
final minutes 
 

Criminal Justice Policy Commission Meeting 

10:30 a.m. • Wednesday, June 3, 2015 

Senate Appropriations Room • 3rd Floor State Capitol Building 

100 N. Capitol Avenue • Lansing, MI 

 
Members Present:      Members Excused: 
Senator Bruce Caswell, Chair     None  
Stacia Buchanan         
Representative Vanessa Guerra      
D. J. Hilson         
Kyle Kaminski         
Sheryl Kubiak (via teleconference)                                          
Barbara Levine         
Sarah Lightner  
Laura Moody 
Sheriff Lawrence Stelma 

Jennifer Strange 
Judge Paul Stutesman 
Andrew Verheek 
Judge Raymond Voet 
Representative Michael Webber 
  
I. Call to Order and Roll Call 
The Chair called the meeting to order at 10:30 a.m. The Chair asked the clerk to take the roll. A quorum was present 
and there were no absent members (Representative Webber arrived after the start of the meeting). 
 
II. Welcome 
The Chair welcomed the members and indicated it is his intention to start off meeting once a month and more 
frequently, if necessary. He noted that the goal is to have recommendations in a year and there are three areas to 
review—sentencing reform, probation reform and parole reform. 
 
III. Introduction of Commission Members 
The Chair asked members to introduce themselves, who they represent, and provide information on their 
backgrounds.  
 
IV. Legislative Charge and Commission Achievement Goals 
The Chair asked each member to present one item that they feel is the most important concept to keep in mind as 
the Commission moves forward with recommendations. 
 
Sarah Lightner 
One of the biggest concerns she has is the rate of return for people that are reoffending.  She feels any solution 
needs to focus on alternative programs and finding more money to help with alternatives for repeat offenders. 
(recidivism) 
 
Barbara Levine 
She feels the concept of discretion, including the role of constraints on discretion and how is it enforced, is one of the 
primary areas that the Commission should keep in mind. 
 

Judge Paul Stutesman 
He stresses that everything is interconnected. In terms of money and policy, he hopes the Commission will consider 
that moving from one area to save money may cost money in another area and that a short term answer may not 
produce a long term solution.   
 
Kyle Kaminski 
He would like to see ways to better utilize all resources by matching policy, in terms of sentencing, parole, and 
probation, to what the State wants which is a more effective and efficient criminal justice system. In terms of 
effectiveness, he would like see fewer people coming to prison as a result of more effective probation and a program 
designed to be a true deferral from incarceration. On the parole side, he urges continued progress with the 
recidivism rate in terms of trying to limit the number of returning offenders. 
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D.J. Hilson 
One concept he would like the Commission to keep in mind is the idea of structuring a system that encourages a 
person to only want to have one touch in the system whereby a person makes one mistake and, through 
programming or sentencing, never wants to return to the system. He feels the system should punish appropriately, 
but also provide the tools, resources, and programs that make the person better than when they first came into the 
system.  
 
Representative Vanessa Guerra 
The concept she holds in highest regard is that of public safety.  She recommends that as the Commission moves 
forward to create a more efficient and just criminal justice system, we don’t forget that there has been a lot of work 
done already and that the Commission should not undo those efforts. 
 
Stacia Buchanan 
She would like to see more consistency and certainty in sentencing across all communities.  
 

Professor Sheryl Kubiak 
She hopes we keep in mind that there are structural issues that are often a factor that underline failure when 
offenders are released. Because community and family problems may circumvent any policy changes that may be 
recommended, she urges the Commission to keep this in mind and not make any decisions in isolation.  
 
Laura Moody 
She stresses that public safety is still the goal of government and the Commission should keep the safety of past and 
potential future victims in mind when entertaining budget and reform issues. 
  
Sheriff Lawrence Stelma 
He is concerned about the cost, both financially and in human toll, to local communities. 
 
Jennifer Strange 
She emphasizes the need to consider the high number of individuals with mental health issues currently within the 
criminal justice system. She urges that any reforms meet these mental health needs and that individuals with mental 
health issues receive quality programming, whether it be in a detention setting or an outside setting within the 
community. 
 
Andrew Verheek 
He would like the Commission to keep in mind the importance of re-entry from all levels of incarceration.  
 
