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Agency AUDIT FINDINGS

Summary of Audit Findings

The OAS automatically populates the number and list of Standards exceeded, the number of
Standards met, and the number and list of Standards not met.

Auditor Note: In general, no standards should be found to be "Not Applicable" or "NA." A
compliance determination must be made for each standard. In rare instances where an auditor
determines that a standard is not applicable, the auditor should select "Meets Standard” and

include a comprehensive discussion as to why the standard is not applicable to the facility being
audited.

Number of standards exceeded:

0

Number of standards met:

10

Number of standards not met:

0




Standards

Auditor Overall Determination Definitions

e Exceeds Standard
(Substantially exceeds requirement of standard)

¢ Meets Standard

(substantial compliance; complies in all material ways with the stand for the relevant
review period)

¢ Does Not Meet Standard
(requires corrective actions)

Auditor Discussion Instructions

Auditor discussion, including the evidence relied upon in making the compliance or non-
compliance determination, the auditor’s analysis and reasoning, and the auditor’s conclusions.
This discussion must also include corrective action recommendations where the facility does not
meet standard. These recommendations must be included in the Final Report, accompanied by
information on specific corrective actions taken by the facility.

Zero tolerance of sexual abuse and sexual harassment; PREA

115.11 )
coordinator

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan

4. Agency Zero Tolerance Statement

5. Organizational Charts

6. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

The Agency has a written Policy and the TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan, to address the
requirements of the standard that mandates zero tolerance toward all forms of sexual
abuse and sexual harassment, and it outlines the agency's approach to preventing,
detecting, and responding to such conduct.




The Agency's specific strategies include "Preventing" sexual abuse and sexual
harassment through the designation of a PREA Coordinator and PREA Compliance
Manager, Criminal History Background Checks (Staff, Contractors, and Volunteers, as
applicable), Training (Staff, Volunteers, and Contractors), Staffing, Intake Screening,
Classification, Inmate Education, Posting of Signage PREA Posters, and Contract
Monitoring. The policies addressed "Detecting" sexual abuse and sexual harassment
through Training (Staff, Volunteers, and Contractors), and Intake Screening. The
policies addressed "Responding" to allegations of sexual abuse and sexual
harassment through Reporting, Investigations, Victim Services, Medical and Mental
Health Services, Disciplinary Sanctions for Staff (including notification of licensing
agencies), Incident Review Teams, and Data Collections and Analysis.

The Agency has designated an upper-level, agency-wide PREA Coordinator/PREA
Ombudsman with sufficient time and authority to develop, implement, and oversee
agency efforts to comply with the PREA standards in all its facilities. The PREA
Coordinator/PREA Ombudsman position reports directly to the Texas Board of Criminal
Justice. The PREA Coordinator/Ombudsman was interviewed and reported their direct
report staff having enough time to focus on the PREA standards, investigate PREA
concerns, training and updating PREA Compliance Managers on policy. During the
interviews with the PREA Coordinator/ PREA Ombudsman and the PREA Compliance
Manager all outlined their duties to illustrate their ability to manage all the required
duties associated with their positions. The Auditor reviewed all policies related to zero
tolerance and during formal and informal interviews and conversations with the
central headquarters office staff it was obvious the zero-tolerance policy radiates
throughout the agency.

The Auditor noted the Inmate Handbook, PREA Posters, and PREA Brochure do
address sexual abuse by another Inmate, and the Inmate Handbook does address
sanctions for Inmates when involved in such conduct. Based on headquarters staff
interviews it was noted TDC]J staff closely monitor for Inmate-on-Inmate sexual
misconduct in accordance with PREA standards; allegations are reported and
investigated, and inmates are held accountable.

After a careful and detailed review, the Auditor determined the Agency meets the
requirements of the standard.

