UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

Jane Roe, as Mother and 2 Case No. C1-01-422
Custodian of Johnny Roe, et al. :
Plaintiffs, : Judge Beckwith
Vs, : Magistrate Judge Sherman
Butler County, Ohio et al., : NOTICE OF FILING RULE 68 OFFER
. OF JUDGMENT AND ACCEPTANCE
Defendants. : OF JUDGMENT

Plaintiffs give notice of filing Butler County, Ohio’s Rule 68 offer of judgment

and the Plaintiffs’ acceptance of the judgment.

Respectfully submitted,

N ]2 éﬂ on ( L
A phonse A. Gerhardstein (0032053)
Trial Attorney for Plaintiffs
Jennifer L. Branch (0038893)
Attorney for Plaintiffs
617 Vine Street #1409
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
(513) 621-9100

Mark Conese #004637
Attorney for Plaintiffs
21 Ludlow Street
Hamilton, OH 45011
(512) 737-7044



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the preceding pleading was mailed August 18,

2003 to:
Jack C. McGowan T. Andrew Vollmer
Attorney for Butler County Defendants Gordon D. Armold
246 High Street Attorneys for Mr. and Mrs. Coe #2
Hamilton, OH 45011 Freund, Freeze & Arnold
Fax: 868-1190 One Dayton Centre

1 South Main Street, Suite 1800
Michael R. Vorhees Dayton, OH 45402-2017
Attorney for Mr. and Mrs. Coe #1 Fax: 937-222-5369

Phillips Law Firm, Inc.
9521 Montgomery Road
Cincinnati, OH 45242
Fax: 985-2503
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

Jane Roe, as Mother and - Case No. C1-01-422
(Custodian of Johnny Roe, et al. :

Plaintiffs, 1 Judge Beckwith

Vs. - Magistrate Judge Sherman
Butler County, Ohio et al,, : DEFENDANT BUTLER COUNTY,
: OHIO’S OFFER O AND
Defendants. ¢ PLAINTIFFS’ ACCEPTANCE
OFFER OF JUDGMENT

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. Proc 68, Defendant Butler County, Ohio offers to allow
judgment to be taken against it for a tota] of Two Hundred Thousand Dollars
(5200,000.00). The amount of any benefits received by Plaintiffs (from insurance or
cther source) has been deducted from Butler County’s judgment pursuant 1o Ohio
Fevigsed Code § 2744.05(B)(1). This judgment amount includes compensarory damages
t3 Johnay Roe of Eighty-Four Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($84,500.00),
compensatory damages to Jane Roe of Ten Thousand Dollars (310,000.00) costs of
Eleven Thousand Dollars ($11,000.00), and reasonable attorney fees of Ninety-Four
Thousand Five Hundred Dollars (594,500.00).

Butler County further offers to convene, by January [, 2005, a Jurisdictional
Flanning Assistance Program, utilizing the Michigan State University School of Criminal
Justice Center for Research and Professional Development, to plan for future juvenile

detention needs in Butler County (see attached program description). Butler County does

not admit any liability by making this offer of judgment,
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Respectfully Submitted,

Attomt.zy for Defendant Butler County, Ohio
“" 246 High Street
Hamilton, OH 45011

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T hereby certify that a copy of the preceding pleading was mailed
Aog.ct” 75 ,2003 to
7 7

Alphonse A. Gerhardstein (0032053)
Tnal Ationey for Plaintiffs

Jennifer L. Branch (0038893)
Attorney for Plaintiffs

617 Vine Streer #1409

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

(513) 621-9100

Mark Conese #004637
Artorney for Plaintiffs
21 Ludlow Street
Hamilton, OH 45011
(512) 737-7044
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MIcHIGAN INITIATIVE T0 REINVEST IN JUVENILE JuSTIeE - DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

Purpose

To assist counties to stratogloally plan for systemic change to reduce unnecessary uae of juvenile
conflnement facilities, to reduce costs, and to reinvest in effective communilv-based al'e-native
sorvices and suparvislon cf dslinquent youth.

Doscriptien of Issuos to be Addressed

v
¥

Mzry communities rcly heavily on ceatly confinement of youth in facilities to administer juvenile justice.

Jnnecessary confinement does nct further public safety, is not an sffective use of public funds, and is
ar improper praclice whicn can, in tact, 18ad to 2 higher juvenile erime rats.

The population cf many secure facllities includes a substenlial number of youth who have committed
nc offerse or who are being held for a nun-serious ulense, g public nuisance charge, or a technical
violation of prebation or parole.

