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BEFORE THE
COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN RE TEST CLAIM ON:

Welfare and Insti~tions  Sections 6250 and
6600 Through 6608, Chapter 762,
Statutes of 1995, Chapter 763, Statutes
of 1995, Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996

By the County of Los Angeles

NO. CSM - 4509

S~xuul~y  Violent Predators

STATEMENT OF DECISION
PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT
CODE SECTION 17500 ET SEQ.;
TITLE 2, CALIFORNIA CODE OF
REGULATIONS, DIVISION 2,
CHAPTER 2.5, ARTICLE 7.

STATEMENT OF DECISION

The attached Statement of Decision of the Commission on State Mandates was adopted on June 25,
1998.

This Decision shall become effective on June 25, 1998.

Exhibit A
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Adopted: June 25, 1998
File Number: CSM 4509
f: \M~dates\c~ille\4509\propsod.  dot
Document Date: June 12, 1998

ITEM # 4

PROPOSED STATEMENT OF DECISION
Welfare and Insti~tions  Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6 6 0 8

Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995
Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995

Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996
County of Los Angeles, Claimant

Sexually Violent Predators

Executive Summary

On May 28, 1998, the Cornmission approved this test claim with a 7-O vote.

The test claim legislation establishes new civil commitment  procedures for the continued
detention and treatment of sexually violent predators following completion of prison term for
certain sex-related offenses. Before detention and treatment are imposed, the county attorney is
required to file a petition for civil commitment. A trial is then conducted to determine if the
inmate is a sexually violent predator beyond a reasonable doubt. If the inrnate accused of being
a sexually violent predator is indigent, the test claim legislation requires counties to provide the
indigent with the assistance of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the defense.

The Commission found that the test claim legislation imposes a new program upon counties
since the procedures to cornrnit  the sexually violent predator are civil, rather than criminal, and
is not within the county’s preexisting duty to prosecute crime.

The Cornrnission also recognized that the 6th and 14th Amendments of the U.S. Constitution
provide that an indigent accused has the right to counsel and expert services necessary to
prepare the defense at public expense.

Nonetheless, the Commission found that the test claim legislation is mandated by the state.
There is no federal statutory or regulatory scheme requiring the states to keep sexually violent
predators confined. The Commission recognized that what sets the 6th and 14th Amendments
in motion and causes the public defender to safeguard the rights of the indigent defendant, is the
state’s enactment of the sexually violent predator legislation. If the state had not created this
program, inmates would be released following completion of their prison term, counties would
not be compelled to initiate these proceedings and services from defense counsel and experts
would not have to be provided to indigent inmates.
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Accordingly, the Cornmission concluded that the test claim legislation imposes a new program
or higher level of service upon local agencies within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6,
of the California Constitution.

The Commission approved the test claim for reimbursement of the following activities:

Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil
commitment proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5 6601, subd. (i) .)

Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5
6601, subd. (i).)

Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment  by the county’s designated
counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6601, subd. (j).)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at the probable cause hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5 6602 .)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 0  5  6603 and 6604 .)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 0 6605, subds. (b)  through (d), and 6608, subds.
(a) through (d).)

Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $5 6603 and 6605, subd. (d) .)

Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 0 6602 .)

The Commission denied the remaining provisions of the test claim legislation because they do
not impose reimbursable  state mandated activities upon local agencies.

Staff Recommendation

Based on the foregoing, staff recommends  that the Cornmission approve the attached Proposed
Statement of Decision which accurately reflects the Commission’s decision to approve this test
claim.
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BEFORE THE

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN RE TEST CLAIM ON:

Welfare and Institutions Code Sections
6250 and 6600 through 6608 as added by
Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995,
Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995, and
Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996

And filed on May 30, 1996;

By the County of Los Angeles, Claimant.

NO. CSM - 4509

SEXUALLY ~OLE~ PR.EDATORS

PROPOSED STATEMENT OF
DECISION PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION
17500 ET SEQ.; TITLE 2,
CALIFORNIA CODE OF
REGULATIONS, DIVISION 2,
CHAPTER 2.5, ARTICLE 7.

(Presented for adoption on
June 25, 1998)

PROPOSED STATEMENT OF DECISION

The Cornmission on State Mandates (Connnission) on May 28, 1998 heard this test claim,
during a regularly scheduled hearing. Mr. Leonard Kaye appeared for the County of Los
Angeles. Ms. Marsha A. Bedwell,  Deputy Attorney General, represented the Department of
Finance, and Mr. James Apps appeared for the Department of Finance. The following persons
were witnesses for the County of Los Angeles: Mr. Robert Kalunian, Mr. John Vacca,
Mr. Kent Cahill, and Ms. Martha Zavala.

At the hearing, evidence both oral and documentary was introduced, the test claim  was
submitted, and the vote was taken.

The law applicable to the Commission’s  determination of a reimbursable state mandated
program is Government Code section 17500 et seq. and section 6, article XIII B of the
California Constitution and related case law.

The Commission, by a vote of 7 to 0, approved this test claim.
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BACKGROUND

In 1995, the Legislature established civil commitment procedures for the continued detention
and treatment of sexually violent offenders following their completion of a prison terrn for
certain sex-related offenses through the enactment of Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995,
and Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996.

Section 1 of Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995, reveals the intent of the test claim legislation as
follows:

“The Legislature further finds and declares that while these individuals
have been duly punished for their criminal acts, they are, if adjudicated
sexually violent predators, a continuing threat to society. The continuing
danger posed by these individuals and the continuing basis for their
judicial commitment is a currently diagnosed mental disorder which
predisposes them to engage in sexually violent criminal behavior. It is the
intent of the Legislature that these individuals be committed and treated
for their disorders only as long as the disorders persist and not for any
punitive purposes. ” (Emphasis added .)

A sexually violent predator is defined as (1) a person who has been convicted of a sexually
violent offense against two or more victims, (2) who has received a deterrninate sentence for
the offense, and (3) who has a diagnosed mental disorder that makes the person a danger to
others in that it is likely he or she will engage in sexually violent criminal behavior. (Welf. &
Inst., Code 8 6600$

Section 6601, subdivision (a) through (h) 2, establishes the process by which the state (through
the Department of Corrections, the Board of Prison Terms, and the Department of Mental
Health) screens individuals in custody at least six months prior to release for a sex-related
offense and determines whether such individuals are sexually violent predators. If the state
determines that such individuals are potential sexually violent predators during the screening
process, the state may petition the appropriate county for commitment.

Section 6601, subdivision (h), provides the following:

“(h) If the State Department of Mental Health determines that the person is a
sexually violent predator as defined in this article, the Director of Mental Health
shall forward a request for a petition to be filed for commitment under this

’ After this test claim was filed, Article 4 of the Welfare and Institutions Code was amended by Chapters 461 and
462, Statutes of 1996. These chapters expanded the class of potential sexually violent predators by including those
persons who (1) were found not guilty by reason of insanity for a sexually violent offense, (2) were convicted of a
sexually violent offense in another state even if a determinate sentence was not imposed, and (3) were convicted of
a sexually violent offense against a victim under the age of 14 and the offending act involved substantial sexual
conduct, as specified. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $6 6600, subd. (a), and 6600.1.) Chapters 461 and 462 are not
included in the test claim. Accordingly, reimbursement is not required for the class of persons identified above.
(However, if the claimant amends this test claim, or files a new test claim on these chapters, on or before
December 3 1, 1998, then the eligible reimbursement period for Chapters 461 and 462 would commence on July 1,
1997. (Gov. Code, 5 17557, subd. (c).)

2 Unless otherwise noted, all references are to the Welfare and Institutions Code.
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article to the county designated in subdivision (i). Copies of the evaluation
reports and any other supporting documents shall be made available to the
attorney designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) who may file a
petition for commitment in the superior court. 773  (Emphasis added.)

Once the state requests that a petition be filed, either the district attorney or the county counsel
(as designated by the county Board of Supervisors) reviews the records and reports forwarded
by the state to determine if they concur with the state’s recommendation. If the county’s
designated counsel concurs that the person is a sexually violent predator, the county’s
designated counsel must file a petition for commitment in the superior court. Section 6601,
subdivision (i) , specifically provides :

“(i) if the county ‘s designated counsel concurs with the recommendation, a
petition for commitment  shall be filed in the superior court of the county in which
the person was convicted of the offense for which he or she is under the
jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections. The petition shall be filed, and
either the district attorney or the county counsel of that county shall handle the
proceedings. The county board of supervisors shall designate either the district
attorney or the county counsel to assume responsibility for proceedings under this
article. ” (Emphasis added.)

Once a petition for cornrnitment  is filed with the superior court, the court reviews the petition to
determine if probable cause exists that the inmate is likely to engage in sexually violent
predatory behavior upon release. Pursuant to section 6602, a probable cause hearing is
conducted and the inmate “shall be entitled to the assistance of counsel M during the hearing. If
the court finds that there is probable cause, the inmate  shall remain in custody in a secured
facility until a trial is completed. At trial, the trier of fact (either the court or a jury, if
requested) shall determine whether the person, by reason of a diagnosed mental disorder, is
likely to engage in acts of sexual violence upon release.

Section 6603 provides that the inmate is entitled to a trial by jury, the assistance of counsel, and
the right to retain experts or professionals to perform an examination on his or her behalf.
Section 6603 specifically provides :

“(a) A person subject to this article shall be entitled to a trial by jury, the
assistance of counsel, the right to retain experts or professional persons to
perform an examination on his or her behalf and have access to all relevant
medical and psychological records and reports. In the case of a person who is
indigent, the court shall appoint counsel to assist him or her, and, upon the
person ‘s request, assist the person in obtaining an expert or professional person
to perform an examination or participate in the trial on the person’s behalf.

“(b) The attorney petitioning for commitment  under this article shall have the
right to demand that the trial be before a jury.

3 Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, made a minor amendment to section 6601, subdivision (h), by adding the words “in
the superior court” at the end of the subdivision.

8



6

“(c) If no demand is made by the person subject to this article or the petitioning
attorney, the trial shall be before the court without jury.

“(d) A unanimous verdict shall be required in any jury trial. ” (Emphasis added.)

If the court or jury determines, beyond a reasonable doubt, that the person is a sexually violent
predator, the person is committed for two years to the custody of the State Department of
Mental Health for appropriate treatment and confinement in a secured facility. (Welf. & Inst.
Code, 0 6604.) The two-year civil commitment is subject to an annual review by the state and
extension of the commitment if the mental disorder and danger to the community continue.
(Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 6605 .)

With each yearly review, the committed  person also has a right to petition the court for
conditional release. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 6605, subd. (b) .) If the committed person
affirmatively waives the right to petition the court for conditional release, the committed
person remains in custody until the end of the two-year commitment. On the other hand, if the
committed person does not affirmatively waive this right, the court “shall  set a show cause
hearing to determine whether facts exist to warrant a hearing on whether the person’s condition
has changed. fl The inmate has the right to be present and to have an attorney present at the
show cause hearing.

If the court determines at the show cause hearing that the inmate’s mental condition has
changed and that he or she is no longer a danger, the court shall set a hearing on that issue.
(Welf. & Inst. Code, 8  6605, subd. (c) .) At this subsequent hearing, the inmate “has a right
to be present and shall be entitled to the benefit of all constitutional protections that were
aflorded  to him or her at the initial commitment proceeding. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6605,
subd.(d).)

Section 6605, subdivision (d) further provides that:

“. . .The attorney designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) of Section
6601 shall represent the state and shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to
have the committed person evaluated by experts chosen by the state. The
committed person also shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to have
experts evaluate him or her on his or her behalf. The court shall appoint an
expert tf the person is indigent and requests an appointment. The burden of proof
at the hearing shall be on the state to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the
committed person’s diagnosed mental disorder remains such that he or she is a
danger to the health and safety of others and is likely to engage in sexually violent
criminal behavior if discharged. ” (Emphasis added.)

If the court or jury decides against the committed person at the hearing, the term of
commitment of the person runs for an additional period of two years from the date of the
ruling. If the court or jury decides in favor of the committed person (i.e, that the committed
person no longer presents a danger to society), the committed person is unconditionally
released. (Welf. & Inst. Code, (5  6605, subd. (e) .)
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In addition, the sexually violent predator can be released, either unconditionally or on an
outpatient basis, with the following procedures:

? At any time, the State Department of Mental Health can seek judicial review pursuant to
the habeas corpus procedure if the state believes the committed person is no longer a
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 6605, subd. (f)  .)

0

0

The State Department of Mental Health can file a report and recommendation for
conditional release if the facts suggest that the committed person is not likely to commit
acts of predatory sexual violence while under the supervision and treatment in the
column.  (FVelf.  & Inst. Code, 0 6607 .) If the court accepts the recommendation from
the Department of Mental Health, a hearing is held pursuant to section 6608, subdivision
(b), (c) and (d), to determine if the person would be a danger if released to the community
under supervision. Notice of the hearing is given to the designated county counsel, the
attorney who represented the inmate at the initial commitment proceeding, and the
Department of Mental Health. If the court determines that the committed  person continues
to pose a threat to others, the cornrnitted  person remains in custody until the end of the two-
year commitment. On the other hand, if the court determines that the committed person no
longer poses a threat to the community, the committed person is placed in a state-operated
conditional release program. At the end of the conditional release program, the court sets a
hearing to determine if the committed  person should be unconditionally released. (Welf. &
Inst. Code, 0 6608, subd. (g).)

After one year of commitment, the sexually violent predator may petition the court directly
for conditional outpatient release. The court may dismiss the petition if it determines the
petition is without merit. If the petition is not frivolous, the court shall set a hearing, with
notice to the designated county counsel, defense attorney and Department of Mental Health.
(Welf. & Inst. Code, 0 6608, subds. (a) and (b)  .) If the court determines that the
committed  person remains a threat to others, the committed  person remains in custody until
the end of the two-year commitment. If, on the other hand, the court determines that the
committed person no longer poses a threat to the community, the court places the
committed  person in a state-operated conditional release program for one year. Thereafter,
another hearing is set by the court to determine if the committed  person should be
unconditionally released. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6608, subd. (g) .)

The test claim legislation is similar to the Mentally Disordered Sex Offenders (MDSO)
legislation. (Stats. 1977, ch. 164.) Both programs provide for the civil commitment of persons
determined to be a MDSO or sexually violent predator to a state mental facility.

The Legislature appropriated funds to reimburse local governments for the costs associated with
the MDSO program. However, in 1981, Chapter 928 repealed the MDSO portion of the statute
prospectively (Welf. & Inst. Code, 3 63 16.2))  and provided that persons committed  under
section 63 16.2 would remain governed by this section until their cornrnitments  are terminated.
Thus, counties continue to be reimbursed for the MDSO program.

Under former section 6316.2, a person who suffers from a mental disease, defect, or disorder,
and as result of such mental disease, defect, or disorder, is predisposed to the commission of
sexual offenses to such a degree that he or she presents a substantial danger of bodily harm to
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others, may be civilly committed to a state mental facility. The statute further specifies that a
patient (alleged MDSO) is entitled to the rights guaranteed under the state and federal
Constitutions for criminal proceedings. These rights include the right to counsel, defense
witnesses, and examinations.