115.12

Contracting with other entities for the confinement of inmates

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire




3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan
4. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

The Auditor randomly reviewed 15 of 27 renewed and new contracts since the last
audit to include Private Residential Treatment Centers, Private Transitional Treatment
Centers and Private Secure Confinement Facilities and determined the contract
language included an obligation for the contractor to adopt and comply with the PREA
standards. Through interviews with the PREA Coordinator/PREA Ombudsman and the
Agency Contract Administrator the Auditor confirmed the Agency has a contract
monitor position to ensure that the contractors are complying with the PREA
standards. This was also verified by reviewing agency policy and TDCJ Safe Prisons/
PREA Plan.

During the interview with the Agency's Contract Administrator, it was determined
they must maintain regular contact with every inmate placed in a contracting facility.
If there are PREA concerns, agency protocol requires the inmate be removed from the
facility and the facility be allowed time to make corrective actions and address the
concerns. Corrective actions are addressed before the facility is reconsidered.
Notification would also be made to law enforcement.

The Contract Administrator has the authority to perform an administrative review at
any sign of suspected noncompliance. A finding of non-compliance during the
administrative review could result in fines, corrective action, contract termination and
referral for criminal charges, if applicable. The Contract Administrator annually
collects credentialing documentation for each facility: facility license; staff licenses or
certifications; daily schedule; and monitoring reports or the licensing agency's
website regarding the facility's status; and tours the facility. New facilities being
considered for contracting purposes follow a vetting process, including reference
checks with other counties, with all information being presented to the agency's
leadership for review and approval.

After a careful and detailed review, the Auditor determined that the Agency meets
the requirements of the standard.

115.17

Hiring and promotion decisions

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review
2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan




4. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

Texas Department of Criminal Justice as an Agency has not hired or promoted anyone
who may have contact with inmates who has engaged in sexual abuse in a prison,
jail, lockup, community confinement facility, juvenile facility, or other lock up
institution. The Agency has not enlisted the services of any contractor who may have
contact with inmates, who has engaged in sexual abuse in a prison, jail, lockup,
community confinement facility, juvenile facility, or other lock up institution. The
Agency has not hired or promoted or used the services of anyone who has been
convicted of engaging or attempting to engage in sexual activity in the community
facilitated by force, overt or implied threats of force, or coercion, or if the victim did
not consent or was unable to consent or refuse; or has been civilly or administratively
adjudicated to have engaged in the activity as described.

The Agency policies and TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan prohibit the agency/facilities
from hiring, promoting or during business with a person or business who may have
contact with inmates who has engaged in or attempted to engage in sexual abuse
while in incarcerated, or convicted of, civilly or administratively of the same.

The Auditor verified this by reviewing new hire applicant packets as well as reviewing
multiple personnel files that included criminal background checks and self-disclosure
forms. During the personnel file review the Auditor found this same process of
checking backgrounds is also completed when starting new vender contracts and
when qualifying staff for in-house promotions. All files reflected the three required
questions included and staff affirmed by signing the form.

Before hiring new employees, who may have contact with inmates, the central
headquarters staff (1) Performs a criminal background records check; and (2)
consistent with Federal, State, and local law, make its best efforts to contact all prior
institutional employers for information on substantiated allegations of sexual abuse or
any resignation during a pending investigation of an allegation of sexual abuse. The
Administrative (Human Resources) Staff also indicated that the Agency would respond
to any request for information from an institutional employer seeking information on a
former TDCJ employee.

The central headquarters staff also conducts criminal background records checks
annually of current employees and contractors who may have contact with inmates.
This is accomplished by using a system call FACT Clearinghouse, this system allows
for a continual real-time update on staff interactions with law enforcement agencies
who participate in the service. Agency policies also require an annual re-check of all
employees and contractual re-checks for contractors. The agency policy does indicate
that any employee/contractor misconduct or false reporting is subject to termination
of employment. The current policy also requires that staff self-disclose new
information related to sexual conduct behavior. The Agency has incorporated and
implemented the "Affirmative Duty to Disclose," which all staff were required to affirm
and sign. Failure to self-disclose new sexual conduct behavior are grounds for
termination. The Agency reports conducting approximately 700 such criminal
background checks monthly. Finally, as a requirement of policy and TDCJ Safe Prisons/




PREA Plan the facility has an obligation to report sexual conduct behavior to other
institutional employers. These processes were verified through interviews with
headquarters human resource staff and informal conversation with administrative
staff.

After careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.18 | Upgrades to facilities and technologies
Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard
Auditor Discussion
Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review
2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire
3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan
4. Specialty Staff Interview Notes
The Agency has added new cameras to multiple units/facilities throughout the TDC]J
and the Agency did consider the effect of the modification upon the Agency’s ability
to protect inmates from sexual abuse. Through interviews with Agency leadership the
Auditor confirmed that when installing or updating a video monitoring system,
electronic surveillance system, or other monitoring technology, the Agency with
facility input always considers how such technology will enhance the Agency/facilities
ability to protect inmates from sexual abuse.
After careful and thoughtful review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets this standard.

115.42 | Use of screening information

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire




3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan
4. Inmate Correspondence Response
5. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

The Agency has a directive that instructs all Texas Department of Criminal Justice
staff involved in making inmate unit/housing assignments with a comprehensive
listing of housing assignment criteria and procedures. The TDCJ Classification Plan
provides more specific, guidance to staff. All inmate housing assignments, including
assignment to a unit or to specific housing areas, such as dormitories, cellblocks,
rows, or other similar areas, are made based on objective criteria, and not based on
race, color, nationality, or ethnic origin. The initial unit assignment is made at the
central headquarters level. All classification committees, classification, security, and
health care staff, both at the central and unit levels follow these criteria and
procedures.

Some of the unit/housing assignments criteria include Criminal history; b. History of
institutional sexual violence or victimization; c. Current offense (type and
seriousness), sentence length, and amount of time completed on sentence; d. Violent
or passive tendencies; e. Security Precaution Designator (SPD); f. Criminal
sophistication; g. Inmate enemies; h. Lesbian, gay, and bisexual (both active and
passive) tendencies; i. Transgender and intersex identification; j. Characteristics such
as height, age, and weight; k. Security threat group affiliation; I. Current institutional
adjustment, as reflected in the inmate’s disciplinary record; m. Special safety
requirements; and n. Predator codes.

Information pertaining to each inmate’s security characteristics can be found in the
inmate’s electronic record. The documents contained in the inmate’s electronic record
are accessible at both the unit and central administration levels. This was confirmed
by reviewing multiple inmate records.

When making initial housing assignments or housing assignment changes, the
designated staff member or committee responsible for making such assignments
reviews all pertinent information, such as the classification screen, electronic record,
Safe Prisons/PREA Assessment, and other similar information, to determine whether
there are any security or health-related needs or restrictions relative to the inmate’s
housing assignment.

After careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements for this standard.

115.66

Preservation of ability to protect inmates from contact with
abusers

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion




Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan

4. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

5. Central Headquarters Statement of Fact

As notated in the PAQ and during an interview with the Agency Head Designee,
collective bargaining is not recognized by Texas Department of Criminal Justice. TDCJ
employees do not participate in collective bargaining.

After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.87

Data collection

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDC) Safe Prisons/PREA Plan

4. TDCJ Website Review

5. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

The Agency has established policies that address all provision of this standard. The
Agency utilizes the Sexual Assault Report, which is a data collection instrument
utilized to collect all sexual abuse data. The tracking system contains information on
all allegations of abuse, neglect and exploitation, and all serious incidents. One of the
functions of the PREA Compliance Manager is to maintain this information. The data is
also collected from all contracted facilities. The Agency collects accurate, uniform
data for every allegation of sexual abuse at facilities under its direct control using a
standardized instrument and set of definitions, as evidenced by policy and the report
sample. The Agency aggregates the incident-based sexual abuse data at least
annually, as evidenced by the annual PREA report and website review.