Ir many commundies minority youth are placed infe eecure facilitics in numbers disproportionate to the
volume and severity of offenses they commit.

Michigan's systam of local/state ccst srarng for juvenile justce supervision and services makes it
essenlial thal hoth state and local leadership review and rev se 1nsolind practicas wharaver they are
found.

Strategic Pian for System Improvement

v

The State Court Adminisirative Office and tke Family infepencence Agency are committing finarcial
resources and in partnership with the Departrert of Community Hesalih, the Michigan Juvenile
Delenlivn Associglion and the Natlonal Juvenlle Delentinn Assnciation's Center ror Kesearch &
Professional Development (CRPO) wil provide leadership and technical assistance to jurisdictions
throughout he slale W help therm develop thelr juvenile Justce systams as continuum of supervision
services, and alternatives from the least intrusive to the most restrictiva.

This State-level collaboralive hos a3 its goels lc easist local communities: to develop core groups of

leaders to plan strategically and makc systemic changes through data-driven decisions; to
understand and implament the concepl of confinament as process not place; ard, to relnvest savec
funds in @ more affactive and efficient local system of juvenile justice.

Demenstration Shas

)

v

Four jurisdictions have been identified lo serve as “demonstration sites” for Initiation of the strateqic
planning sffort. CRPD will provide workshops 'c acquaint those communities with the process.

Process brings togethar darizinn-makers from agencies connected to juvenils juslice to critically
examne thelr system and hegin wnrking together as a core group, sharing a common vision and goals.

Juriadictional planning is a high impact, short term1, and elfeclive intervention

Anticipated Dutcomas

v

Experience has shawn in jurisdictions across the country (including Manroe and Barrian Couniies in
Michigan) that a syslemic isfurin stialegy van work o correcl these problems.

Working in partnership with local jurisdictions to devolop a continuum of allernatives, the state lavel
collaborative will assiel local communitiea to assurc more effactive Interventions, maintain public
safety. free bads for high risk youth, expand tho rangc and volume of services, end idsntify
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NJCA's Center for Reseach &

Professional Develupmenl localed
al Micligan State Univarsity provides
Jurisdictional Planning Assistance o
saleced junsdictions nalionally This
plasning moadel apphas research on
effec:ive practlices. cperalions, and
sys'ems in juvenile justice ju-isdictions
tn both juvenile delention and
cnriactions. Tre NJDA/Youth Law Cenler
curricatum is applied th-ough intensive
slrategic plaaninc  invorwvirg k2y
junsdictioral stakeholders. promoeting the
redact on of ke us2 of unrecessary
jLvenite confinemant as the focal po.ant
fur the ceal juvende jushce systen to
avaulucte its gcals, objeciives and
practices. The approacn is a logical
e<ensicn of the covenpts and princ ples
p omoled through the Ann.e E Casey
Founcaton effor:s &t juvenile delention

felerm.

?'E"\hrough an OJJIP funded prcject,
g

NJDA encoiraces jurisdictions - local,
state. reqginnal cr tribal - to cansicer ‘his
stralegic planning approach to addrass
ctowding ir facilities, unacceplable
conditicns of confinement potential
Jitigaticn and sim lar prablems through
intensive aralysis anc planning involving
a ccmmun ty stakeholder group. Priornily
will be given to those jurisdict ons
demons'rat ng a consensus for reform,
an inlerast in reinvesiment, and =
commitmenl by key stakeholders to
paiticipate. A questionnaire 1o assist 0
profiling the jur sdiction’s current juve ulz
jushice system must he ccmpleted as part
ol the app inatior pracess

he agprozch . relying heavily upcn

the stakeholdszr greup's ex

ptoration of suzczssful methods of
change i s mila stualions with
reccgmzed )uvenile uslice axpsarls, cen
davelop and sugporl commun ly synergy
leading o a more e'leclive uventle
jus:ice system. Expanded under-
standinc and ownership ol lhe
jurisdiction’s juvenile jus:ice syslem will
lead to greater slakeholder involvemen:
and on-going parlnerships w'th the
sysem. Problems in a juvenile justice
syslem often develop, in par! cue 10
isolaticn of the system or a componen:
o’ lhe =ystam. Expenence indicaies tha
expandec slekehclder involvemen:
rediices isolation and brings abou-
ircreasec nvestment leading lo strenglr
and quality

Jurisdictional

Planning Assistan

+

’

Is your juvenie detanuan or conedcko
facilizy 1ousmig marse youth hhan it wa
designed to Folu?