Reimbursement is still provided for costs of transportation, care and custody of the patient
(MDSO), trial costs, juror fees, and prosecuting district attorneys’ costs if consent is given by
the Attorney General for the district attorney to represent the state in proceedings under former
section 63 16 -2. It should also be noted that the State Public Defender may contract with county
public defenders to provide indigent legal defense. (Gov. Code, 5 15402 .)

COMMISSION FINDINGS

Issue 1: Does the sexually violent predator legislation enacted by Chapters 762 and 763 of
Statutes of 1995, and Chapter 4 of Statutes of 1996, impose a new program or
higher level of service upon local agencies within the meaning of section 6,
article XIII B of the California Constitution?4

In order for a statute, which is the subject of a test claim, to impose a reimbursable state
mandated program, the statutory language must direct or obligate an activity or task upon local
governmental entities. Further, the required activity or task must be new or it must create an
increased or higher level of service over the former required level of service. To determine if
a required activity is new or imposes a higher level of service, a comparison must be
undertaken between the test claim  legislation and the legal requirements in effect immediately
before the enactment of the test claim  legislation. Finally, the newly required activity or
increased level of service must be state mandated.5

As indicated above, the test claim legislation requires a series of activities for the civil
commitment  of potential sexually violent predators following completion of their criminal
sentence. These activities are described below.

Activities Performed by Counties

The Cornmission found that the test claim legislation obligates counties to complete the
following activities for the civil commitment of sexually violent predators:

? Designate counsel to handle sexually violent predator cases referred by the state.
(Welf. & Inst. Code, 5 6601, subd. (i).)

4 Section 6, article XIII B states: “Whenever the Legislature or any state agency mandates a new program or
higher level of service on any local government, the state shall provide a subvention of funds to reimburse such
local government for the costs of such program or increased level of service, except that the Legislature may, but
need not, provide such subvention of funds for the following mandates: (a) Legislative mandates requested by the
local agency affected; (b) Legislation defining a new crime or changing an existing definition of a crime; or
(c) Legislative mandates enacted prior to January 1, 1975, or executive orders or regulations initially implementing
legislation enacted prior to January 1, 1975. ”

5  County of Los Angeles v. State of California (1987) 43 Cal.3d 46, 56; Carmel  Valley Fire Protection Dist. v.
State of California (1987) 190 Cal.App.3d 521, 537; Lucia Mar UniYed  School Dist. v.  Honig (1988) 44 Cal.3d
830, 835.
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Review cases referred by the state to determine if county counsel concurs with the state’s
recommendation to proceed with civil commitment  procedures. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5
6601, subd. (i)!)

File petitions for civil commitment with the superior court. (Welf. & Inst. Code, Q  6601,
subd. (i) .)

Represent the State of California and the indigent inmate in the civil commitment probable
cause hearing, trial and all subsequent hearings and reviews. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $3
6601, subd. (i), 6602, 6603, 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds. (a) through
w

Provide the indigent inrnate  with necessary experts and investigation to prepare the defense
for trial and subsequent hearings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $5  6603 and 6605, subd. (d).)

Transport and house the inmate during the civil commitment  proceedings. (Welf. & Inst.
Code, 6 6602.)

The Commission recognized that the activities listed above are performed by counties who
carry out a basic governmental function by providing a service to the public. Such activities
are not imposed on state residents generally. Therefore, the first requirement necessary to
determine whether the Legislature has imposed a reimbursable state mandated program is
satisfied.

Moreover, the Commission found that the provisions of the test claim legislation impose new
requirements, not previously imposed, upon the counties to implement civil commitment
procedures for sexually violent predators following the completion of a criminal sentence.
Although the MDSO program imposed similar activities upon counties, that program was
repealed before the sexually violent predator legislation was enacted. Additionally, the
procedure is civil, rather than criminal. Therefore, the test claim legislation imposes  duties on
counties that are not within their preexisting duty to prosecute crime relating to sexually violent
predators .7

Accordingly, the Commission found that the test claim legislation constitutes a new program by
satisfying two of the requirements necessary to determine whether legislation imposes a
reimbursable state mandated program.

However, the Commission continued its analysis to deterrnine whether the sexually violent
predator legislation is state mandated, or merely implements a federal law. Since the finding

6 Section 6601, subdivision (i), provides that “ifthe county’s designated counsel concurs with the reco~endation,
a petition for commitment shall be filed in the superior court. ..“. Despite the use of the word “if”” in the statute,
the Comrnission found that the designated county attorney does not have discretion to file a petition for civil
commitment. Rather, the county’s attorney simply determines if he or she agrees with the state’s recommendation
based on the file and records of the inmate. If there is agreement, the county has no choice but to proceed with the
filing of the petition. Accordingly, the Commission found this requirement mandatory.

7 The Commission noted that the sexually violent predator legislation is not subject to the “crimes and infractions”
exception to reimbursement under Government Code section 17556, subdivision (g). The US. Supreme Court
held that similar sexually violent predator legislation in Kansas did not establish “criminal” proceedings and the
involuntary confinement under the legislation was not punitive. (Hendricks v. Kansas (1997) 117 S .Ct. 2072.)
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that the inrnate is a sexually violent predator results in commitment of the person to the custody
of the Department of Mental Health and confinement in a locked facility, the 6th Amendment
(right to counsel) and 14th Amendment (due process clause) of the U.S. Constitution are
implicated.

Issue 2: Is the sexually violent predator legislation state mandated?

The U.S. Supreme Court has repeatedly recognized that civil commitment  for any purpose
constitutes a significant deprivation of liberty that requires due process protection. (Addington
v. Texas (1979) 441 U.S. 418, 425, 99 SCt.  1804, 1809.) Accordingly, the Commission
recognized that the test claim legislation implicates federal due process concerns requiring
consideration of due process procedures, including the right to counsel, before one is deprived
of liberty.

The Department of Finance asserted that the indigent defense provisions of the test claim
legislation merely implements federal law through the 6th and 14th Amendments to the
U.S. Constitution and do not impose a reimbursable state mandated program. The Department
contended that although they have found no definitive United States Supreme Court authority
regarding a right to counsel in civil commitment proceedings, California courts have
recognized that legal services for indigent persons at public expense are mandated in mental
health matters where a restraint of liberty is possible. Furthermore, where there is a right to
counsel, ancillary services, such as experts and investigative services are also provided. The
Department stated: “It appears that the requirements of federal due process and equal
protection require that indigents subject to the sexually violent predator proceedings be
provided counsel and ancillary services, and to that extent, these aspects of the statute are
‘required by federal law’. ” (Citing County of Los Angeles v. Commission on State Mandates
(1995) 32 Cal.App.4th 805, 816.)

The claimant, California Public Defenders Association, the County of Monterey, the City and
County of San Francisco, the Alameda County Public Defender’s Office and the County of San
Joaquin contended that federal law does not require the state to implement the civil
commitment of sexually violent predators and, thus, a reimbursable state mandated program
exists.

Right to Counsel, Experts and Investigative Services in Civil Commitment Proceedings

The Cornmission found no United States Supreme Court authority specifically holding that a
defendant in a civil commitment proceeding has the right to counsel. However, the United
States Supreme Court has recently analyzed similar sexually violent predator legislation enacted
in Kansas and recognized that an individual’s constitutionally protected interest in avoiding
physical restraint may be overridden in the civil context provided the civil confinement takes
place pursuant to “proper procedural and evidentiary standards. ” (Hendricks v. Kansas, sup-a,
117 S.Ct.  at 2079.)8

8 The Kansas Sexually Violent Predator Act established procedures for the civil commitment  of persons who, due
to a “mental abnormality” or a “personality disorder,” are likely to engage in predatory acts of sexual violence.
Unlike the test claim legislation, the Kansas statute requires the state attorney general, rather than the local district
attorney or county counsel, to initiate commitment procedures.
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In addition, some federal courts have found that the assistance of counsel in civil proceedings
is required to meet federal due process standards. The court in Heyford  v. Parker
(10th Cir. 1968) 396 F.2d 393, held that a civil proceeding resulting in involuntary
incarceration for treatment commands  observance of the constitutional safeguards of due
process, including the right to counsel. (But see Rud v. DahZ(7th  Cir. 1978) 578 F.2d 674,
678, which held that the Supreme Court has never specifically found that a civil proceeding
requires the presence of the respondent as an element of due process.)

California courts have also recognized that legal services for indigent persons at public expense
are mandated in civil proceedings relating to mental health matters where restraint of liberty is
possible. (Phillips v. Seely  (1974) 43 Cal.App.3d 104, 113; Waltz v. Zumwalt (1985) 167
Cal.App.3d 835, 838.)

Finally, case law is clear that where there is a right to representation by counsel, necessary
ancillary services, such as experts and investigative services, are within the scope of that right.
(Mason v. State ofArizona  (9th Cir. 1974) 504 F.2d 1345; People v. Worthy (1980) 109
Cal.App.3d 514.)

Based on the foregoing authorities, the Commission found that the 6th Amendment right to
counsel and the 14th Amendment due process clause of the U.S. Constitution require legal
counsel, experts and investigative services be provided to indigent potential sexually violent
predators throughout the civil commitment proceedings. Nevertheless, for the reasons stated
below, the Commission determined that the test claim legislation represents a state mandated
program.

Federal Law Does Not Require the Civil Confinement of Sexually Violent Predators

The court addressed the issue of federal constitutional requirements under the 6th and 14th
Amendments in relation to a test claim  filed by the County of Los Angeles on Penal Code
section 987.9 (CSM-4411) in County of Los Angeles v. Commission on State Mundates  (1995)
32 Cal. App .4th  805. The test claim legislation in County of Los Angeles required counties to
pay for investigators and experts in preparation of the defense for indigent defendants in death
penalty cases.

The court in County of Los Angeles affirmed the Comrnission’s decision to deny the test claim.
The court held that Penal Code section 987.9 merely implemented the guarantees under the
U.S. Constitution. The court further held that the statute did not impose any new requirements
upon local governmental entities. Accordingly, the court found that counties are still compelled
to provide defense services under the 6th and 14th Amendments to indigents facing the death
penalty even in the absence of state law.

However, unlike the test claim  legislation in County of Los Angeles, there is no federal
statutory or regulatory scheme mandating the states to implement civil commitment proceedings
for sexually violent offenders. Therefore, the Commission recognized that local agencies
would not be compelled to provide defense and ancillary services to indigent persons accused of
being a sexually violent offender following completion of their prison term if the new program
had not been created by the state.
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Accordingly, the Commission found that the test claim legislation constitutes a state mandated
program.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, the Commission concluded that the test claim legislation imposes a
new program or higher level of service upon local agencies within the meaning of article XIII
B, section 6, of the California Constitution.

The Cornmission approved the test claim for reimbursement of the following activities:

Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil
commitment  proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 6601, subd. (i) .)

Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to deterrnine
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8
6601, subd. (i).)

Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment  by the county’s designated
counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 6601, subd. (j).)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at the probable cause hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5  6602.)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 5  8  6603 and 6604 .)

Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $5 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds.
(a)  ~owh Cd)  J

Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 6 5 6603 and 6605, subd. (d) .)

Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 0 6602.)

The Commission denied the remaining provisions of the test claim legislation because they do
not impose reimbursable state mandated activities upon local agencies.
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BEFORE THE

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN RE TEST CLAIM ON:

Welfare Institutions Code Sections 6250 and
6600 through 6608; as added and amended
by Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995;
Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995; Chapter 4,
Statutes of 1996,

And filed on May 30, 1996;

By County of Los Angeles, Claimant.

NO. CSM-4509

.jecaLij Vioknt  Tredators

ADOPTION OF PARAMETERS AND
GUIDELINES PURSUANT TO
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 17557
AND TITLE 2, CALIFORNIA CODE OF
REGULATIONS, SECTIONS 1183.12.

(Adopted on September 24, 1998)

ADOPTED PARAMETERS & GUIDELINES

The attached Parameters & Guidelines of the Commission on State Mandates is hereby adopted
in the above-entitled matter.

This Decision shall become effective on September 2.5, 1998.

Exhibit B
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Adopted: September 24, 1998
File Number: CSM - 4509
F:\mandates\4509\p&gO924

Parameters and Guidelines

Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608
Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995
Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995

Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996

Sexually Violent Predators

I. Summary and Source of the Mandate

Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, established new civil
commitment procedures for the continued detention and treatment of sexually violent offenders
following their completion of a prison term for certain sex-related offenses. Before detention
and treatment are imposed, the county attorney is required to file a petition for civil
commitment. A trial is then conducted to determine if the inmate is a sexually violent predator
beyond a reasonable doubt. If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent predator is
indigent, the test claim legislation requires counties to provide the indigent with the assistance
of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the defense,

On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a Statement of Decision which approved
reimbursement for the following services:

l Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil
commitment proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6601, subd. (i).)

l Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $
6601, subd. (i).)

l Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated
counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6601, subd. (j).)

l Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at the probable cause hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code, 8 6602.)

l Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $0 6603 and 6604.)

l Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $3 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds.
(a) through (d).)
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l Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $5 6603 and 6605, subd. (d).)

l Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, $ 6602.)

Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, were enacted on October 11, 1995, and became
operative on January 1,  1996. Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, relating to the transportation and
housing of potential sexually violent predators at a secured facility, was enacted as an urgency
measure and became operative on January 25, 1996.

II. Eligible Claimants

Counties or cities and counties.

III. Period of Reimbursement

Section 17557 of the Government Code states that a test claim must be submitted on or before
December 31 following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that
fiscal year. The test claim for this mandate was filed by the County of Los Angeles on May
30, 1996. Therefore, costs incurred for Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995 and Chapter 763,
Statutes of 1995, are eligible for reimbursement on or after January 1, 1996. Costs incurred
for Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, regarding transport and secured custody of defendants, are
eligible for reimbursement on or after January 25, 1996.

Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim. Estimated costs for the
subsequent year may be included on the same claim, if applicable. Pursuant to section 17561,
subdivision (d)(l) of the Government Code, all claims for reimbursement of costs shall be
submitted within 120 days of notification by the State Controller of the enactment of the claims
bill.

If total costs for a given year do not exceed $200, no reimbursement shall be allowed, except as
otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564.

IV. Reimbursable Activities

For each eligible claimant, all direct and indirect costs of labor, supplies and services, for the
following activities only are eligible for reimbursement:

A. Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney or
County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil commitment
proceedings,

1. Development of internal policies and procedures (one-time activity).

2 . One-time training for each employee who normally works on the sexually violent
predator program on the county’s internal policies and procedures.

B. The following reimbursable activities must be specifically identified to a defendant:
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1.  Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine if
the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. Such activity includes the following:

a. Secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated counsel; and

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls

c . Investigator services that are necessary to determine the sufficiency of the factual
evidence supporting a petition.

2 . Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated
counsel. Such activities include secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s
designated counsel in the preparation and filing of the petition for commitment.

3. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at the probable cause hearing. Preparation for the probable cause hearing
includes the following:

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services;

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and

c. Travel.

4 . Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at pre-trial and trial hearings. Preparation for the pre-trial and trial hearings
include the following:

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services;

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and

c. Travel.

