG, as documented and referenced. This NDPF exclusionary and removal 
criteria is necessary to prevent serious acts of gangs and gang behavior from occurring 
on a NDPF. Often times, inmates are pressured by gang members into engaging in and 
conducting criminal behavior. This criteria is necessary to uphold the integral mission of 
the NDPF and to separate those inmates demonstrating positive behavior, participating  
in rehabilitative programs, and conforming to departmental policies from those inmates 
demonstrating acts of violence and participating in serious gang behavior. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(b)(2)(A) is adopted to clarify that an inmate shall be evaluated or  
re-evaluated for placement into an NDPF by a classification committee after twelve 
months from the date of the RVR. This criteria is necessary to provide a timeframe in 
which an inmate shall be considered or re-considered for placement in an NDPF. The 
Department proposes twelve months from the date of the RVR as a reasonable timeframe 
to gauge an inmate’s behavior and propensity for future gang related criminal activity. 
Additionally, the twelve-month timeframe coincides with the criteria for assignment of 
close custody delineated in section 3377.2 when an inmate engages in similar behavior.  
 
Subsection 3269.4(c) is adopted to clarify a classification committee may temporarily 
exclude or remove an inmate from NDPF for a maximum of twelve months when the 
inmate has elected to postpone the disciplinary hearing of an RVR that qualifies for 
exclusionary criteria as delineated in subsections 3269.4(b)(1). This criteria is necessary 
to provide a reasonable timeframe in which an inmate shall be considered or  
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re-considered for placement in an NDPF pending the outcome of the RVR adjudication 
process. Additionally, the twelve-month timeframe coincides with the criteria for 
assignment of close custody delineated in section 3377.2 when an inmate engages in 
similar behavior. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(d) is adopted is to clarify an ICC may review and approve an 
inmate’s placement or return to NDPF at any time during the twelve-month period 
described in subsections 3269.4(b) – (c). This criteria is necessary to provide ICC with 
the discretion to place or return an inmate to NDPF prior to the inmate fulfilling the  
twelve-month period, if the ICC determines the inmate no longer poses an unreasonable 
threat to the safety and security of the NDPF. The ICC is the highest-ranking institutional 
committee and is chaired by the Warden or their designee; therefore, ICC is deemed an 
appropriate committee based on the potential threat to the safety of the NDPF population. 
 
Subsection 3269.4(d)(1) is adopted to clarify subsection 3269.4(c) is a specific function 
of ICC, headed by the Warden or their designee, and only the Warden or their designee 
can grant such a review.  
 
Subsection 3269.4(d)(2) is adopted to clarify the Warden or their designee’s decision 
to review an inmate in ICC prior to satisfying the twelve-month periods described in 
subsections 3269.4(a) – (b) of the proposed text, may be based on the Warden or their 
designee’s discretion or based on recommendation made by departmental staff. 
 
Section 3375.2 Administrative Determinants. 
Subsections 3375.2(a)(1) through 3375.2(a)(6) are unchanged. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(7) is amended to delete the current text in its entirety and replace 
with current subsection 3375.2(a)(8). The current text is being deleted because it’s no 
longer relevant due to subsequent text delineated within Division 3 prevents inmates with 
same or similar case factors of an inmate identified as a serial killer from placement in the 
lower-security level institutional settings. Furthermore, this subsection is amended as a  
non-substantive change to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsections 3375.2(a)(8) through 3375.2(a)(13) are amended and renumbered as a 
non-substantive change to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3 for the purpose 
of clarity and consistency. 
 
Subsections 3375.2(a)(14) is deleted as it no longer exists due to renumbering 
Subsection 3375.2(a)(7) through 3375.2(a)(13).  
 
Subsection 3375.2(b) amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(b)(3) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(b)(5) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
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Subsections 3375.2(b)(8) through 3375.2(b)(9) are amended as a non-substantive 
change to gain overall consistency throughout Division 3.  
 
Subsection 3375.2(b)(12) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(b)(20) is amended as a non-substantive change to gain overall 
consistency throughout Division 3. 
 
Subsections 3375.2(b)(21) through 3375.2(b)(23) are unchanged. 
 
Subsection 3375.2(b)(24) is adopted to include the three-letter code of SNY as an 
administrative determinant. The three-letter code is to be utilized as an identifier for 
Sensitive Needs Yard Designation.  
 
Subsections 3375.2(b)(25) through 3375.2(b)(31) are amended to renumber the 
subsections to reflect adding in the SNY code and as a non-substantive formatting 
change to ensure clarity and consistency throughout Division 3. Additionally,  
these subsections are amended as non-substantive changes to gain overall consistency 
throughout Division 3 for the purpose of clarity and consistency. 
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