Are vou or cthers n Jaur Sonnwunity |
jutisdiclion concermed aboul condition
confinement in yiur “acikty or fadlite:

Do you feel like ycu are in cha-ge of
"nne size fits all” ayslem without @

sufficien! range of orticns or a1 abit
cantamn costs to meei the many cifien
neecs of the youtr you ar= lo serve?

- Do you lve infear of a lawsuil becau

conditions of confinement er crcvding
your jurisdiciion?
Is your juvenile Lshioe syst2m under !

frcm 172 community o the media due
these or similar issues™

I} you cen answer 'yes' lo any of 1l
questions, you may wan: to read further

Nauonal Juvenile Detenticr Association
a progiar e assist jurisdichons acros!
country to addiess successfuly these
relatad invanila 1 elva ~Aanrarne



Wwhat is Jarisdictional

vianning Assistance?

1 Two days of zonsructive interachon and
core qroup: developmenl! facilitated ty a
team cf reccgnized cxp=2rts i juv=nilz
justice who present exemplary juvzinla
justice aractices and programs

2 A forum that brings stakeholders from
agencies connecied o uvvenie jaslice
tngelher to cribically examine their systam.

3  Stn.ctued activities 1nat lead \c greater
agrecment on -he purpose of the local
juvenile justce system, including Fands-
2n aroup problem-solving simulatlon using
aciual pavenle juslice syslem dala

1. Exploration of stralegic planmire issues,
va Les. gnc demaographics specific ta thz
jutisdision and iis juvenie cenfinerent
p-aclices.

5 Provisicn of follow-up planning and
techinical assslance

Whal arc potential outcomes
for my jurisdiction as a result
of participation?

1. Ajurisdiction-wida visicn and mission icr
the uverile justice systam. and an aclion
plar fur change.

2 Acchesive core group with a commitmert
fcr further rvolverent in and advacany
fcr reform of its juveni e sysler

1 Sakeholders who bave eramples and
practice making data-dnven deasions

d Resource maloer als 1elaling to oest
pirachces in Juvenile jushice

5 A1 on-going, communiy-focused. dala-
driver. decsicn-rmaking modei for a
communily correct ens coninudm and dn

crpiasis on improved dat: collecticr and .

spplicaticr hrough commun cstier

B. A balanca of paohe safey and effective
corfiremanl practices wrh remvestment
stialegies o stengthen and broaden the
local juveniic juslicn system

o explore the polential for your

jurisdictior to participate in this

stratzgic planming  program,
Jurisdictlional Planning Assistance
contacl carry Miesrer. Directo- of
Stra‘egic anc Effechive Praclices. at the
NJDA Certer for Keseaich & Pro’essional
Deveopmren!. He can be raached al
517-432-1245 or by e-mai at
larry miesner@@ssc.mse  edu

NJDA (PP
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
WESTERN DIVISION

Jane Roe, as Mother and - Case No. C1-01-422
Custodian of Johnny Roe, et al.

Judge Beckwith
Plaintiffs,

Magistrate Judge Sherman
Vs,
: PLAINTIFFS’ ACCEPTANCE OF
Butler County, Ohio et al., : JUDGMENT AGAINST BUTLER
: COUNTY, OHIO

Defendants.

ACCEPTANCE OF JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs agree to accept Butler County, Ohio’s offer of judgment. Plaintiffs
further agree that within five business days of the judgment being entered, Plaintiffs will
dismiss Defendants Tom Barnes, Frank Herzog, Ray Simms, Phillip Mack, James
Larison, Larry Neal, Mark Perry, Dawn Anderson, Linda Stiffler, Linda Horne, Devin

Goodman, James Keene, Rob Clevenger, and John and/or Jane Doe # 8-10.

Respectfully submitted,

I\ .L/\/M’}_g\.__ \Li (&"‘l (A/}'l [/(’\.
Alphonse A. Gerhardstein (0032053)
Trial Attor‘mey for Plaintiffs
Jennifer L. Branch (0038893)
Attorney for Plaintiffs
617 Vine Street #1409
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202
(513) 621-9100

Mark Conese #004637
Attorney for Plaintiffs
21 Ludlow Street
Hamilton, OH 45011
(512) 737-7044



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a copy of the preceding pleading was mailed August 14§
3 to:

Jack C. McGowan

Attorney for Butler County Ohio
246 High Street

Hamilton, OH 45011

Fax: 868-1190

C At “j/( L g

J cny{ifer L. Qranch
Attorney for Plaintiffs