5 . Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.
Preparation for the subsequent hearings includes the following:

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services;

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and

c. Travel.

6 . Retention of court-approved experts, investigators, and professionals for the indigent
defendant in preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the
sexually violent predator. Such activity includes the following:

a. Copying and long distance telephone calls made by the court-approved expert,
investigator and/or professional; and

b. Travel.

7 . Transportation and housing costs for each potential sexually violent predator at a
secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a
sexually violent predator. Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such
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transportation and housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a state
facility or county facility, except in those circumstances when the State has directly
borne the costs of housing and transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such
costs shall be permitted.

V. Claim Preparation and Submission

Claims for reimbursement must be timely filed and identify each cost element for which
reimbursement is claimed under this mandate. Claimed costs must be identified to each
reimbursable activity identified in Section IV of this document.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information:

A. Direct Costs

Direct Costs are defined as costs that can be traced to specific goods, services, units, programs,
activities or functions,

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information:

1. Salaries and Benefits

Identify the employee(s), and/or show the classification of the employee(s) involved.
Describe the reimbursable activities performed and specify the actual time devoted to each
reimbursable activity by each employee, productive hourly rate and related fringe benefits.

Reimbursement for personal services include compensation paid for salaries, wages and
employee fringe benefits. Employee fringe benefits include regular compensation paid to an
employee during periods of authorized absences (e.g., annual leave, sick leave) and the
employer’s contribution of social security, pension plans, insurance and worker’s
compensation insurance. Fringe benefits are eligible for reimbursement when distributed
equitably to all job activities which the employee performs.

2. Materials and Supplies

Only expenditures that can be identified as a direct cost of this mandate may be claimed.
List the cost of the materials and supplies consumed specifically for the purposes of this
mandate. Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after deducting cash discounts,
rebates and allowances received by the claimant. Supplies that are withdrawn from
inventory shall be charged based on a recognized method of costing, consistently applied.

3. Contract Services

Provide the name(s) of the contractor(s) who performed the services, including any fixed
contracts for services. Describe the reimbursable activity(ies)  performed by each named
contractor and give the number of actual hours spent on the activities, if applicable. Show
the inclusive dates when services were performed and itemize all costs for those services.
Attach consultant invoices to the claim.
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4. Travel

Travel expenses for mileage, per diem, lodging, and other employee entitlements are
eligible for reimbursement in accordance with the rules of the local jurisdiction. Provide
the name(s) of the traveler(s), purpose of travel, inclusive dates and times of travel,
destination points, and travel costs.

5. Training

The cost of training an employee to perform the mandated activities is eligible for
reimbursement. Identify the employee(s) by name and job classification. Provide the title
and subject of the training session, the date(s) attended, and the location. Reimbursable
costs may include salaries and benefits, transportation, lodging, per diem, and registration
fees.

6. Fixed Assets

List the costs of the fixed assets that have been acquired specifically for the purpose of this
mandate. If the fixed asset is utilized in some way not directly related to the mandated
program, only the pro-rata portion of the asset which is used for the purposes of the
mandated program is reimbursable.

B. Indirect Costs

Indirect costs are defined as costs which are incurred for a common or joint purpose, benefiting
more than one program and are not directly assignable to a particular department or program
without efforts disproportionate to the result achieved. Indirect costs may include both
(1) overhead costs of the unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of central government
services distributed to other departments based on a systematic and rational basis through a cost
allocation plan.

Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedure provided
in the OMB A-87. Claimants have the option of using 10% of direct labor, excluding fringe
benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) for the department if the indirect
cost rate claimed exceeds 10%. If more than one department is claiming indirect costs for the
mandated program, each department must have its own ICRP prepared in accordance with
OMB A-87. An ICRP must be submitted with the claim when the indirect cost rate exceeds
10%.

VI. Supporting Data

For audit purposes, all costs claimed shall be traceable to source documents (e.g., employee
time records, invoices, receipts, purchase orders, contracts, worksheets, calendars,
declarations, etc.) that show evidence of the validity of such costs and their relationship to the
state mandated program. All documentation in support of the claimed costs shall be made
available to the State Controller’s Office, as may be requested, and all reimbursement claims
are subject to audit during the period specified in Government Code section 17558.5,
subdivision (a).
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VII. Data for Development of a Statewide Cost Estimate

The State Controller’s Office is directed to include in the claiming instructions a request that
claimants send an additional copy of the test claim specific form for the initial years’
reimbursement claim by mail or facsimile to the Commission on State Mandates, 1300 I Street,
Suite 950, Sacramento, California 95814, Facsimile number: (916) 445-0278. Although
providing this information to the Commission on State Mandates is not a condition of
reimbursement, claimants are encouraged to provide this information to enable the Commission
to develop a statewide cost estimate which will be the basis for the Legislature’s appropriation
for this program.

VIII. Offsetting Savings and Other Reimbursement

Any offsetting savings the claimant experiences as a direct result of the subject mandate shall be
deducted from the costs claimed. In addition, reimbursement for this mandate received from
any source, including but not limited to, service fees collected, federal funds and other state
funds shall be identified and deducted from this claim.

IX. State Controller’s Office Required Certification

An authorized representative of the claimant shall be required to provide a certification of the
claim, as specified in the State Controller’s claiming instructions, for those costs mandated by
the State contained herein.
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Mailing List

CSM/SB#  and Claim Title CSM-4509 Test Claim of County of Los Angeles
Government Co&  Sec. Welfare & Institutions Code sections 6250 and 6600 et seq.

Chapters 762195, 76319.5,  and 496

Issue Sexually Violent Predators (SVP)

Mr. Norman Black

Department of Mental Health

Office of Legal Services
1600 9th Street Room 153

SACRAMENTO CA95814

(A-3 11,

Tel: (916) 654-2319

FAX:  (916) 653-7212

Mr. Allan Burdick,
DMG-MAXIMUS

4320 Auburn Blvd. Suite 2000 Tel: (916) 485-8102
SACRAMENTO CA 95841 FAX:  (916) 485-0111

Mr.  Lewis Chartrand

Board of Prison Terms
(E-18), Executive Ofice

428 J Street 6th Floor Tel: (916) 445-4072
SACRAMENTO CA95814 FAX:  (916) 445-5242

Mr. Donald Currier (P-3), Deputy Director/ Legal Counsel

Office of Criminal Justice Planning

Suite 300

SACRAMENTO CA 95814
Tel: (946) 324-9140

FM: (916) 321-5613

Orig inated: 07-Jun-96
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CSM/SB#  and Claim Title CSM-4509 Test Claim of County of Los Angeles
Government Co&  Sec. Welfare & Institutions Code sections 6250 and 6600 et seq.

Chapters 162195, 76319.5, and 4/96

Issue Sexually Violent Predators (SVP)

Office of the Auditor/Controller

222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4 t h  F l o o r

SAN BERNARDINO CA 92415-0018

- -  - - - -  -

California Public Defenders A.wxiation

500 W. Temple Street R o o m  6 0 3

Ms. Stephanie Larsen,

San Joacluin  County /
County Administration Office
222 East W&x  Ave., Room  #IO1 Tt/:  (209)468-3206

STOCKTON CA 95202 lXX: (209)468-2875
__-~-.  _. ._-----  --...... ~.-.-~

Lakeside Office 1401 Lakeside  Drive 4th Floor Td: (510)X2-6600
OAKLAKD  CA 946 12 FAX: (510) 272-6610

~..~~
- - -~.

