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In system dynamics, informal causal
maps and formal models ... are used
to “uncover and understand

PEaCC Update
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PEaCC Evolution

From DoC & Previously Incarcerated Leaders, we learned:

Safety and security are not synonymous; we need a causal loop diagram to illustrate system of safety, which
includes personal safety and well-being of all people, to help illustrate how deprivation and exclusion
actually decrease safety for all and community inclusion, access and opportunity increase safety for all.

From Family Focus Group, we learned:

Contrary to our expectations, cost is not the primary issue with information and communications technology that
family members report. Rather, they find the quality of network connections and extremely limited time windows
to be the greatest barriers they face in staying connected.

From Re-entry Focus Group, we learned:
Reentry providers report a key benefit of increasing technology in correctional facilities as a way to increase
transparency in prison practices thereby improving the safety of people in custody.

From Previously Incarcerated Focus Group, we learned:

Some key issues that incarcerated people face with readjusting to modern technology upon release are that the
available equipment for those incarcerated is dated, and only provided for a short time. For instance, a Microsoft
Word class lasts for only 3 months and upon completion the program cannot be accessed again. For those who
take such classes years before release the gained knowledge is largely lost.