Incident-based data collected includes the data necessary to answer all questions




from the most recent version of the Survey of Sexual Violence conducted by the
Department of Justice, as evidenced by policy and website posted data. The facility
maintains, reviews, and collects data as needed from all available incident-based
documents, including reports, investigation files, and sexual abuse incident reviews,
as evidenced by policy and website posted data. A review of the Agency website
reflects the comprehensive report is published and available to the public for all
serious incidents to include sexual abuse and sexual harassment allegations.
Compliance was further confirmed through review of completed data collection
instruments and an interview with the PREA Ombudsman.

After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.88

Data review for corrective action

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan

4. TDCJ Website Review

5. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

The Agency has policies in place that address all provisions of the standard. As
evidenced by the survey of sexual violence reports, annual PREA reports, and
interviews with the Agency Head Designee and the PREA Ombudsman the agency
reviews all data collected and aggregated pursuant to § 115.87 in order to assess
and improve the effectiveness of its sexual abuse prevention, detection, and response
policies, practices, and training, including by: Identifying problem areas; Taking
corrective action on an ongoing basis; and Preparing a semi-annual report of its
findings and corrective actions for each unit/facility, and the Agency. The report
includes a comparison of the current year’s data and corrective actions with those
from prior years and provides an assessment of the agency’s progress in addressing
sexual abuse. The PREA Ombudsman’s Office is responsible for the oversite of the
reporting process. The Agency’s report is approved by the Agency Head Designee and
Executive Management Team and made readily available to the public through the
agency TDCJ website. These tasks are initiated by the Unit Safe Prisons PREA
Manager submitting monthly reports to the Safe Prisons PREA Management Office.
The Auditor verified this process of data collection through extensive interviews with




the Agency Head Desighee and the PREA Ombudsman.

The Agency does redact specific material from the reports when publication would
present a clear and specific threat to the safety and security of a facility but must
indicate the nature of the material redacted, as evidenced by semi-annual PREA
reports on the website and the interview with the PREA Ombudsman.

After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.89 | Data storage, publication, and destruction
Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard
Auditor Discussion
Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review
2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire
3. TDC) Safe Prisons/PREA Plan
4. TDCJ Website Review
5. Specialty Staff Interview Notes
The Agency has a policy in place that addresses the provisions of this standard. The
Auditor found that the Agency digitally and securely retains all data collected, this
data is available to the public through the Texas Department of Criminal Justice
website. The annual reports from previous years to present are published on the
website. Staff interviewed reported access to any data is restricted to the Agency
Senior Staff for operational use and is password protected All personal identifiers
have been removed from the reports. The data and records collected are to be
retained in accordance with state and agency retention requirements and minimum
of 10 years. The PREA Ombudsman interview and review of the annual reports further
confirmed this procedure.
After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.401 | Frequency and scope of audits

Auditor Overall Determination:

Auditor Discussion




Evidence relied upon to make Compliance Determination:
1. Policy and Document Review

2. Pre-Audit Questionnaire

3. TDCJ Safe Prisons/PREA Plan

4. TDCJ Website Review

5. Specialty Staff Interview Notes

6. TDCJ Inmate Correspondence

7. TDCJ Audit Notices

During the three-year period starting on August 12, 2014, and during each three-
year period thereafter, the Agency ensured that each facility operated by the
Agency is audited at least once, as evidenced by a website review. During each one-
year period starting on August 12, 2014, the Agency ensured that at least one-third
of each unit/facility type operated by the Agency is audited, as evidenced by a
website review.

The Auditor had access to, and observed, all areas of the Central Headquarters. The
Auditor was permitted to request and receive copies of any relevant documents
(including electronically stored information). The Auditor was permitted to conduct
private interviews with office staff. Inmates and staff were permitted to send
confidential information or correspondence to the auditor in the same manner as if
they were communicating with legal counsel, as evidenced by the Notice of Audits
posted and observations made during the Central Headquarters site review. The
Auditor received one written letter from an inmate related to a TDCJ unit/facility.