__ __-  ---

Ms. Marianne O’Malley (B-29), Principal Fiscal  &Policy Analyst

Legislative Analysts’Office

925 L Street Suite 1000

SACRAMENTO C49.5514
.-~ .___..

~~~__________

City B County of San Francisco

Tel: (916)445-6442
FAX:  (916) 324-4281

-~_

Fox Plaza, 1390 Market Street F i f t h  F l o o r

S.4K  Eb%KCISCO  Ca 94102-540X
.-.-~

Tel:  (415) 554-4283

Ms. Sarah Ryland,  I:tilizntion  Review Specialist

Drug/Alcohol  &it

County of Fresno 4865 No. Diana

i
FKESNO CA 93726
~--~_____~-

Tel:  (916)000-0000
FAX: (9 1 h) 000-0000
---.

Orig inated: 07.Jun-96

2
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CSMISB#  and Claim Title CSM-4509 Test Claim of County of Los Angeles
Government Code Sec. Welfare & Institutions Code sections 6250 and 6600 et seq.

Chapters 762/95,163/95,  and 4196

Issue Sexually Violent Predators (SVP)

Orig inated: 07-Jun.96

Mr. Will Sanders, Parole Agent

~,,_::;.

M r .  T i m  S i l a r d ,

San Francisco District Attorney’s Office

850 Bryant Street Third Floor Tel: (415) 533-1866
SAN  FRANCISCO CA94103 FAX:  (415) 553-1737

Ms. Miruni Soosaipillai,  Interested Party

Ms. Wendy Strimling,  Deputy County Counsel
County of Monterey

pobox1587

SALINAS CA 93902
Tel: (9 16) OOO-OOOO

FAX:  (9 16) OOO-OOOO

Mr. Paige Vorhies (B-8),
Sta te  Con t ro l l e r ’ s  O&e

Division of Accounting Br  Reporting
3301 C Street Suite 500

SACRAMENTO CA95816

Tel: (9 16) 445-8756

FRX:  (916) 323-6527
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, the undersigned, declare as follows:

I am a resident of the County of Sacramento and I am over the age of 18 years, and

not a party to the within action. My place of employment and business address is

1300 I Street, Suite 950, Sacramento, California 95814.

On September 25, 1998, I served the attached Parameters and Guidelines for “Sexually

Violent Predators”, CSM 4509 of the Commission on State Mandates by placing a true

copy thereof in an envelope addressed to each of the persons listed on the attached

mailing list, and by sealing and depositing said envelope in the United States mail at

Sacramento, California, with postage thereon fully prepaid.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on

September 25, 1998, at Sacramento, California.

CHRISTINE WEIN
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Sexual Violent Predators 
Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines 

05-PGA-43 (CSM-4509) 

1

Amended:  October 30, 2009 
Adopted: September 24, 1998 

AMENDMENT TO PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608 

Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 

Sexually Violent Predators 
05-PGA-43 (CSM-4509) 

This amendment is effective beginning with claims filed for the  
July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

I. Summary and Source of the Mandate 
Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, established new civil 
commitment procedures for the continued detention and treatment of sexually violent offenders 
following their completion of a prison term for certain sex-related offenses.  Before detention and 
treatment are imposed, the county attorney is required to file a petition for civil commitment.  A 
trial is then conducted to determine if the inmate is a sexually violent predator beyond a 
reasonable doubt.  If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent predator is indigent, the test 
claim legislation requires counties to provide the indigent with the assistance of counsel and 
experts necessary to prepare the defense. 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a Statement of Decision which approved 
reimbursement for the following services: 

• Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil
commitment proceedings.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i).)

• Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601,
subd. (i).)

• Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated
counsel.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (j).)

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.)

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at trial.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.)

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent
predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds. (a)
through (d).)

Exhibit C
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05-PGA-43 (CSM-4509) 
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• Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
(Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605, subd. (d).) 

• Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, were enacted on October 11, 1995, and became operative 
on January 1, 1996.  Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, relating to the transportation and housing of 
potential sexually violent predators at a secured facility, was enacted as an urgency measure and 
became operative on January 25, 1996. 

II. Eligible Claimants 
Counties or cities and counties. 

III. Period of Reimbursement 
This amendment is effective beginning with claims filed for the July 1, 2005 through  
June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

Section 17557 of the Government Code states that a test claim must be submitted on or before 
December 31 following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that fiscal 
year.  The test claim for this mandate was filed by the County of Los Angeles on May 30, 1996.  
Therefore, costs incurred for Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995 and Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995, are 
eligible for reimbursement on or after January 1, 1996.  Costs incurred for Chapter 4, Statutes of 
1996, regarding transport and secured custody of defendants, are eligible for reimbursement on or 
after January 25, 1996. 

Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim.  Estimated costs for the 
subsequent year may be included on the same claim, if applicable.  Pursuant to section 17561, 
subdivision (d)(1) of the Government Code, all claims for reimbursement of costs shall be 
submitted within 120 days of notification by the State Controller of the enactment of the claims 
bill. 

If total costs for a given year do not exceed $200, no reimbursement shall be allowed, except as 
otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564. 

IV.  Reimbursable Activities 
To be eligible for mandated cost reimbursement for any fiscal year, only actual costs may be 
claimed. Actual costs are those costs actually incurred to implement the mandated activities. 
Actual costs must be traceable and supported by source documents that show the validity of such 
costs, when they were incurred, and their relationship to the reimbursable activities. A source 
document is a document created at or near the same time the actual cost was incurred for the 
event or activity in question. Source documents may include, but are not limited to, employee 
time records or time logs, sign-in sheets, invoices, and receipts.  

Evidence corroborating the source documents may include, but is not limited to, worksheets, cost 
allocation reports (system generated), purchase orders, contracts, agendas, training packets, and 
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declarations. Declarations must include a certification or declaration stating, “I certify under 
penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct 
based upon personal knowledge.” Evidence corroborating the source documents may include data 
relevant to the reimbursable activities otherwise in compliance with local, state, and federal 
government requirements. However, corroborating documents cannot be substituted for source 
documents. 

The claimant is only allowed to claim and be reimbursed for increased costs for reimbursable 
activities identified below. Increased cost is limited to the cost of an activity that the claimant is 
required to incur as a result of the mandate. 

For each eligible claimant, all direct and indirect costs of labor, supplies and services, for the 
following activities only are eligible for reimbursement:   

A. Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney or 
County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil commitment 
proceedings. 

1. Development of internal policies and procedures (one-time activity). 

2. One-time training for each employee who normally works on the sexually violent predator 
program on the county’s internal policies and procedures. 

B.  The following reimbursable activities must be specifically identified to a defendant: 

 1. Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine if the 
county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated counsel; and 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls. 

c. Investigator services that are necessary to determine the sufficiency of the factual 
evidence supporting a petition. 

2. Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated counsel.  
Such activities include secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated 
counsel in the preparation and filing of the petition for commitment. 

3. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause hearing 
includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

4. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at pre-trial and trial hearings.  Preparation for the pre-trial and trial hearings 
include the following: 
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a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

5. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
Preparation for the subsequent hearings includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

6. Retention of court-approved experts, investigators, and professionals for the indigent 
defendant in preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Copying and long distance telephone calls made by the court-approved expert, 
investigator and/or professional; and 

b. Travel. 

7. Transportation and housing costs for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such transportation and 
housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a state facility or county 
facility, except in those circumstances when the State has directly borne the costs of 
housing and transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such costs shall be 
permitted.   

V. Claim Preparation and Submission  
Claims for reimbursement must be timely filed and identify each cost element for which 
reimbursement is claimed under this mandate.  Claimed costs must be identified to each 
reimbursable activity identified in Section IV of this document. 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 

A.  Direct Costs  

Direct Costs are defined as costs that can be traced to specific goods, services, units, programs, 
activities or functions. 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 

1.  Salaries and Benefits 

Identify the employee(s), and/or show the classification of the employee(s) involved.  
Describe the reimbursable activities performed and specify the actual time devoted to each 
reimbursable activity by each employee, productive hourly rate and related fringe benefits. 
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Reimbursement for personal services include compensation paid for salaries, wages and 
employee fringe benefits.  Employee fringe benefits include regular compensation paid to an 
employee during periods of authorized absences (e.g., annual leave, sick leave) and the 
employer’s contribution of social security, pension plans, insurance and worker’s 
compensation insurance.  Fringe benefits are eligible for reimbursement when distributed 
equitably to all job activities which the employee performs. 

2. Materials and Supplies 

Only expenditures that can be identified as a direct cost of this mandate may be claimed.  List 
the cost of the materials and supplies consumed specifically for the purposes of this mandate.  
Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after deducting cash discounts, rebates and 
allowances received by the claimant.  Supplies that are withdrawn from inventory shall be 
charged based on a recognized method of costing, consistently applied. 

3. Contract Services 

Provide the name(s) of the contractor(s) who performed the services, including any fixed 
contracts for services.  Describe the reimbursable activity(ies) performed by each named 
contractor and give the number of actual hours spent on the activities, if applicable.  Show the 
inclusive dates when services were performed and itemize all costs for those services.  Attach 
consultant invoices to the claim. 

4. Travel 

Travel expenses for mileage, per diem, lodging, and other employee entitlements are eligible 
for reimbursement in accordance with the rules of the local jurisdiction.  Provide the name(s) 
of the traveler(s), purpose of travel, inclusive dates and times of travel, destination points, and 
travel costs. 

5. Training 

The cost of training an employee to perform the mandated activities is eligible for 
reimbursement.  Identify the employee(s) by name and job classification.  Provide the title 
and subject of the training session, the date(s) attended, and the location.  Reimbursable costs 
may include salaries and benefits, transportation, lodging, per diem, and registration fees. 

6. Fixed Assets 

List the costs of the fixed assets that have been acquired specifically for the purpose of this 
mandate.  If the fixed asset is utilized in some way not directly related to the mandated 
program, only the pro-rata portion of the asset which is used for the purposes of the mandated 
program is reimbursable. 

B.  Indirect Costs  

Indirect costs are defined as costs which are incurred for a common or joint purpose, benefiting 
more than one program and are not directly assignable to a particular department or program 
without efforts disproportionate to the result achieved.  Indirect costs may include both  
(1) overhead costs of the unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of central government 
services distributed to other departments based on a systematic and rational basis through a cost 
allocation plan. 
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Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedure provided in 
the OMB A-87.  Claimants have the option of using 10% of direct labor, excluding fringe 
benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) for the department if the indirect 
cost rate claimed exceeds 10%.  If more than one department is claiming indirect costs for the 
mandated program, each department must have its own ICRP prepared in accordance with OMB 
A-87.  An ICRP must be submitted with the claim when the indirect cost rate exceeds 10%. 

VI. Record Retention 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17558.5, subdivision (a), a reimbursement claim for actual 
costs filed by a local agency or school district pursuant to this chapter1 is subject to the initiation 
of an audit by the Controller no later than three years after the date that the actual reimbursement 
claim is filed or last amended, whichever is later. However, if no funds are appropriated or no 
payment is made to a claimant for the program for the fiscal year for which the claim is filed, the 
time for the Controller to initiate an audit shall commence to run from the date of initial payment 
of the claim. In any case, an audit shall be completed not later than two years after the date that 
the audit is commenced. All documents used to support the reimbursable activities, as described 
in Section IV, must be retained during the period subject to audit. If the Controller has initiated an 
audit during the period subject to audit, the retention period is extended until the ultimate 
resolution of any audit findings. 

VII. Data for Development of a Statewide Cost Estimate 
The State Controller’s Office is directed to include in the claiming instructions a request that 
claimants send an additional copy of the test claim specific form for the initial years’ 
reimbursement claim by mail or facsimile to the Commission on State Mandates, 1300 I Street, 
Suite 950, Sacramento, California 95814, Facsimile number: (916) 445-0278.  Although 
providing this information to the Commission on State Mandates is not a condition of 
reimbursement, claimants are encouraged to provide this information to enable the Commission 
to develop a statewide cost estimate which will be the basis for the Legislature’s appropriation for 
this program. 

VIII. Offsetting Savings and Other Reimbursement 
Any offsetting savings the claimant experiences as a direct result of the subject mandate shall be 
deducted from the costs claimed.  In addition, reimbursement for this mandate received from any 
source, including but not limited to, service fees collected, federal funds and other state funds 
shall be identified and deducted from this claim. 

IX. State Controller’s Office Required Certification 
An authorized representative of the claimant shall be required to provide a certification of the 
claim, as specified in the State Controller’s claiming instructions, for those costs mandated by the 
State contained herein. 

                                                           
1  This refers to Title 2, division 4, part 7, chapter 4 of the Government Code. 
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January 15, 2013 

Ms. Heather Halsey 
Executive Director 
Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Ms. Halsey: 

Please find attached the Department of Finance's "Request to Adopt a New Test Claim 
Decision" on the Sexually Violent Predators mandate. As this request is linked to anticipated 
General Fund savings, we respectfully request the Commission on State Mandates expedite the 
review and hearing process of this request. 

Sin7f~1y.·f·;.·.1/f . . I / /1 11 ;t // / 
j ! !1 f ;f ' - f / \ 1-/k/b!),-c/ 

' ; 

Tom Dyer 
Assistant Program Budget Manager 

Enclosure 

Exhibit D
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State of California EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor 

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES 
FORM TO REQUEST TO ADOPT A NEW TEST CLAIM DECISION 

(Adopted November 9, 2010) 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

O Type All Responses 

0 Complete sections 1 through 8, as indicated. Failure to complete any of these sections will 