Judge Raymond Voet  
He urges the Commission to fully evaluate the consequences of any policy changes it recommends. 
 
The Chair then inquired if there are other groups who may have concerns or want ideas brought to the table that 
have not been represented by the views expressed today by the members. Ms. Levine shared that prisoners and their 
families would want the Commission to understand that sentences may not need to be as long as they are in order to 
be effective. She added that data shows that there is a point past which there is no gain in keeping people longer 
and sentences need not be excessive to protect the public. Sheriff Stelma noted that victim and victim rights 
advocacy groups are not specifically represented on the Commission. Ms. Moody agreed and pointed out the 
Attorney General’s crime victim advocate will be in the audience and available if the Commission ever needs a 
specific victim advocate position which not only includes concerns about public safety, but also restitution issues.  

 
The Chair ask members to submit the names of any particular groups they think will be worthwhile to invite to testify 
at future meetings to provide insight on the areas the Commission will delve into. 
 
The Chair asked members to read the 2014 Michigan Law Revision Commission Special Report Sentencing Guidelines 
and Justice Reinvestment Study and respond to each of the seven finding and policy options presented in the report 
as to whether each is a legitimate concern or not. He asked members to send their responses to Susan by June 17.   
 
The Chair asked Mr. Kaminski to have someone from the Parole Board at the next meeting to explain the parole 
process. Mr. Kaminski agreed and will try to have Parole Board Chairman Mike Egan attend. 
 



CJPC Final Minutes 
June 3, 2015 
Page 3 

 
The final issue the Chair brought forward for discussion was the three goals of the sentencing guidelines mentioned 
in the MLRC report—to provide protection to the public, that the guidelines are proportionate to the seriousness of 
the offense, and to reduce disparity in sentencing throughout the state. He urged that the Commission be respectful 
of the work that has been done in the past and to keep in mind the financial resources that may be needed for any 
of the Commission’s recommendations. 

 
V. Consideration of Meeting Schedule 
After a discussion of the Commission meeting schedule, it was agreed that future meetings will be conducted on the 
first Wednesday of each month with a start time of 9:00 a.m. The Chair announced that the next meeting is 
scheduled for Wednesday, July 1, 2015 at 9:00 a.m. Members will be notified of the meeting location as soon as it is 
determined. 
 

VI. Council of State Government (CSG) Presentation 

Ellen Whelan-Wuest, Project Manager of the Council of State Government Justice Center, provided an overview of the 
CSG Sentencing Guidelines and Justice Reinvestment Study. See attached presentation for more details. A period for 
questions and answers followed.  

 
The Chair presented questions regarding the Commissioners’ views on the accuracy of the CSG data, CSG’s opinion of 
the good things Michigan is doing and the reasons behind Michigan’s sentencing discrepancies, the accuracy of risk 
assessments, community correction activities and services, gaps in data and the need for a centralized data collection 
warehouse, and the tracking of restitution and distribution to victims. 
 
Professor Kubiak had questions regarding the gaps in the accuracy of missing data and CSG’s computation of jail 
data and the ownership of the CSG data.  
 
Judge Stutesman inquired about CSG’s definition of recidivism.  A discussion followed. The Chair suggested the 
Commissioners give some thought before the next meeting as to what the Commission should use as the recidivism 
rate so that any numbers the Commission asks for are based on the same definition and consistent. He asked 
members to turn in their thoughts in two weeks.  
 
Ms. Levine raised a question regarding rearrests rates and whether this includes cases where there is a return to 
prison for probation violations. 
 
VII. Public Comment 
The Chair asked if there were any public comments. There were none. 
 
Commissioners were then given the opportunity to offer comment.  
 
The Chair addressed some procedural questions regarding reimbursement of Commission travel costs.  
 
Mr. Verheek commented that the CSG report did not provide a lot of context of some of the numbers that CSG 
provided and urged the Commission to have contextual information available in the data so that we can make  
apple-to-apple comparisons. 
 
Judge Stutesman commented that each court has its own case management system and may input data differently in 
the judicial data warehouse. He cautioned the Commission to be careful about all the numbers since there is not a 
unified system. 
 

VIII. Adjournment 
There was no further business. The Chair adjourned the meeting at 1:02 p.m. 
 
 
 
(Minutes approved at the July 1, 2015 Criminal Justice Policy Commission meeting.)
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