After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the
Agency meets the requirements of this standard.

115.403

Audit contents and findings

Auditor Overall Determination: Meets Standard

Auditor Discussion

115.403

The Agency has published all final audit reports on the Texas Department of
Criminal Justice website; this was confirmed by navigating to the page on the
website and reviewing all the audit reports. This information is made available to
the public and is in accordance with PREA standard 115.403.

After a careful and detailed review of all the information, the Auditor determined the




Agency meets the requirements of this standard.




Appendix: Provision Findings

Zero tolerance of sexual abuse and sexual harassment; PREA

115.11 (b) .
coordinator
Has the agency employed or desighated an agency-wide PREA yes
Coordinator?
Is the PREA Coordinator position in the upper-level of the agency yes
hierarchy?
Does the PREA Coordinator have sufficient time and authority to yes

develop, implement, and oversee agency efforts to comply with
the PREA standards in all of its facilities?

115.12 (a)

Contracting with other entities for the confinement of inmates

If this agency is public and it contracts for the confinement of its
inmates with private agencies or other entities including other
government agencies, has the agency included the entity’s
obligation to comply with the PREA standards in any new contract
or contract renewal signed on or after August 20, 20127 (N/A if the
agency does not contract with private agencies or other entities
for the confinement of inmates.)

yes

115.12 (b)

Contracting with other entities for the confinement of inmates

Does any new contract or contract renewal signed on or after
August 20, 2012 provide for agency contract monitoring to ensure
that the contractor is complying with the PREA standards? (N/A if
the agency does not contract with private agencies or other
entities for the confinement of inmates.)

yes

115.17 (a)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency prohibit the hiring or promotion of anyone who
may have contact with inmates who has engaged in sexual abuse
in a prison, jail, lockup, community confinement facility, juvenile
facility, or other institution (as defined in 42 U.S.C. 1997)?

yes

Does the agency prohibit the hiring or promotion of anyone who
may have contact with inmates who has been convicted of
engaging or attempting to engage in sexual activity in the
community facilitated by force, overt or implied threats of force, or
coercion, or if the victim did not consent or was unable to consent
or refuse?

yes

Does the agency prohibit the hiring or promotion of anyone who
may have contact with inmates who has been civilly or
administratively adjudicated to have engaged in the activity

yes




described in the two bullets immediately above?

Does the agency prohibit the enlistment of services of any
contractor who may have contact with inmates who has engaged
in sexual abuse in a prison, jail, lockup, community confinement
facility, juvenile facility, or other institution (as defined in 42
U.S.C. 1997)?

yes

Does the agency prohibit the enlistment of services of any
contractor who may have contact with inmates who has been
convicted of engaging or attempting to engage in sexual activity
in the community facilitated by force, overt or implied threats of
force, or coercion, or if the victim did not consent or was unable to
consent or refuse?

yes

Does the agency prohibit the enlistment of services of any
contractor who may have contact with inmates who has been
civilly or administratively adjudicated to have engaged in the
activity described in the two bullets immediately above?

yes

115.17 (b)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency consider any incidents of sexual harassment in
determining whether to hire or promote anyone who may have
contact with inmates?

yes

Does the agency consider any incidents of sexual harassment in
determining whether to enlist the services of any contractor who
may have contact with inmates?

yes

115.17 (c)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Before hiring new employees who may have contact with inmates,
does the agency perform a criminal background records check?

yes

Before hiring new employees who may have contact with inmates,
does the agency, consistent with Federal, State, and local law,
make its best efforts to contact all prior institutional employers for
information on substantiated allegations of sexual abuse or any
resignation during a pending investigation of an allegation of
sexual abuse?