result in this request to adopt a new test claim decision being returned as incomplete. 

0 Please submit by either of the following methods: 

1. By hard copy. The requester shall file, consistent with the Commission's regulations (CCR, 
tit. 2, § 1181.2), one original signed hard copy, and seven (7) copies, which shall include a 
table of contents, be unbound, double-sided, and shall not include tabs to: 

Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

2. E-filing. The requester shall electronically file the request and any accompanying 
documents in pdf format to the e-filing system on the Commission's website, consistent with 
the Commission's regulations (CCR, tit.2, §1181.2). The requester is responsible for 
maintaining the paper request with original signature(s) for the duration of the 
redetermination process, including any period of appeal. No additional copies are required 
when e-filing the request. 

Within ten (10) days of receipt of a request to adopt a new test claim decision, Commission 
staff will notify the requester if the request is complete or incomplete. Requests to adopt a new 
test claim decision will be considered incomplete if any of the required sections are not included 
or are illegible. If a completed request is not received within thirty (30) calendar days from the 
date the incomplete request was returned, the executive director may disallow the original 
request filing date. A new request may be accepted on the same subsequent change in law 
alleged to modify the state's liability pursuant to article XIII B, section 6, subdivision (a) of the 
California Constitution. 

You may download this form from our website at csm.ca.gov. 
If you have questions, please contact us: 

Website: 
Telephone: 
Fax: 
E-Mail: 

www.csm.ca.gov 
(916) 323-3562 

(916) 445-0278 
csminfo@csm.ca.gov 
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Sections 5, 6, and 7 should be answered on separate sheets of plain 8-1/2 x 11 paper. Each sheet should include 
the name of the request, requester, section number (i.e., 5, 6, or 7), and a heading at the top of each page. 

Under the heading "5. Detailed Analysis,'' please provide a 
detailed analysis of how and why the state's liability for 
mandate reimbursement has been modified pursuant to 
article XIII B, section 6, subdivision (a) of the California 
Constitution based on a "subsequent change in law" as 
defined in Government Code section 17570. This analysis 
shall be more than a written narrative or simple statement of 
the facts at law. It requires the application of the law (Gov. 
Code,§ 17570 (a) and (b)) to the facts (i.e., the alleged 
subsequent change in law) discussing, for each activity 
addressed in the prior test claim decision, how and why the 
state's liability for that activity has been modified. Specific 
references shall be made to chapters, articles, sections, or 
page numbers that are alleged to impose or not impose a 
reimbursable state-mandated program. 

Also include all of the following elements: 

The actual or estimated amount of the annual statewide 
changes in the state's liability for mandate reimbursement 
pursuant to Article XIII B, section 6 (subdivision (a)) on a 
subsequentchangeinthelaw. 

A. Identification of all of the following if relevant: 
1. Dedicated state funds appropriated for the 

program. 
2. Dedicated federal funds appropr'1ated for the 

program. 
3. Fee authority to offset the costs of the 

program. 
4. Federal law. 
5. Court decisions. 
6. State or local ballot measures and 

corresponding date of election. 

3 

Under the heading "6. Declarations,'' support the detailed 

analysis with declarations that: 

A. Declare actual or estimated annual statewide costs 

that will or will not be incurred to implement the 
alleged mandate. 

B. Identify all local, state, or federal funds and fee 

authority that may or may not be used to offset the 
increased costs that will or will not be incurred by the 

claimants to implement the alleged mandate or result 

in a finding of no costs mandated by the state, 

pursuant to Government Code section 17556. 

C. Describe new activities performed to implement 

specified provisions of the statute or executive order 
alleged to impose a reimbursable state-mandated 

program. 

D. Make specific references to chapters, articles, 
sections, or page numbers alleged to impose or not 

impose a reimbursable state-mandated program. 

E. Are signed under penalty of perjury, based on the 

declarant's personal knowledge, information, or belief, 

by persons who are authorized and competent to do 

so. 

Under heading "7. Documentation," support the detailed 

analysis with copies of all of the following: 

A. Statutes, and administrative or court decisions cited in 

the detailed analysis. 

Statements of Decision and published court decisions 

from a state mandate determination by the Board of 
Control or the Commission are exempt from this 

requirement. When an omnibus bill is pied or cited, 

the requester shall file only the relevant pages of the 

statute, including the Legislative Counsel's Digest and 
the specific statutory changes at issue. 
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8. CERTIFICATION 
.•.......•...... ·.· .... 

Read, sign. and date this section and insert at the end of the request for a new test claim decision.* 

This request for a new test claim decision is true and complete to the best of my personal knowledge, information, 
or belief 

Randall Ward Principal Program Budget Analyst 

Print ;;;e Name of Authorize.d Official 

;~/ 
Print or Type Title 

1~ I 
Signature of Authorized Offlcial Date 

*If declarant for this certification is different from the contact identified in section 2 of the form, please provide the 
declarant's address, telephone number, fax number and e-mail address. 

4 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Department of Finance 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 
Section 5: Detailed Analysis 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) adopted the Statement of 
Decision for the Sexually Violent Predators (SVP) mandate (CSM-4509) and approved 
reimbursement for the following activities: 

• Activity 1 - Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District 
Attorney or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil 
commitment proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i)). 

• Activity 2 - Initial review of reports and records by the county's designated counsel to 
determine if the county concurs with the state's recommendation. (Well. & Inst. Code, § 
6601, subd. (i)). 

• Activity 3 - Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county's 
designated counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (j)*). *SOD and P&Gs reference to 
subdlvis'1on U) is likely a typographical error and should be (i) because subdivision 0) lacks subject matter relevancy to this 
reimbursable activity. 

• Activity 4 · Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602). 

• Activity 5 • Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code,§§ 6603 and 6604). 

• Activity 6 · Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator. {Welf. & Inst. Code,§§ 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds. (a) 
through {d)). 

• Activity 7 · Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually 
violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code,§§ 6603 and 6605, subd. (d)). 

• Activity 8 · Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a 
secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a 
sexually violent predator. (Well. & Inst. Code, § 6602). 

1 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Department of Finance 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 
Section 5: Detailed Analysis 

In 1998, the Commission on State Mandates adopted the Statement of Decision for the Sexually 
Violent Predators (SVP) mandate (CSM - 4509) and approved reimbursement for specified 
activities mandated under Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601-6608. 

On November 7, 2006, California voters approved Proposition 83 (Prop 83), also known as 
Jessica's Law, which substantively amended and reenacted sections of the Welfare and 
Institutions Code relative to the SVP mandate. Government Code section 17570 sets forth a 
process for adopting a new test claim decision based on a subsequent change in law. Section 
17570 defines a subsequent change in law as a change in law that requires a finding that an 
incurred cost is a cost mandated by the state (Government Code section 17514) or is not a cost 
mandated by the state (Government Code section 17556 ). 

The enactment of Prop 83 constituted a "subsequent change in law", as defined in Government 
Code section 17570, because all of the Welfare and Institutions Code sections of the SVP 
mandate are either expressly included in Prop 83 or are necessary to implement Prop 83. 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17556, subdivision (f), the cost incurred by a local 
agency to comply with the SVP mandate is no longer a cost mandated by the state. Therefore, 
the state's obligation to reimburse affected local agencies has ceased. 

The entire text of the sections amended by voters in Prop 83, including the portions not 
amended, was reenacted by the voters pursuant to Article IV, section 9, of the California 
Constitution. Because voters approved all of the text in Prop 83, including subdivisions not 
amended, the sections that formed the SVP mandate are no longer reimbursable pursuant to 
Government Code section 17556, subdivision (f). These Welfare and Institutions Code sections 
of the mandate were expressly included in the ballot measure. 

The remainder of the mandate's Welfare and Institutions Code sections that were not expressly 
included in the ballot measure are, nevertheless, necessary to implement the ballot measure. 
These, too, are no longer reimbursable under Government Code section 17556, subdivision (f). 
In summary, all activities found to be reimbursable by the Commission in the SVP mandate are 
no longer reimbursable pursuant to Government Code section 17556, subdivision (f) as they are 
either: ( 1) expressly included in Prop 83 or, (2) necessary for the implementation of Prop 83. 

The following activities are expressly included in and reenacted by Prop 83 and are no 
longer reimbursable: 

Activity 1 - Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney 
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil commitment 
proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i)). 

o The district attorney or county counsel is designated by the county board of 
supervisors to assume responsibility for the proceedings. Although 
subdivision (i) was not amended by Prop 83, all of section 6601 was 
reenacted by the voters and therefore, this is no longer a reimbursable 
activity under the SVP mandate. 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Department of Finance 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 
Section 5: Detailed Analysis 

Activity 2 - Initial review of reports and records by the county's designated counsel to 
determine if the county concurs with the state's recommendation. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, 
subd. (i)). 

o The district attorney or county counsel is designated by the county board of 
supervisors to assume responsibility for the initial review of reports and 
records. Although subdivision (i) was not amended by Prop 83, all of section 
6601 was reenacted by the voters and therefore, this is no longer a 
reimbursable activity under the SVP mandate. 

Activity 3 - Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county's designated 
counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code,§ 6601, subd. (j)). 

o Although neither subdivision (i) nor U) was amended by Prop 83, all of section 6601 
was reenacted by the voters and therefore, this is no longer a reimbursable activity 
under the SVP mandate. **SOD and P&Gs reference to subdivision U) is likely a typographical error and 
should be (i) because subdivls'1on U) lacks subject matter relevancy to th'1s reimbursable activity. 

Activity 6 - Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator. 
(Welf. & Inst. Code,§ 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and Welf. & Inst. Code,§ 6608, subds. (a) 
through (d)). 

o Subsequent to a person being committed for an indeterminate term (Welfare 
and Institutions Code section 6604), Prop 83 requires hearings to determine 
whether or not the person is still considered to be an SVP. Welfare and 
Institutions Code section 6605, as amended and reenacted by Prop 83, in 
subdivision (d) restates the rights of the committed person during subsequent 
hearings to be the same constituflonal protections provided to them at the 
initial commitment proceeding. Additionally, Prop 83 amends provisions in 
Welfare and Institutions Code section 6608 that set forth a process to allow 
the committed person to petition for conditional release or unconditional 
discharge. Because the aforementioned Welfare and Institutions Code 
sections were amended and reenacted by Prop 83, these activities are no 
longer reimbursable under the SVP mandate. 

The following activities are necessary to implement Prop 83 and are no longer 
reimbursable: 

Activity 4 - Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602). 

o Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604 has been amended by Prop 83 to 
require an SVP be determined, beyond a reasonable doubt, to still be a 
sexually violent predator and be committed to an indeterminate term rather 
than the two-year term set forth in Welfare and Institutions Code section 
6602. Because Prop 83 specifies the court or jury determination process 
regarding sentencing in Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604, it is clear 
the requirement to hold a probable cause hearing would have been a 
preceding event. In summary, the probable cause hearing held to determine if 

3 

40



Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Department of Finance 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 
Section 5: Detailed Analysis 

the individual is an SVP, as provided for in Welfare and Institutions Code 
section 6602, is necessary to implement Prop 83 and the subsequent hearing 
provisions in Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604. Further, the 
substance of section 6602 is referenced in Welfare and Institutions Code 
section 6605, subdivision ( d) that was reenacted by Prop 83. 

Activity 5 - Preparation and attendance by the county's designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604). 

o Welfare and Institutions Code section 6603 establishes the criteria to meet 
obligations contained in sections 6604 and 6605, subdivision (d). Welfare 
and Institutions Code section 6603 recognizes the constitutional rights of the 
SVP and thus is an inherently necessary component of implementing Prop 
83. Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604, through Prop 83, restates 
the person committed shall be entitled to the same constitutional protections 
afforded at the initial commitment proceeding. Moreover, Prop 83 reenacted 
provisions in Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601, subdivisions (h) 
through (I) that provide for specified state and local procedures regarding the 
original commitment process. The processes identified in Welfare and 
Institutions Code section 6601, subdivisions (h) through (I) require either the 
district attorney or county counsel to assume the responsibility for 
proceedings under the entire article. Therefore, it is necessary to provide an 
SVP, as with any defendant, specified constitutional protections. Because 
SVP defense-related processes are integral and inherently related to the 
function and intent of Prop 83, they are necessary statutory components of its 
implementation and are no longer reimbursable under the SVP mandate. 

o The Commission attributed portions of this mandated activity to section 6604, 
and that section is expressly included in Prop 83. 

Activity 7 - Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator. (Welf. & 
Inst. Code,§§ 6603 and 6605, subd. (d)). 

o Welfare and Institutions Code section 6603 establishes the criteria to meet 
obligations contained in Prop 83 as amended and reenacted under Welfare 
and Institutions Code sections 6604 and 6605, subdivision (d). Welfare and 
Institutions Code section 6603 recognizes the constitutional rights of the SVP 
and thus is an inherently necessary component of Prop 83. Therefore, it is 
necessary to provide an SVP, as with any defendant, specified constitutional 
protections. Because SVP defense-related processes are integral and 
inherently related to the function and intent of Prop 83, they are necessary 
statutory components of its implementation and are no longer reimbursable 
under the SVP mandate. 

o The Commission attributed portions of this mandated activity to section 6605, 
and that section is expressly included in Prop 83. 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 

5: Detailed Analysis 

o Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604 includes specified jury and court 
procedures that occur subsequent to the probable cause process as set forth in 
Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602. Prop 83 reenacted subdivision (d) of 
Section 6605 that establishes the SVP is entitled to the same constitutional rights 
provided them at the original commitment proceeding and thus section 6602 is 
an integral component necessary for Prop 83's implementation. The initial 
probable cause hearing, as defined in section 6602, is necessary to determine if 
the person is an SVP. Therefore, subsequent hearings, as defined in Welfare 
and Institutions Code section 6601, subdivisions (h) through (I), and Welfare and 
Institutions Code section 6604, could only occur following the initial commitment 
procedures set forth in Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602. During this 
time, housing and transportation must be provided pursuant to section 6602. 
Therefore, Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602 is necessary to implement 
section 6604, which is part of the ballot measure. Activities, including 
transportation and housing, associated with the initial SVP determination process 
