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and Jail

Case Intensive Community Substance Pretrial Employment Mental Group-Based Supervision Assessment Population Total Grants
Year Administration Management Supervision?! Service Abuse? Services!  and Training3 Health3 Education3 Programs?3 Programs! Services! Monitor Other?* Awarded
2001 $2,855,892 $1,876,152  $2,074,065 $1,474,668 $1,606,626 $1,727,150 $376,925 $261,852 $483,263 $200,082  $12,936,675
2002 $2,656,465 $2,021,065  $2,272,033 $1,251,487 $1,669,408 $1,533,289 $379,461 $268,103 $774,471 $157,353  $12,983,135
2003 $2,737,681 $2,020,787  $1,717,315 $1,117,195 $1,281,772 $1,549,280 $445,754 $237,559 $870,969 $1,003,085  $12,981,397
2004 $2,607,890 $2,225,010  $1,609,160 $1,266,831 $1,354,138 $1,321,149 $298,016 $285,552 $1,418,238 $566,299  $12,952,283
2005 $2,709,336 $2,022,082  $1,543,469 $1,114,338 $1,512,027 $1,346,824 $209,153 $232,014 $1,412,653 $455,550  $12,557,446
2006 $2,755,272 $2,044,515  $1,380,345 $1,052,151 $1,505,414 $1,497,048 $156,018 $428,786 $1,509,537 $188,119  $12,517,205
2007 $2,857,929 $2,024,657  $1,276,775 $1,030,640 $1,756,243 $1,440,482 $147,278 $405,120 $1,468,301 $8,869  $12,416,294
2008 $2,786,723 $1,972,359  $1,236,560 $1,030,077 $1,749,935 $1,572,539 $128,778 $381,022 $1,568,322 $14,095  $12,440,410
2009 $2,734,543 $1,960,924  $1,401,490 $1,014,285 $1,790,202 $1,497,515 $128,778 $356,902 $1,627,548 $9,345  $12,521,532
2010 $2,739,517 $2,047,091  $1,452,615 $1,016,941 $1,711,875 $1,415,429 $134,298 $403,384 $1,632,229 $12,345  $12,565,724
2011 $2,875,680 $2,048,975  $1,448,956 $1,060,463 $1,723,430 $1,529,649 $186,700 $468,639 $1,823,547 $479,288  $13,645,327
2012 $2,844,978 $1,184,407 $1,063,307 $192,571 $3,580,009  $2,085,252 $1,220,552 $1,118,836 $230,566  $13,520,478
2013 $2,815,456 $1,225,211 $1,078,432 $221,703 $3,561,227  $1,910,468 $1,251,456 $1,158,844 $280,323  $13,503,120
2014 $2,673,028 $992,388 $952,184 $200,153 $3,040,316  $1,867,817 $1,050,728 $1,181,384 $200,000 $12,157,998
2015 $2,705,100 $975,126 $900,600 $213,152 $3,115,048  $1,891,390 $932,800 $1,147,575 $214,348  $12,095,139
2016 $2,734,216 $1,412,305 $281,603 $293,103 $3,233,527  $1,871,549 $957,741 $975,048 $398,908  $12,158,000
2017 $2,565,427 $1,347,621 $124,592 $395,543 $3,385,900  $1,852,855 $1,128,772 $810,384 $546,906  $12,158,000
2018 $2,564,061 $1,319,168 $314,386 $3,623,164  $1,746,705 $1,210,784 $728,672 $686,405  $12,193,345
2019 $2,560,685 $1,165,928 $364,690 $3,421,834  $2,163,775 $1,142,757 $681,696 $656,259  $12,157,624
2020 $2,646,485 $937,994 $302,143 $3,419,229  $2,321,732 $1,167,370 $553,744 $359,304  $11,708,001
2021 $2,869,176 $1,215,347 $344,209 $3,591,000  $2,487,781 $1,554,444 $555,809 $440,806  $13,058,572
2022 $2,973,039 $1,187,740 $422,918 $3,345,895  $2,575,962 $1,659,657 $490,400 $409,007  $13,064,618

1Starting in 2012, grants for Intensive Supervision are included in the Supervision Programs category; grants for Pretrial Services are included partially in the Supervision Programs category and partially in the Assessment Services category.
2Starting in 2012, grants for substance abuse treatment are included in the Group-Based Programs category; funding remaining in the Substance Abuse category is for substance abuse testing.
3Starting in 2012, grants for Employment and Training, Mental Health, and Education are included in the Group-Based Programs category.
4Other category includes reserve funding, as well as grant funding for pilot programs, and grant funding for programming that does not fit the descriptions or criteria of other listed categories (i.e., fugitive apprehension).

The commitment of funds among program categories has changed over time, and is expected to continue to change as increased efforts are made throughout the state to address recidivism reduction through improving treatment effectiveness. More
specifically, it is expected there will be a continued shifting of resources to cognitive behavioral-based and other programming for high risk of recidivism offenders. This shifting or reallocation of resources reflects the effort and commitment of local jurisdictions
to improve treatment effectiveness and reduce recidivism through the development and implementation of new approaches to substance abuse treatment, education and employment programming, improved case planning, sanction and service matching, case
management functions, and strengthened monitoring and evaluation capabilities.

Source: Summary of Michigan Department of Corrections Statistical Reports; Office of Community Corrections, Reentry Administration
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