yes

115.17 (d)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency perform a criminal background records check
before enlisting the services of any contractor who may have
contact with inmates?

yes

115.17 (e)

Hiring and promotion decisions




Does the agency either conduct criminal background records
checks at least every five years of current employees and
contractors who may have contact with inmates or have in place a
system for otherwise capturing such information for current
employees?

yes

115.17 (f)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency ask all applicants and employees who may have
contact with inmates directly about previous misconduct
described in paragraph (a) of this section in written applications or
interviews for hiring or promotions?

yes

Does the agency ask all applicants and employees who may have
contact with inmates directly about previous misconduct
described in paragraph (a) of this section in any interviews or
written self-evaluations conducted as part of reviews of current
employees?

yes

Does the agency impose upon employees a continuing affirmative
duty to disclose any such misconduct?

yes

115.17 (g)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency consider material omissions regarding such
misconduct, or the provision of materially false information,
grounds for termination?

yes

115.17 (h)

Hiring and promotion decisions

Does the agency provide information on substantiated allegations
of sexual abuse or sexual harassment involving a former
employee upon receiving a request from an institutional employer
for whom such employee has applied to work? (N/A if providing
information on substantiated allegations of sexual abuse or sexual
harassment involving a former employee is prohibited by law.)

yes

115.18 (a)

Upgrades to facilities and technologies

If the agency designed or acquired any new facility or planned any
substantial expansion or modification of existing facilities, did the
agency consider the effect of the design, acquisition, expansion,
or modification upon the agency’s ability to protect inmates from
sexual abuse? (N/A if agency/facility has not acquired a new
facility or made a substantial expansion to existing facilities since
August 20, 2012, or since the last PREA audit, whichever is later.)

Na

115.18 (b)

Upgrades to facilities and technologies

If the agency installed or updated a video monitoring system,

yes




electronic surveillance system, or other monitoring technology,
did the agency consider how such technology may enhance the
agency'’s ability to protect inmates from sexual abuse? (N/A if
agency/facility has not installed or updated a video monitoring
system, electronic surveillance system, or other monitoring
technology since August 20, 2012, or since the last PREA audit,
whichever is later.)

115.42 (c)

Use of screening information

When deciding whether to assign a transgender or intersex inmate
to a facility for male or female inmates, does the agency consider,
on a case-by-case basis, whether a placement would ensure the
inmate’s health and safety, and whether a placement would
present management or security problems (NOTE: if an agency by
policy or practice assigns inmates to a male or female facility on
the basis of anatomy alone, that agency is not in compliance with
this standard)?

yes

When making housing or other program assignments for
transgender or intersex inmates, does the agency consider, on a
case-by-case basis, whether a placement would ensure the
inmate’s health and safety, and whether a placement would
present management or security problems?

yes

115.66 (a)

Preservation of ability to protect inmates from contact with

abusers

Are both the agency and any other governmental entities
responsible for collective bargaining on the agency’s behalf
prohibited from entering into or renewing any collective
bargaining agreement or other agreement that limit the agency’s
ability to remove alleged staff sexual abusers from contact with
any inmates pending the outcome of an investigation or of a
determination of whether and to what extent discipline is
warranted?

yes

115.87 (a)

Data collection

Does the agency collect accurate, uniform data for every
allegation of sexual abuse at facilities under its direct control
using a standardized instrument and set of definitions?

yes

115.87 (b)

Data collection

Does the agency aggregate the incident-based sexual abuse data
at least annually?

yes

115.87 (c)

Data collection




Does the incident-based data include, at a minimum, the data
necessary to answer all questions from the most recent version of
the Survey of Sexual Violence conducted by the Department of
Justice?

yes

115.87 (d)

Data collection

Does the agency maintain, review, and collect data as needed
from all available incident-based documents, including reports,
investigation files, and sexual abuse incident reviews?

yes

115.87 (e)