are necessary statutory components of Prop 83 implementation and are no 
longer reimbursable under the SVP mandate. 

The preceding activities previously determined to be reimbursable in the Statement of Decision 
for the SVP mandate (CSM-4509) cease to be a reimbursable mandate pursuant to the 
amended, reenacted or referenced code sections expressly included in, or necessary to 
implement Prop 83, pursuant to Government Code section 17570, and Government Code 
section 17556, subdivision (f). 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Department of Finance 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 
6: Declarations 

Enclosure 

According to Schedule A-1 of the Controller's November 14, 2012, "State Mandated Program 
Cost Report As of September 30, 2012" (See Attachment C), the State provided $20,754,301 
General Fund in 2012-13 to reimburse eligible claimants forthe cost of implementing the SVP 
mandate. Based on that data, the Department of Finance included an estimate of $21,792,000 
General Fund in the 2013-14 Governor's Budget for the cost of the mandate. As costs are paid 
two years in arrears, the estimate is to provide reimbursement for costs incurred in the 2011-12 
fiscal year. 

Based on the forgoing analysis, which provides substantiation that the eight previously 
reimbursable activities in the SVP Statement of Decision (CSM-4509) cease to be eligible for 
reimbursement, the State's liability for mandate reimbursement pursuant to Article XIII B, 
Section 6 of the California Constitution should be zero. Pursuant to Government Code section 
17570, subdivision (f) and the pre-June 30, 2013 filing date of this request, the effective date of 
eliminating reimbursement for the SVP mandate will be July 1, 2011. 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 

DECLARATION OF RANDALL WARD 
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE 

6: Declarations 

Enclosure 

1. I am currently employed by the State of California, Department of Finance (Finance), am 
familiar with the duties of Finance, and am authorized to make this declaration on behalf of 
Finance. 

I certify under penalty of perjury that the facts set forth in the foregoing are true and correct of my 
own knowledge except as to the matters therein stated as information or belief and, as to those 
matters, I believe them to be true. 

at Sacramento, CA Randall Ward 
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Request to Adopt a New Test Claim Decision 
Sexually Violent Predators (CSM - 4509) 

7: Documentation 

Attachments 

Text of Proposed Laws: Proposition 83 .................................................................................. A 
Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601 through 6608..................................................... B 
State Controller's November 14, 2012 "State Mandated Program Cost Report (AB 3000)" ..... C 
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(PROPOSITION IE CONTINUED) 

include a bond counsel opinion to the efff:ct that the interest on the bonds 
is excfudedfi·om gross incomejOrfede·1:al tax purposes under designated 
conditions, the Treasurer may maintain separate accounts for the bond 
proceeds invested and.for the investmC'nt earnings on those proceeds, and 
mav use or direct the use of those proceeds or earnings to pay any rebate, 
pe;1af(E or other payment required under federal law or take any other 
action with respect to the investment and If Se of those bond proceeds, as 
may be required or desirable under federal law in order to maintain the 
tax-exempt status of those bonds and to obtain any other advantage under 
ji?deral law on beha{f of the.fia1ds of this state. 

5096.963. For the purposes of carrying out this chapter, the 
Director of Finance ma.e· authori::e the withdrawal jiYJm the General Fund 
of an amount or amounts not to exceed the amounl of the unsold bonds 
that hare been authorized by the commiuee to be sold for the pmpose of 
carrying out this chapter. Any amounts withdrawn shall be deposited in the 
fimd. Any money made available under this section shall he returned to the 
·General Fund, with interest at the rate earned by the money in /he Pooled 
i\1onev 1111•estme111 Accounr,fi·om proceeds received.fi·om the sale of bonds 
.fOr th~ purpose of carrying out this chapter. 

5096.964. All money deposited in 1he fund that is derived .fi·om 
premium and accrued inferest on bonds sold pursuant ro this chapter shall 
be reserved in thefimd and shall be available.fOr transfer to the General 
Fund as a credit to expe11ditures.fOr bond interest. 

5096.965. Pursuant to Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 16720) 
of Part 3 of Division 4 of Title 2 qfthe Government Code, the cost of bond 
issuance shall be paid out of the hand proceeds. These costs shall be shared 
proportionalfy by each progra111.fi111ded through this bond act. 

5096.966. The bonds issued and soldpw:1"11a11t to this chapter may be 
rejimded in accordance with Article 6 (commencing with Section 16780) cif 
Chapter 4 of Part 3 c>fDivision 4 qfTit!e 2 of the Go1•er11me11r Code, which is 
a part of rhe State General Obligation Bond Law. Approl'a/ by the electors 
of the state }Or the issuance of 1he bonds under this cit apter shall include 
approval qf the issuance of any bonds issued to re.fimd any bonds original~r 
issued under rhis chapter or any previous!v issued refitnding bonds. 

5096.967. The Legislature hereby_finds and declares that, inasmuch 
as the proceeds.fi·om the sale qf'bonds authorized by this chapter are not 
"proceeds qftaxes" as that term is used in Article XIII B of the Cal[fornia 
Constitution, the disbursement of these proceeds is nol subject to the 
limitations imposed by that article. 

PROPOSITION 83 
This initiative 1neasure is subn1ittcd to the people in accordance with 

the provisions of Section 8 of Article ll of the California Constitution. 
This initiative 1neasure amends and adds sections to the Penal Code 

and amends sections of the \Velfare and Institutions Code; therefore, 
existing provisions proposed to be deleted arc printed in 3t1 ikeottt t.1 pc and 
new provisions proposed to be added are printed in izalic type to indicate 
that they are new. 

PROPOSED LAW 

SECTION I. SHORT TITLE 
This Act shall be known and nlay be cited as "The Sexual Predator 

Punishment and Control Act Jessica's Law." 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS 
The People find and declare each of the following: 
(a) The State of California currently places a high priority on 

111aintaining public safety through a highly skilled and trained law 
enforceinent as well as laws that deter and punish cri1ninal behavior. 

(b) Sex offenders have very high recidivism rates. According to a 
1998 report by the U.S. Department of Justice, sex offenders arc the least 
likely to be cured and the most likely to reoffend, and they prey on the 
1nost innocent members of our society. tviore than two-thirds of the victi1ns 
of rape and sexual assault arc under the age of 18. Sex offenders have a 
drainatically higher recidivis111 rate for their crimes than any other type 
of violent felon. 

(c) Child pornography exploits children and robs the1n of their 
innocence. FBI studies have shown that pornography is vcfy influential 
in the actions of sex offenders. Statistics show that 90{Yo of the predators 

''A 
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who n1olcst children have had some type ofinvolve111ent \Vith pornography. 
Predators often use child pornography to aid in their molestation. 

(d) The universal use of the Internet has also ushered in an era of 
increased risk to our children by predators using this technology as a tool 
to lure children away from their hoines and into dangerous situations. 
TherefOrc, to rellect society's disapproval of this type of activity. adequate 
penalties n1ust be enacted to ensure predators cannot escape prosecution. 

(e) With these changes, Californians will be in a better position to 
keep thc1nselves, their children, and their communities safe from the threat 
posed by sex offenders. 

(f) It is the intent of the People in enacting this nleasure to 
help Californians better protect themselves. their children, and their 
con1111unities; it is not the intent of the People to c1nbarrass or harass 
persons convicted of sex offenses. 

(g) Californians have a right to know about the presence of sex 
offenders in their comnnmities, near their schools, and around their 
children. 

(h) California 1nust also take additional steps to 111onitor sex 
offenders, to protect the public fron1 then1, and to provide adequate 
penalties for and safeguards against sex offCnders, particularly those who 
prey on children. Existing laws that punish aggravated sexual assault, 
habitual sexual offenders, and child 1nolestcrs 111ust be strengthened and 
i1nproved. In addition, existing laws that provide for the con1mit111ent and 
control of sexually violent predators must be strengthened and in1proved. 

(i) Additional resources are necessary to adequately 1nonitor and 
supervise sexual predators and offenders. It is vital that the lasting effects 
of the assault do not further victimize victi1ns of sexual assault 

U) Global Positioning System technology is an useful tool for 
monitoring sexual predators and other sex offenders and is a cost effective 
ineasure for parole supervision. It is critical to have close supervision of 
this class of crin1inals to monitor these offenders and prevent them fron1 
conunitting other crimes. 

(k) California is the only state, of the number of states that have 
enacted laws allowing involuntary civil co1nn1itments for persons identified 
as sexually violent predators, which docs not provide for indeterminate 
com1nitn1ents, California automatically allows for a jury trial every two 
years irrespective of whether there is any evidence to suggest or prove that 
the com111itted person is no longer a sexually violent predator. As such, this 
act allo\vs California to protect the civil rights of those persons cmn1ni1ted 
as a sexually violent predator while at the san1e ti1ne protect society and the 
system from unnecessary or frivolous jury trial actions where there is no 
competent evidence to suggest a change in the committed person. 

SEC. 3. Section 209 of the Penal Code is an1ended to read: 

209. (a) Any person who seizes, confines, inveigles, entices, 
decoys, abducts, conceals. kidnaps or carries away another person by any 
ineans whatsoever with intent to hold or detain, or who holds or detains. 
that person for ransom, reward or to comn1it extortion or to exact from 
another person any money or valuable thing, or any person who aids or 
abets any such act, is guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof, 
shall be punished by in1prisonment in the state prison for life without 
possibility of parole in cases in which any person subjected to any such 
act sufkrs death or bodily harm, or is intentionally con tined in a manner 
\Vhich exposes that person to a substantial likelihood of death, or shall be 
punished by i1nprisonmcnt in the state prison for life with the possibility of 
parole in cases where no such person suffers death or bodily harm. 

(b)(i) Any person who kidnaps or carries away any individual to 
cmnmit robbery, rape, spousal rape, oral copulation, sodon1y, or ~ 
pcttdtati011 in any violation of Section 264. l, 288, or289, shall be punished 
by itnprisomnent in the state prison fOr life with the possibility of parole. 

(2) This subdivision shall only apply if the movcn1ent of the victim 
is beyond that n1crely incidental to the com1nission of, and increases the 
risk of harm to the victin1 over and above that necessarily present in, the 
intended underlying offense. 

(c) In all cases in which probation is granted, the court shall, except 
in unusual cases \vhcre the interests of justice would best be served by a 
lesser penalty, require as a condition of the probation that the person be 
confined in the county jail for 12 months. If the court grants probation 
without requiring the defendant to be cunflned in the county jail for 12 
months, it shall specify its reason or reasons for itnposing a lesser penalty. 

(d) Subdivision (b) shall not be construed to supersede or affect 
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Section 667.6L A person may be charged with a violation of subdivision 
(b) and Section 667.6L Ho\vever, a person may not be punished under 
subdivision (b) and Section 667.61 for the same act that constitutes a 
violation ofboth subdivision (b) and Section 667.6L 

SEC. 4. Section 220 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

220. Every (aj Except as provided in subdivision (b), any person 
who assaults another with intent to com111it mayhc1n, rape, sodo1ny, oral 
copulation, or any violation of Section 264.1, 288, or 289 is pttllishablc shall 
be punished by imprisontncnt in the state prison for two, four. or six years. 

(b) Any person who, in the commission of a burglary qf the first 
degree, as defined in subdivision (a} of Section 460, assaults another with 
intent to commit rape, sodomy, oral copulation, or any violation of Section 
264.1, 288, or 289 shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison.fOr 
l[fe with the possibility of parole. 

SEC. 5. Section 269 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

269. (a) Any person who commits any of the following acts upon a 
child who is under 14 years of age and t0 seven or n1ore years younger than 
the person is guilty of aggravated sexual assault of a child: 

(I) :A: Rape, in violation of paragraph (2) or (6) of subdivision (a) of 
Section 26L 

(2) IT Rape or sexual penetration, in concert, in violation of Section 
264.1. 

(3) Sod01ny, in violation of paragraph (2) or (3) ofsubdil'ision (c}, 
or subdivision (d), of Section 286, .,hell tOll1tlliHcd by fo1ee, ,iolence, 
dcttess, menace, 01 fc,tt of illlmtdiate uad tmla1tful bodily inju1y 011 the 
1 ietilll ea a11othu puson. 

(4) Oral copulation, in violation of paragraph (2) or (3) of 
subdivision (c}, or subdivision (dj, of Section 288a, .. hen tOllllllittcd by 
fatee, 1 io!eaee, dctte.1,;, lllCtltlee, OJ feat of i111111ccliate t!JJd unlt1<\ fttl bodiJ5 
iujtii} Oil the .ictim OJ Sl\OtLet pt1301i. 

(5) A Sexual penetration, in violation of subdivision (a) of Section 289. 

(b) Any person who violates this section is guilty of a felony and 
shall be punished by i1nprisonment in the state prison for 15 years to life. 

(c) The court shall impose a consecutive sentence.fOr each ojfCnse 
thar results in a conviction under this sec lion {f the crimes involve separate 
victims or involve rhe same victim on separate occasions as defined in 
suhdivision (d) of Section 667.6. 

SEC. 6. Section 288.3 is added to the Penal Code, to read: 

288.3. (a} Every person who contacts or communicates with a 
minor, or attempts to contact or communicate with a minor, who knows 
or reasonablv should know thar the person is a minor, 11:ith intent to 
commit an offense spec!fied in Secrion 207, 209, 261, 264.1, 273a, 286, 288, 
288a, 288.2, 289, 31 l. l, 311.2, 311.4 or 311./ I involving the minor shall be 
punished by imprisonment in the state prisonfbr the term prescribedfor an 
attempt to commit the intended offense. 

(b) As used in this section, '·contacts or communicates with" 
shall include direct and indirect contacr or commu11ica1ion that may be 
achieFed personally or by use of an agent or agency, any print medium, 
any postal service, a common carrier or co11111111nicatio11 common carrier, 
anv electronic communications system, or any tefeco111m1111ications, wire, 
co.mputer, or radio communications device or system. 

(c) A person convicted of a violation of subdivision (a) who has 
previously been convicted of a viola1ion of subdivision (a) sha!! be 
punished by an additional and consecutive term of imprisonment in the 
state prison.fOrfive years. 

SEC. 7. Section 290.3 of the Penal Code is an1cnded to read: 

290.3, (a) Every person who is convicted or any offense specified 
in subdivision (a) ofSection 290 shall, in addition to any imprison1nent or 
fine, or both, in1posed for~ commission of the underlying offense, 
be punished by a !inc of two three hundred dollars~ ($300) upon the 
first conviction or a fine of three jive hundred dollars f53-9&J ($500) upon 
the second and each subsequent conviction, unless the court determines 
that Lhe dekndant does not have the ability to pay the line. 

An an1uunt equal to all fines collected pursuant to this subdivision 
during the preceding 111onth upon conviction of, or upon the forfeiture of 
bail by, 3ny person arrested for, or convicted of, committing an offense 
specified in subdivision (a) of Section 290, shall be transferred once a 
month by the county treasurer to the Controller for deposit in the General 
Fund. iv1oneys deposited in the General Fund pursuant to this subdivision 

128 I Text of Proposed Laws * * * 

shall be transferred by the Controller as provided in subdivision (b). 

(b) 0ttt Except as provided in subdivision (dj, our of the moneys 
deposited pursuant to subdivision (a) as a result of second and subsequent 
convictions of Section 290, one-third shall first be transferred to the 
Depart1nent of Justice Sexual Habitual Offender Fund, as provided in 
paragraph (I) of this subdivision. Out of the re1nainder of all moneys 
deposited pursuant to subdivision (a), 50 percent shall be transferred to 
the Departn1ent of Justice Sexual Habitual Offender Fund, as provided in 
paragraph(!), 25 percent shall be transfCrred to the Department of Justice 
DNA Testing Fund, as provided in paragraph (2), and 25 percent shall be 
allocated equally to counties that maintain a local DNA testing laboratory, 
as provided in paragraph (3). 

(I) Those 1noneys so designated shall be transferred to the 
Depart111ent of Justice Sexual Habitual Offender Fund created pursuant to 
paragraph (5) of subdivision (b) of Section 11170 and, when appropriated by 
the Legislature, shall be used for the purposes of Chapter 9.5 (commencing 
\Vith Section 13885) and Chapter 10 (e01nn1encing \Vith Section 13890) 
of Title 6 of Part 4 for the purpose of monitoring, apprehending, and 
prosecuting sexual habitual offenders. 

(2) Those 1noneys so designated shall be directed to the Depart1nent 
of Justice and transferred to the Depart1nent of Justice DNA Testing 
