STATE OF WASHINGTON

SEX OFFENDER POLICY BOARD
P.O. Box 43124 = Olympia, Washington 98504-3124 = www.ofm.wa.gov/sgc/sopb = (360) 995-3847

SEX OFFENDER POLICY BOARD
November 7, 2024, 1:00pm-4:00pm
Zoom Meeting

Members Present:

Members Absent:

Brad Meryhew Keith Devos

Jamie Weimer Shawn Sant

Gunner Fulmer Hon. Nelson Lee

Sonja Hardenbrook Donald Redfield

Jimmy Hung

Michael O’Connell Members Represented by Proxy:
Angie Pacheco Corey McNally for Jill Getty
Jedd Pelander

Terrina Peterson Staff:

Mac Pevey Whitney Hunt, OFM

Julia Sather Lauren Knoth-Peterson, PSPRC
Trisha Smith

IMPORTANT NOTE: The recording for this meeting is available on request.
Welcome & Call to Order

Meeting Objectives

Approval of Meeting Minutes

MOTION #24-21 MOTION TO APPROVE THE OCTOBER 17, 2024, MEETING
MINUTES

e MOVED: Michael O’Connell
e SECONDED: Jedd Pelander

e ABSTAINED: Brad Meryhew
o RESULT: Passed

HB 2178 Discussion Continued (from October 2024 meeting)

e Jamie facilitated the continued discussion of the SOPB Component Checklist.

e The group reviewed the document called “SOPB Component Checklist for Members”
containing sixteen questions pertaining to the board’s discussions about HB2178.

e Jamie stated the group will not be taking formal straw polls at this time but does want to
discuss the document questions and get informal feedback from board members.
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Break

Regarding Question No.3, Brad clarified this pertains to eligibility to petition for relief
from lifetime supervision.

e Megan Allen added that there is a report the board could review pertaining to a
stepdown model.

= Whitney stated that report is available on the SOPB website.
Jamie asked Corey if the ISRB has any ability to direct DOC on supervision levels or
intensity?

e Corey responded no, that’s up to DOC. The ISRB does not tell DOC how to
supervise.

e Mac added that current statute doesn’t provide direction in or around the
frequency of contact — that’s an agency policy decision.

= The amount and frequency of contact is directed either by risk-level,
sentence type, or offense type.
The board discussed the potential of a step down model and reviewed information
provided by Dr. Lauren Knoth-Peterson.

e Mac stated that current statute is not specific in regard to contact standards, or
prescriptive by crime or offense type, in dictating how often DOC engages an
individual in supervision.

e Brad provided some background information about the step down report
referenced earlier.

¢ Brad asked for Corey’s input on the idea of the ISRB holding hearings for people
to reevaluate conditions at the intervals detailed in Question No.20.

= Corey stated the ISRB changes conditions without requiring a hearing.
Presently, the ISRB does not need to hold a hearing to add or remove
conditions.
= Corey stated the board seems to be discussing two separate types of step
down models:
1. Reduced conditions.
2. Reduced contact standards.
* Brad asked if Corey knows of any research to support the idea that a step
down model helps to protect the community.
e Corey stated he’s not aware of any studies that speaks to that, but
that doesn’t mean they do not exist.

o Megan stated the board should be looking at individuals who have proven
successful at steps towards rehabilitation to be considered for a pathway off of
supervision.

o Sonja added that a step down model should be divorced from other processes.

= Sonja has proposals that can be shared with board members if desired.

HB 2178 Discussion Continued
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e Discussion and review of the SOPB Component Checklist resumed.
e After returning from break, board members reviewed the two following questions:
e Does your organization feel that some form of step down process should be
required for levels 2 and 3?
e Does your organization feel that the step down process should be based on risk
level?
e A fourth option was added to question No.17 of the SOPB Component Checklist:
e “DOC monitors eligibility and when the individual achieves eligibility, then DOC
forwards the packet to the ISRB for review.”
e A fifth and sixth option was added to question No.15 of the SOPB Component Checklist:
e “Ifaperson is convicted of a sex offense or a violent offense, the ISRB may bring
that individual back under their jurisdiction.”
e “Any arrest that the ISRB is made aware of would require a review and potential
hearing and decision from the ISRB.”
e Alex Mayo stated he is supporting a pathway off of lifetime supervision— not a form of
partial supervision.
e The board took informal polls on organizational standings on the remaining questions in
the SOPB Component Checklist.
¢ Dr. O’Connell noted that lifetime supervision was historically a secondary event in
trying to change the way high-risk individuals were kept in custody for treatment. And to
mitigate some of the costs and complications of some of the civil commitment process.

Next Steps

¢ Final meeting is scheduled for November 21, 2024, at 1:00 PM.
o Organization perspectives are due on November 20, 2024, for inclusion into the
report.
e Project deadline is December 1, 2024.

For the Good of the Order

e Brad approved the meeting transition to public comment. Public comments were
received. For more information, please see the meeting recording here.

Adjournment
Meeting Adjourned at 3:40 PM

APPROVED AND ADOPTED BY THE SEX OFFENDER POLICY BOARD

/s/ 11/21/24
Chair, Brad Meryhew Date
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