Data collection

Does the agency also obtain incident-based and aggregated data
from every private facility with which it contracts for the
confinement of its inmates? (N/A if agency does not contract for
the confinement of its inmates.)

yes

115.87 (f)

Data collection

Does the agency, upon request, provide all such data from the
previous calendar year to the Department of Justice no later than
June 307 (N/A if DOJ has not requested agency data.)

yes

115.88 (a)

Data review for corrective action

Does the agency review data collected and aggregated pursuant
to § 115.87 in order to assess and improve the effectiveness of its
sexual abuse prevention, detection, and response policies,
practices, and training, including by: Identifying problem areas?

yes

Does the agency review data collected and aggregated pursuant
to § 115.87 in order to assess and improve the effectiveness of its
sexual abuse prevention, detection, and response policies,
practices, and training, including by: Taking corrective action on an
ongoing basis?

yes

Does the agency review data collected and aggregated pursuant
to § 115.87 in order to assess and improve the effectiveness of its
sexual abuse prevention, detection, and response policies,
practices, and training, including by: Preparing an annual report of
its findings and corrective actions for each facility, as well as the
agency as a whole?

yes

115.88 (b)

Data review for corrective action

Does the agency’s annual report include a comparison of the
current year’s data and corrective actions with those from prior
years and provide an assessment of the agency’s progress in
addressing sexual abuse?

yes




115.88 (c)

Data review for corrective action

Is the agency’s annual report approved by the agency head and
made readily available to the public through its website or, if it
does not have one, through other means?

yes

115.88 (d)

Data review for corrective action

Does the agency indicate the nature of the material redacted
where it redacts specific material from the reports when
publication would present a clear and specific threat to the safety
and security of a facility?

yes

115.89 (a)

Data storage, publication, and destruction

Does the agency ensure that data collected pursuant to § 115.87
are securely retained?

yes

115.89 (b)

Data storage, publication, and destruction

Does the agency make all aggregated sexual abuse data, from
facilities under its direct control and private facilities with which it
contracts, readily available to the public at least annually through
its website or, if it does not have one, through other means?

yes

115.89 (c)

Data storage, publication, and destruction

Does the agency remove all personal identifiers before making
aggregated sexual abuse data publicly available?

yes

115.89 (d)

Data storage, publication, and destruction

Does the agency maintain sexual abuse data collected pursuant to
§ 115.87 for at least 10 years after the date of the initial
collection, unless Federal, State, or local law requires otherwise?

yes

115.401
(a)

Frequency and scope of audits

During the prior three-year audit period, did the agency ensure
that each facility operated by the agency, or by a private
organization on behalf of the agency, was audited at least once?
(Note: The response here is purely informational. A "no" response
does not impact overall compliance with this standard.)

yes

115.401
(b)

Frequency and scope of audits

Is this the first year of the current audit cycle? (Note: a “no”
response does not impact overall compliance with this standard.)

yes




If this is the second year of the current audit cycle, did the agency
ensure that at least one-third of each facility type operated by the
agency, or by a private organization on behalf of the agency, was
audited during the first year of the current audit cycle? (N/A if this
is not the second year of the current audit cycle.)

na

If this is the third year of the current audit cycle, did the agency
ensure that at least two-thirds of each facility type operated by
the agency, or by a private organization on behalf of the agency,
were audited during the first two years of the current audit cycle?
(N/A if this is not the third year of the current audit cycle.)

yes

115.403
()

Audit contents and findings

The agency has published on its agency website, if it has one, or
has otherwise made publicly available, all Final Audit Reports. The
review period is for prior audits completed during the past three
years PRECEDING THIS AUDIT. The pendency of any agency
appeal pursuant to 28 C.F.R. § 115.405 does not excuse
noncompliance with this provision. (N/A if there have been no Final
Audit Reports issued in the past three years, or, in the case of
single facility agencies, there has never been a Final Audit Report
issued.)

yes
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