Fund, which is hereby created, for the exclusive purpose of testing 
deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) samples for law enforcement purposes. The 
n1oneys in that fund shall be available for expenditure upon appropriation 
by the Legislature. 

(3) Those 1noneys so designated shall be allocated equally and 
distributed quarterly to counties that maintain a local DNA testing 
laboratory. Before n1aking any allocations under this paragraph, the 
Controller shall deduct the csti1natedcosts that will be incurred to sci up and 
administer the payment of these funds to the counties. Any funds allocated 
to a county pursuant to this paragraph shall be used by that county for the 
exclusive purpose of testing DNA san1ples for law enforcen1ent purposes. 

(c) Nol\vithstanding any other provision of this section, the 
Department of Corrections or the Department of the Youth Authority inay 
collect a fine imposed pursuant to this section fr0111 a person convicted of a 
violation of any offense listed in subdivision (a) of Section 290, that results 
in incarceration in a facility under the jurisdiction of the Department 
of Corrections or the Department of the Youth Authority. All moneys 
collected by the Department of Corrections or the Department of the Youth 
Authority under this subdivision shall be transferred, once a month. to the 
Controller for deposit in the General Fund, as provided in subdivision (a), 
for transfer by the Controller, as provided in subdivision (b). 

(d) An amount equal to one hundred doltars.fOr eve1yfine imposed 
pursuant to subdivision (a) in excess of one hundred doflars slwf/ be 
transferred to the Department o.f Corrections and Rehabilitation to defi·ay 
the cost of the global positioning system used to monitor sex offender 
parolees. 

SEC. 8. Section 311.11 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

311. JI. (a) Every person who knowingly possesses or controls any 
1natter, representation of infOnnation, data, or image, including, but not 
li1nited to, any fihn, filmstrip, photograph, negative, slide, photocopy, 
videotape, video laser disc, c0111puter hardware, computer software, 
co1nputer Jloppy disc, data storage media, CD-ROM, or computer­
generated equip1nent or any other con1putcr-generatcd image that contains 
or incorporates in any manner, any fihn or fihnstrip, the production of 
\vhich involves the use of a person under the age of 18 years, knowing 
that the n1atter depicts a person under the age of 18 years personally 
engaging in or si1nulating sexual conduct, as defined in subdivision (d) of 
Section 311.4, is guilty of a pttblie bffcasefelony and shall be punished by 
imprisonn1ent in the state prison, or a county jail for up to one year, or by a 
fine nol exceeding two thousand five hundred dollars (S2,500), or by both 
the fine and in1prisonment. 

(b) ff.a Eve1y person who commits a violation ofsubdivision (a), and 
who has been previously convicted of a violation of this section, or-of-tt 
• iolatian afsctbcli • isian (b) of Seetio11 311.2, 01 subdi • ision (b) of Section 
311.1, he at she an offense described in subparagraph (A) ofparagraph 
(2) of· subdivision (a) of Section 290, or an attempt to commir any of the 
abo1•e-mentio11ed offenses, is guilty of a felony and shall be punished by 
in1prison1nent in the state prison for two, four, or six years. 

(c) It is not necessary to prove that the tnatter is obscene in order to 
establish a violation of this section. 

47



(PROPOSITION 83 CONTINUED) 

(d) This section docs not apply 10 drawings, ligurines, statues, or any 
filn1 rated by the Motion Picture Association of An1erica, nor does it apply 
to live or recorded telephone 1ncssagcs when transmitted, disse1ninated, or 
distributed as part of a co1nn1ercial transaction, 

SEC. 9. Section 667.5 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

667.5. Enhancen1cnt of prison terms for new offenses because of 
prior prison tcnns shall be in1posed as follows: 

(a) \Vhcrc one of the new offenses is one of the violent felonies 
specified in subdivision (c), in addition to and consecutive to any other 
prison terms therefor, the court shall impose a three~ycar term for each 
prior separate prison term served by the defendant where the prior offense 
was one of the viol~nt felonies specified in subdivision (c). However, no 
additional tern1 shall be i1nposed under this subdivision for any prison 
tenn served prior to a period of 10 years in which the defendant re1naincd 
free ofboth prison custody and the com1nission of an offense which results 
in a felony conviction. 

(b) Except where subdivision (a) applies, \Vhere then cw offense is any 
fClony for which a prison sentence is imposed, in addition and consecutive 
to any other prison terms therefor, the court shall impose a one-year tenn 
for each prior separate prison term served for any felony; provided that 
no additional term shall be in1posed under this subdivision for any prison 
h:rm served prior to a period of five years in which the defendant re1naincd 
free of both prison custody and the com1nission of an offense which results 
in a felony conviction. 

{c) For the purpose of this section, "violent felony" shall n1ean any 
of the following: 

{I) Murder or voluntary n1anslaughtcr. 

(2) fv1ayhenl. 
(3) Rape as defined in paragraph (2) or (6) of subdivision {a) of 

Section 261 or paragraph (I) or (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 262. 

(4) Sodo1ny by fut ........ , • ioleue .... , d:tt:t ..... '3, 1ae;1t1 ........ , 01 feat ,;f i11nnedit1:'1e 
.rnd ttttl."' ful lodily injmy Oil the • iclim 01 anothtt pu.;011 as defined in 
subdivision (c) or (dj of Section 286. 

(5) Oral copulation by farce, 1iolencc, du1ess, nic1tacc, rn feat of 
i11111tcdiatc and u11lu" fttl 1odily injury 011 tl1e • ieti111 01 a no the; pe1son as 
defined in subdivision (c) or (d) o,fScction 288a, 

(6) Le\vd ucb oa a child undu the ugc of 11 )CtliS or lascivious act 
as defined in subdivision (aj or (b) qfSection 288. 

(7) Any felony punishable by death or in1prison111ent in the state 
prison for life. 

(8) Any felony in which the dcJCndant inflicts great bodily injury 
on any person other than an acco1nplice which has been charged and 
proved as provided for in Section 12022.7, 12022,8, or 12022.9 on or after 
July 1, 1977. or as spct:i/ied prior to July I, 1977, in Sections 213, 264, and 
461, or any felony in which thc defendant uses a Jlreann which use has been 
charged and proved as provided in subdivision {a) qfSection 12022.3, or 
Section 12022.5 or 12022.55. 

(9) Any robbery. 

(10) Arson, in violation of subdivision (a) or (b) of Section 451. 

(11) The offi:nse Sexual penetration as defined in subdivision (a) or 
(j) of Section 289 <the1c the aet is tltt6inpli.Jhcd ugainst the • ictiat's "ill by 
fmcc, , iokncc, du1ess, 111c1wec, 61 fe,a of i11a11ediate and unla11 ful beidily 
iujm5 oa the .ietiin di .t!lothct peuoa. 

(12) Atte1nptcd murder. 

(13) A violation of Section 12308, 12309, or 12310. 

(14) Kidnapping. 

(15) Assault with the intent to con1mlt 1oayhe111, t.tpt. ,;odeimy, 01 

ma! eopttlation a spec{fiedji?lony, in violation of Section 220. 

(16) Continuous sexual abuse of a child, in violation of Section 
288.5. 

{17) Carjacking, as defined in subdivision (a) of Section 215. 

(!8) Ir Rape, spousal rape, or sexual penetration, in concert, in 
violation of Section 264.1. 

(19) Extortion, as defined in Section 518, which would constitute a 
felony violation of Section !86.22 of the Penal Code. 

(20) Threats to victims or witnesses, as defined in Section 136.l, 
which would constitute a felony violation of Section 186.22 of the Penal 
Code. 
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(21) Any burglary o/'thc first degree, as defined in subdivision (a) of 
Section 460, wherein it is charged and proved that another person, other 
than an accomplice, was present in the residence during the com1nission 
of the burglary. 

(22) Any violation of Section 12022.53. 

(23) A violation of subdivision (b) or (c) of Section 11418, The 
Legislature finds and declares that these specified crin1es n1erit special 
consideration when in1posing a sentence to display society's condemnation 
for these extraordinary crimes of violence against the person. 

(d) For the purposes of this section, the defendant shall be deemed 
to remain in prison custody for an offense until the official discharge 
from custody or until release on parole. whichever first occurs, including 
any ti1ne during which the defendant ren1ains subject to reimprisonmcnt 
for escape fron1 custody or is reimprisoned on revocation of parole. The 
additional penalties provided for prior prison terms shall not be imposed 
unless they are charged and adtnitted or found true in the action for the 
new offense. 

(c) The additional penalties provided for prior prison terms shall not 
be imposed for any felony for which the defendant did not serve a prior 
separate term in stale prison. 

(f) A prior conviction ofa felony shall include a conviction in another 
jurisdiction for an offense which, if con1n1itted in California, is punishable 
by imprisonn1ent in the state prison if the defendant served one year or 
1nore in prison for the offense in the other jurisdiction. A prior conviction 
of a particular felony shall include a conviction in another jurisdiction for 
an offense which includes all of the elements of the particular felony as 
defined under California law if the defendant served one year or 1nore in 
prison for the offense in the other jurisdiction. 

(g) A prior separate prison term for the purposes of this section shall 
1nean a continuous cmnpleted period of prison incarceration in1posed for the 
particular offense alone or in combination with concurrent or consecutive 
sentences for other cri1nes, including any rcimprisonn1ent on revocation 
of parole which is not acco1npanied by a new con11nit1nent to prison, and 
including any rcin1prison1nent after an escape from incarceration. 

(h) Serving a prison term includes any confinement ti111c in any state 
prison or federal penal institution as punishment for c01n111ission of an 
o11Cnse, including coniinen1ent in a hospital or other institution or facility 
credited as service of prison time in the jurisdiction of the confinement 

(i) For the purposes of this section. a co1nn1itment to the State 
Department of Mental Health as a mentally disordered sex offender 
following a conviction of a felony, which cOJnmitmcnt exceeds one year in 
duration, shall be deetned a prior prison term, 

(j) For the purposes of this section, when a person subject to the 
custody, control, and discipline of the DirectorofCorrcctions is incarcerated 
at a facility operated by the Departn1ent of the Youth Authority, that 
incarceration shall be deemed to be a lcn11 served in state prison. 

(k) Notwithstanding subdivisions (d) and (g) or any other provision 
of law, where one of the new offenses is con1n1itted while the defendant is 
ten1porarily ren1oved fron1 prison pursuant to Section 2690 or while the 
defendant is transferred to a com1nunity facility pursuant to Section 3416, 
6253, or 6263, or while the defendant is on furlough pursuant to Section 
6254. the defendant shall be subject to the full enhancements provided for 
in this section. 

This subdivision shall not apply when a full, separate, and consecutive 
term is i1nposed pursuant to any other provision ofla\v. 

SEC. 10. Section 667.51 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

667.5l. (a) Any person who is funad guilty conl'icted of violating 
Section 288 or 288.5 shall receive a five-year enhancement for a prior 
conviction of an offense ttsted: specified in subdivision (b). p161 idcd thut 
au additioual tct m shall be i1ap0Jed u11dc: tit is subdi • iJiein f6t any p1 ison 
'tctm su 1ctlp1io1 to::; pctiad af H:l )C.ll.\ ill ;1hidt the defenduat tctnained 
flee of both ptison custody and the eoauoissieia afail offense lhut results 
in a felony eon; ictit:J11. 

(b) Section 26L 262, 264.1. 269, 285, 286, 288, 288a, 288.5, or 289, 
or any offense com1nittcd in another jurisdiction that includes all of the 
elements of any of the offenses ret-furth specified in this subdivision. 

(c) Section 261, 264.1, ?86, 288, ?88a, 288.5, 01 289, ct any offense 
cou11uitted in anothct ju1isdiction th.tt includes all of the dcnicuts ofaay 
of l11e \"lffen:ses set fu1 th in lit is st:tbdi, isio1L 

tdJ A violation of Section 288 or 288.5 by a person who has been 
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previously convicted two or more tin1es of an offense mted specified 
in subdivision (e) iJ pttnhhabk as tt felany (b) shall be punished by 
i1nprison1nent in the state prison for 15 years to life. Ho .. ccct. iftlte h>b bi 

n101e pt iot co11; ietio113 ••tit fu1 1 iolutioas of Seeti011 288, l!iis subdi 1 i:sion 
is app\ituble 011\) j f the Ctll l till • ioJatiOh bl at least OhC of the pt ibt 
con• ietio11.s is fo1 till oFfell..e othct tltun a • iblatiem af subdi > i.;ioli (a) of 
Scctie111 288. rot pdi pose., of tl1is subdi• isio11, a pl iat coll 1 iction is ttt1tti1ed 
to ha.c been Fen dtw.,,cs btottght und tried sepatately. The ptod3ibllS of 
Ai Lide 2.5 (co111l\teltei11g "itlt Scctiort 2939) af Cl1apte1 7 of Title l of 
l\t1 t 3 shall upply to tcducc Ull) ntinhnttm tcr 111 in a state µ1 isou illlpascd 
pu1Sttfil1t to this Jttti011. but tlmt puson sltall 116t 6lht1 ,.ise be tdeuJtd 011 

Jhll ole pt ien to tLat tin1e. 

SEC. l L Section 667.6 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

667.6. (a) Any person who is fuund guilt5 af 1 iolaling pa1ag111ph 
(2), (3), (6), °' (7) ofS«bdi,jgjaa (a) ofScctiou 261, ptt1.>g<.>ph (lj, (I), 
01 (5) afsubdidJiaJt (a) of Seetiau 2(2, Section 261.l, subdi1isi6lt (b) of 
Sccti6ll 288, Sectian 288.5 01 sttbdi1 ision (u) ofSectieni 289, ofeoun11itting 
sodmny in 'iofa:tion of sttbdi t isian (k) af Section 286, of eo11111iiHing 01.tl 
capulatia11 in , iol.tlio11ofsttbdi1 i:sio11 (k) of Scctio11 288a, 01 of eo111111itti11g 
sodmn)' 01 rnul eopt1latiou in .ialaticn of Section 286 at 288a b5 fatee, 
tiolenee, du1ess, 111umee, ot feat of inunediute attd tt11luHful bodily 
i1rjm s O!l the 1 ietim at aaolhct per sein convicted of an oj]Cnse specified 
in subdivision (e) and who has been convicted previously of any of those 
offrnses shall receive a five-year enhancement for each of those prior 
convictions p101idcd tlatl no coh,meemcnt shall be iltip6sed und:ei this 
sttbdi•isio11 fv1 uoy eon1iction oeetu1i11g p1i01 to u peti6d of 18 ycats in 
,.Jiieh the peison tctliaiaed flee ofbath p1 isan custody und the couunission 
e;faa offell3C ;;hicli 1esults ill a Felan; eon.ictiaa. ht c1dditim1 to the file 
1eat ellhaneen:cnt imposed tlildct this sttbdi.isian, the coml aLo rnay 
impose u flue Hot to e.eeeed t .. eaty t!ti:'lttsaad dollau ($28,888) fm unyooe 
.;u11eneed u11dc1 !ltcse µ101 i,;io11.,< T11c f111e i111pi:'lscd a1td collected pu1,,ua1it 
to this sttbdit ision shall be deposited in the Vietiin \Vit11c33 Assistance 
Fund to Le u.uiluble fv; app1op1iatioll ta fund child sexual exploitatioll 
.tad child sceual abuse • ietin1 eotrnselin,,, cc!ltets ,tlld pie 1cutioa p1og1ams 
cstubliAl1cd pu1 stt.i11t to Section 13837. 

(b) Any person who is convicted of an offense specified in 
subdivision ftt} (e) and who has served two or more prior prison tenns 
as defined in Scclion 667.5 !Or any uffellse .,pceified in sttbdi.isien (.t), of 
those offi:nses shall receive a JO-year enhancement for each of those prior 
terms p101 ided that na udditianal enhu11ee11ttllt shall be hnposed nadct 
this subdi1 isit'ln fut any p1 isoll Lt1111 set .cd pt iot lo a pet i6d of 19 yea1s in 
nhich the pcrso111enwilled flee ofUoth pt i.;011 etulody and tlie eornmissiou 
ofun offe11se 1tl1ieh testtlts i11 a fdony eon1ielian. l11 additimi Lo the IS yuu 
ei1haneen1cat in1persed u1ide1 tliis subdit ision, tl1t coat t a!Ja i11ay iinpt'lse 
u fine nol to exceed l>\Cli!) theius.md doll.us CS28,888) fot Jll)' pcrsern 
su1te11ccd ttJidtr tl1is subdi • Llirn1. Tl1t: lillc i1upo,;ed arid collected put sua11t 
to this sub di 1 isi611 Jlwl\ be depasited in the \'ictin1 'Nitness !d3istanee 
Fund to be a .. ti!ablc fui UJ'Pt6piistion Lo fund child sexual exploitatiera 
a11d cl ti Id sexual sbrtse , ieti111 counseling eentets u11d pie •e11tian p16g1sn1s 
established ptusuaat It> Seetit>11 13837. 

(c) In lieu of the term provided in Section 1170.1, a full, separate, 
and consecutive tcnn may be imposed for each violation of Seelioll 229, 
otht1 thaH ·"'assault •dtlt illteilt ter eaunnit 1nuyhua, pio.ided tllat tlte 
person has bee11 Ct'JJJ.icled ptedously of violuling Seetian 228 fm an 
offi::nsc erthe1 t!t,111 mi assault <1ith intent to emuu1it mayltent, p:uagu1ph 
(2), (3), (6), 01 (7) ofst1bdj,j3ion (a) of Section 261, pa«<grnpli (I), (4), 
01 (SJ of Jrtbdi dsioll (a) of Seetiau 262, Section 261.1, .;ubdi1 is ion (b} af 
Section 288, Seetiau 288.5 01 sttbdi 1 isiou (a) ofSectio11 289, ofconanittiug 
sod0111y ia > i6latia11 of sttbdi 1ision (k) of Seetio11 286, of eom111itti11,,, 01al 
eopulalioll ill 1 iolution \"lfsubdi t isit>Ji (k) ofSectiou 288a, at ofeornntittiug 
,,oclo1ay ti at al copulation in .iolaLioa of Seetioll 286 01 28Sa h) fi:ace, 
, ioleuec, dtt1esJ, ntenuee, 01 fear afi1un1tdiatc aud un!a,. fttl bodil) injut) 
Oh t\lC , iClilll 61 liiiOthcr pct SOU 1111ct11u OJ ilOl the eti!JICS ••CIC COliiliiiLted 

dating ,t sin,,,le tr,rnsactioa an ofj"i>nse spec(fied in subdivision (e) if the 
crimes involve the same victim on rhe same occasion. A term may be 
imposed consecutively pursuant to this subdivision if a person is convicted 
of at least onE' offense specified in subdivision (e). If the term is in1posed 
consecutively pursuant to this subdivision, it shall be served consecutively 
to any other term of imprisonment, and shall commence from the 1i1ne the 
person otherwise would have been released fron1 imprisonment. The tern1 
shall not be included in any detennination pursuant to Section 1170.1. Any 
other term imposed subsequent to that term shall not be 1nerged therein but 
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shall comn1encc at the time the person otherwise would have been released 
from prison. 

(d) A full, separate, and consecutive term shall be served imposed 
for each violation of Section 228, othe1 thail au assault "ilh intcut to 
earrnnit ata5lte1n, ptovided thut the pe1san has bee1t e61t.ieted ptcdously 
of ; ialatiag Seetiaa 228 fut an offctJse othet thuil a11 assault '' ith intent 
le> eananil umyhem, pmug1.tph (2), (3), (6), 61 (7) 6f subdi1isioll (a) eif 
Section 261, pal ag1aph (!), t4), 01 (5) of !:!ttbdi .is ion (a) af Section 262. 
Seetian 264.1, subdi > L~ion (b) of Section 288. sttUdi •isio11 (a) o; Sectiot; 
289, af conrntittilig sodon1y i11 • iolation of sub di' isio11 (k) of Section 286, 
of eo111111itting ei1al copulution itt • ialatiou of suUdi, isiall {k) of Sectio11 
2:S8a, b> bf eommi\.\,iag sodbmy '" rn tt: topulatlau ill ; iei\a·,ia11 bf Section 
286 01 288a by fatee, 1iolenee, dutess, 111en.iec, at fcai of i1111ncdiate Uiid 
tu1la>1 fttl Uodil_1 i1Jjt11y 011 Lhe • icti111 01 ailolllCt petsOit an offense specified 
in subdivision (e) if the crimes involve separate victin1s or involve the 
same victi1n on separate occasions. 

In detern1ining whether crilncs against a single victin1 were 
con1mitted on separate occasions under this subdivision, the court shall 
consider whether, between the c01n1nissioll of one sex eri1nc and another, 
the defendant had a reasonable opportunity to reflect upon his or her 
actions and nevertheless rcsu1ned sexually assaultive behavior. Neither the 
duration of time between cri1nes, nor whether or not the defendant lost 
or abandoned his or her opportunity to attack, shall be, in and of itself, 
determinative on the issue of whether the cri1nes in question occurred on 
separate occasions. 

The tenn shall be served consecutively to any other tcnn of 
imprisonment and shall com1ncnce from the time the person otherwise 
would have been released from i1nprlson1nent. The tcnn shall not be included 
in any determination pursuant to Section 1170.L Any other term imposed 
subsequent to that term shall not be n1ergcd therein but shall commence at 
the ti1ne the person otherwise would have been released from prison. 

(e) This section shall apply to the fo!lowing ojfenses: 

(1) Rape, in violation ofparagraph (2), (3j, (6), or (7) of subdivision 
(a) of Section 261. 

(2) Spousal rape, in violation of paragraph {J), (4), or (5) of 
subdivision (a) ofSection 262. · 

(3) Rape, spousal rape, or sexual penetration, in concert, in violation 
qfSection 264.1. 

(4) Sodomy, in violation of paragraph (2) or (3) qlsubdivision (cj, 
or subdivision {d) or (k), of Section 286. 

(5) lewd or lascfrious ac1, in violation of subdivision (bj of Section 
288. 

(6j Continuous sexual abuse of a child, in violation of Section 
288.5. 

(7) Oral copularion, in violation of paragraph (2) or (3) ql 
subdivision (l), or subdivision (d} or (k). of Section 288a. 

(8) Sexual penerration, in violation of subdivision (a) or (g) of 
Section 289. 

(9) As a present offense under subdivision (c) or {d), assault with 
intent to commit a specified sexual qffense, in violation qfSection 220. 

(10) As a prior co11vicrio11 under subdivision (a) or (b), an ofji!nse 
committed in another jurisdiction that includes all qf rhe elements of an 
offense spec[fied in this subdivision. 

(j) In addition lo any enhancement imposed p11rsua11t to subdivision 
(a) or (b), the court may also impose a fine not to exceed twenty 1housand 
dollars ($20,000jfor an.vane sentenced under those provisions. The fine 
imposed and collected pursuant to this subdivision shall be deposited in 
the Victim-rVitness Assistance Fund to be available for appropriation to 
fimd child sexual e:i.p!oitation and child sexual abuse victim counseling 
centers and preve111ion programs established pursuant to Section 13837. 
If 1he court orders a fine to be itnposed pursuant to this subdivision W 
tllfb1, the actual administrative cost or collecting that tine, not to exceed 
2 percent of the total amount paid, 1nay be paid into the general fund of the 
county treasury for the use and benefit of the county. 

SEC. 12. Section 667.61 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

667.61. (a) A: Any person who is convicted of an offense specified 
in subdivision (c) under one or 1nore of the circumstances specified in 
subdivision (d) or under two or more of the circu1nstanccs specified in 
subdivision (e) shall be punished by impriso111nent in the state prison for 
25 years to life and shall not be eli,,,ible fb1 1eleusc Oil pacalc fot 25 5eats 
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excepl as pto • idcd in ,,ubdi • i. ion rj). 

(b) Except as provided in subdivision (a), ti any person who is convicted 
of an offense spcdfied in subdivision (c) under one of the circu1nstances 
specified in subdivision (e) shall be punished by imprisonn1cnt in the state 
prison for 15 years to life and shall ue>t be eligible f01 tclcase on parole fo1 
15 ycms c;.ccpt I'd pi ov idcd ill suL:di • isio11 (j). 

(c) This section shall apply to any of the following offenses: 

(1) A Rape, in violation of paragraph (2) or (6) of subdivision (a) of 
Section 261. 

{2) -A Spousal rape, in violation of paragraph (1) or (4) of subdivision 
(a) of Section 262. 

(3) :A: Rape, ,\pousal rape, or sexual pe11erratio11, in concert, in 
violation of Section 264.1. 

(4) A: Lewd or lascivious act, in violation of subdivision (b) of 
Section 288. 

(5) A Sexual penetration, in violation of subdivision (a) of Section 

(6) SodoJii} 01 Ota! copulation Sodomy, in violation of paragraph 
(2) or (3) ofsubdivision (c), or subdivision (d), of Section 286 bl 288u by 
f\:;;ce, , iulcncc, duzcss, 111cnacc, 01 R:w of i111111ediatc m1d Ullict» ful bodil-' 
iujttt-' utt t-hc , ietittt 01 another pctSGtL 

(7) A Oral copulation, in violation of paragraph (2) or (3) of 
subdivision (c). or subdivision (d), qfSeclion 288a. 

(8) L£'wd or lascivious act, in violation of subdivision (a) of Section 
288, unlc:ss thc ddi:::nda11t 4ualifics fut ptobatiem undu Jtibdi.Liem (c) of 
Smion 1293.966. 

(9) Continuous sexual abuse of a child, in l'iolation of Section 
288.5. 

td) The follo\ving circLLnJstances shall apply to the offenses specified 
in subdivision (c): 

(1) The defendant has been previously convicted of an offense 
spcd!icd in subdivision (c), including an offense committed in another 
jurisdiction that includes all of the clements of an offense specified in 
·subdivision (c). 

(2) The defendant kidnapped the victim of the present offense and 
the 1novement of the victim substantially increased the risk of harm to 
the victim over and above that level of risk necessarily inherent in the 
underlying offense in subdivision (c), 

(3) The defendant inf1icted aggravated mayhem or torture on the 
victim or another person in the conunission of the present offense in 
violation of Section 205 or 206. 

(4) The defendant co1nn1itted the present offense during the 
con1n1ission ofa burglary ofrhefirst degree, as defined in subdivision (a) of 
Section 460, with intent 10 com1nit an offense spccified in subdivision (c). 

(5) The defendant committed the present offense in violation of 
Section 264.1, subdivision (d) ofSection 286, or subdivision (d) of Section 
288a, and, in the commission cif that offense, any person committed any act 
described in paragraph (2), (3), or (4) qfthis subdivisioJI. 

(e) The following circun1stances shall apply to the offenses specified 
in subdivision (c): 

(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of subdivision (d), the 
defendant kidnapped the victim of the present offense in violation of 
Section 207, 209, or 209.5. 

(2) Except as provided in paragraph {4) of subdivision (d), the 
defendant com1nitted the present offense during the com1nission of a 
burglar}. ,is ddh1ed i11 sttbdi • isian (11) afSeetim1 468, 01 dut iug the eann11is,siat1 
afa bttrgl<'ll} ofa bttildin0 , induding <'Ill} een1mueiul eslab!iJhrneut, 1;hieh 
H<'IJ thea eltHed lb the public, in violation of Section 459. 

(3) The defendant personally inflicted great bodily injury on the 
victim or another person in the coinmission of the present offense in 
violation of Section 12022.53, 12022.7, or 12022.8. 

(4) The defendant personally used a dangerous or deadly weapon or 
a llreann in the con1mission of the present offense in violation of Section 
12022, 12022.3, 12022.5, or 12022.53. 

(5) The defendant has been convicted in the present case or cases of 
commilting an offonse specified in subdivision (c) against 1nore than one 
victiin. 

(6) The defendant engaged in the tying or binding of the victi1n or 
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another person ln the c01n111ission of the present offense. 

(7) The defendant ad1ninistcred a controlled substance to the victim 
by fmee, 1 iolenee, at fca1 in the c01nmission of the present offense in 
violation of Section 12022.75. 

(8) The defendant committed the present offi?nse in violation of 
Section 264.1, subdivision (d) qfSection 286, or subdivision (d) of Section 
288a, and, in the commission of that offense, any person committed any 
act described in paragraph (1), (2j, (3), (4), (6j, or (7) o.fthis subdivision. 

(f) lf only the n1inin1urn n111nber of circu1nstanccs specified 
in subdivision (d) or (e) whteh that arc required for the punishment 
provided in subdivision (a) or (b) to apply have been pied and proved, that 
circu1nstance or those circumstances shall be used as the basis for imposing 
the tenn provided in subdivision (a) or (b), 1vhichever is greater, rather 
than being used to impose the punishment authorized under any other 
provision of law, unless another provision of law provides for a greater 
penalty or the punishment under another provision a.flaw can be imposed 
in addition to the punishment provided by this section. However, if any 
additional circuinstance or circumstances specified in subdivision {d) or 
(c) have been pied and proved, the minimun1 number of circun1stances 
shall be used as the basis for imposing the tenn provided in subdivision 
(a), and any other additional circu1nstance or circun1stances shall be used 
to in1pose any punislunent or enhanee1nent authorized under any other 
provision qf"la\V. 

(g) Notwithstanding Section 1385 or any other provision of law. the 
court shall not strike any a!legation, admission, or finding of any of the 
circun1stances specified in subdivision (d) or {e) for any person 1vho is 
subject to punishment under this section. 

(g) Tltc let 1i1 specified itt sttbdi, isimt (<'1) m (b) sliall be i111posed bli 
the dc;';;;;udullt ooee Fm t1:J1y ofR:ase 01 offc11se3 tbn1111itted 3gui11s1 a .;iu0 \c 
> ietiiu dur iitg a si11 0 le aeeusion. lf tliere t1:1e 111t1ltiple • ieti111J dut ing a si11glc 
occ<'tsion, tltC tel 111 specified i11 sttbdi • isioll (a) bl (b) slwll be i111posed on 
1',,e defcuduttt OitCC fbl each 3tp<'ttttte ;ietiat. lt1111,, fen bfhe1 offeilJCS 
eowntilted du1 iog ti Jillgle eceaJion shull be illlpbJtd <'IS autho1 izcd tll1de1 
any athu Lt .. , inelttding Seetibn 667.6, if applicable. 

(h) P-robtttton Notwithstanding any other provision of law, probation 
shall not be granted to, nor shall the execution or itnposition of sentence be 
suspended for, any person who is subject to punishment under this section fur 
clllJ of"fi::il$C specified itt p<'l!ti0 !UpJt3 (J) lb (6), ittdUJi 1t, ofsttbdi I iJibii (e). 

(i) For the any o.ffense specified in paragraphs (1) to (7), inclusive, 
qfsubdh•ision (c), the court shall impose a consecutiv£' sentence for each 
offense that results in a co11victio11 under this section ifrhe crimes involve 
separate victims or involve the same victim on separate occasions as 
de.fined in subdivision (d) of Section 667.6. 

(f) The penalties provided in this section to shall apply, only [{the 
existence of any fad 1 cquited w1dc1 circumstance specified in subdivision 
(d) or (e) sh-all-be is alleged in the accusatory pleadirig pursuant to this 
section, and is either ad1nitted by the defendant in open court or found to 
be true by the trier of fact. 

U) At tick 2.5 (eontt11encing n ith Sectiott 2938) of Ch-tpte1 7 of 
Title I of Pt1:1 t 3 Jh,111 apply to 1eduec t!>e 1ninintrtllt lei tu of 25 yc,tJs in the 
stute ptisoll iinpbstd pu1suw1t Lb subdidsion (11:) 01 15 yems i11 the state 
ptisoll irnpased pcti3uaat to ,,u'.:ldi.i.;iott (b). Honc1u, in Ila ea,,e sh<'tll the 
n1ini1amn tCJ1n ef25 bt 15 ycats be 1edt1eed by 1n.01e tht111 15 poeeat fm 
etedib g; anted pmsttttnt to Sectian 2933, 4819, 01 <'Ill) othu }<'In p101 idiug 
f01 conduct e1edit 1cduetioa. Lt JJ6 C<'ISC sltull any petso11 "ho is punished 
u11dct this section be tdeu,,ed on putole pl im to set 1 illg ut least 85 pe1eu1t 
of the mi1iin1uu1 tCtnt of25 01 IS ycuts in the Jt<'lle pl isou. 

SEC. 13. Section 667.71 of the Penal Code amended to read: 

667.71. (a) For the purpose of this section, a habitual sexual 
offender is a person who has been previously convicted of one or more of 
the offenses futed specified in subdivision (c) and who is convicted in the 
present proceeding of one of those offenses. 

(b) A habitual sexual offender is puaishuble shall be punished 
by in1pris01unent in the state prison for 25 years to life. At tide 2.5 
(eem1nelldng "ilh Section 2938) of Chuptct 7 bf Title 1 of Patt 3 sh.di 
<1ppl) to tedttee u11} 1ni1drnuw tun1 of25 yead iu the sl:ttte pt isem impzued 
pcttJt!<'IHl to this .;eetimi. 1Ia.,e1er, in na cusc slwll the 1aittimt1111 te1111 of25 
yeats be tedttecd by rnme thm1 15 pucent fvt c1edits g1m1ted pttISuunt lb 
Section 2933, 1819, 01 <'Ill}' otl1Ct Jun pto • idiug fvt conduct c1edit1 eduction. 
lo no eusc .;h,dl <'ttt} peisbtl Hho i,1 puni.>hed uodCJ this section be Ielc<'tstd 
011 pti:ible p; ioi lb se1 > ing at least 85 pueellt of the miainaua te1111 of 25 
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yews i11 the iltalt p1ism1. 

(c) This section shall apply to any of the following offenses: 

(I) -A: Rape, in violation of paragraph {2) or (6) of subdivision (a) of 
Section 261. 

(2) A Spousal rape, in violation of panigraph (1) or (4) of subdivision 
(a) of Section 262. 

(3) -A: Rape, spousal rape, or sexual penetration, in concert, in 
violation of Section 264.1. 

(4) -A: Le1vd or lascivious act, in violation of subdivision (a) or (b) 
of Section 288, 

(5) -A: Sexual penetration, in violation of subdivision (a) or lj) of 
Section 289. 

(6) 1\ Continuous sexual abuse of a child, in violation of Section 
288.5. 

(7) ;Ar Sodomv, in violation of subdivision (c) or (d) of Section 286 bj 
fotcc, , iole11cc, du~ess, rncnucc, 01 Feat tifinnnediutc ,md uala" ful bodily 
injttt} oH lLc 1 lctiw 01 aaolhtt pct-Iott. 

(8) A , iol,1lion ofsubdi' isiou (d) of Section 286. 

f9t-* Oral copulation, in violation of subdivision (c) or (d) of Section 
288a by futce, , iole11ee, dt11urn,111umce, 01 fea1 of i1111nediate mid un]a,. ful 
bodily injmy on the .ietiln 01 Ullolhu pt1SOJL 

fffi}--A (9) Kidnapping, in violation of subdivision (b) of Section 207. 
(:+tt-A (10) Kidnapping, in violation of forn1er subdivision (d) of 

Section 208 (kidnapping 10 con1111lt specified sex offenses). 

t-8-:} (11) Kidnapping, in violation of subdivision (b) a/Section 209 
with the intent to c01nmit tupe. spousal tupe, otal eopttlaLion, 01 sodomy 01 
sexual penchaLio11 in 1 io!.tliem of Section 289 a spec{fied seJ:ual offense. 

t+3t-A (12) Aggravated sexual assault of a child, in violation of 
Section 269. 

f!4J (13) An offense con1n1ittcd in another jurisdiction that h-ag­

includes all qf the dements or an offcns..: specified in paiagraplu (!) to 
( 13), ineltrni, e, of this subdivision, 

(d) 1Votwithstanding Section 1385 or any other provision of law, the 
court shat! 1101 strike any al/egarion, admission, or.finding of any prior 
conviction specified in subdiFision (c) for any person who is subject 10 

punishment under this section. 

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision a.flaw, probation shall not be 
granted to, nor shall the execution or imposition of sentence be suspended 
/Or, any person who is subject to punishment under this section. 

{/) This section shall apply only if the defendant's status as a habitual 
sexual offender is alleged in the ihfv11u.ition accusato1y pleading, and 
either adn1itted by the defendant in open court, or found to be true by the 
jut) tt5ingthe LBuC of guih 01 by r:1e eottt, .,\;ue 0 t1:H\. h es,ab\hhcd by a 
plea of guilty 01 1wlo eo1itendue 01 by h ial by eottJ t sitting "ithottt a juty 
rrier of/Get. 

SEC. 14. Section 1203.06 of the Penal Code is mncnded to read: 

1203.06. Not 11 ithstanding Section 1283. 

(a) P1 obation Not1vithsta11di11g any other provision ofla•t~ probation 
shall not be granted to, nor shall the execution or iinposition of sentence be 
suspended for, nor shall afiifriing bringing the defendant within this section 
be stricken pursuant to Section 1385 for, any of the following persons: 

(l) Any pl'.rson who personally used a fireann during the con11nission 
or atten1ptcd conunission of any of the follo\ving crimes: 

(A) Murder. 
(B) Robbery, in violation of Section 211. 

(C) Kidnapping, in violation of Section 207. 209, or 209.5. 

(D) Kidnupping i1l 1 iolation of Seetion 289 Lewd or lascivious act, 
in violation of Section 288. 

(E) Burglary of the first degree, as defined in Section 460. 

(F) Except us pto•ided in Sediou 1283.865, tape Rape, in violation 
of pa1 agtaplt (2) of-1ttbdi 1 isioh Ca) of Section 261, 262, or 264.1. 

(G) Assault with intent to comn1it l upe 01 sodon1y a spec[fied sexual 
of]Cnse, in violation of Section 220. 

(H) Escape, in violation of Section 4530 or 4532. 

(I) Carjacking, in violation of Section 215. 

(J) Any pe130ll eotnieted of agg1a1<1ted Aggravated 1nayhem, in 
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violation of Section 205. 

(K) Torture, in violation of Section 206. 

(L) Kidnapping, in 1 iolation of Section 299.5 Continuous sexual 
abuse ofa child, in viola/ion r~{Sectio11288.5. 

(M) A felony violation of Section 136.l or 137, 

(N) Sodomy, in violation of Section 286. 

(0) Oral copulation, in 1•iolation ofSection 288a. 

(P) Sexual penetration, in violation oj'Section 289 or 264.1. 

rQ) Aggravated sexual assault ofa child, in violation ofSection 269. 

(2) Any person previously convicted of a fr:lony specified in 
srrbpdlagtapliS (A) lo (L), i11elusi 1 e, of paragraph (I), or assault with intent to 
c01nmit n1urdcr under fonner Section 217, who is convicted of a subsequent 
felony and who was personally anned with a fireann at any time during 
its c01nmission or atte1npted con11nission or was unlawfully armed with a 
firearm at the tin1c ofhis or her arrest for the subsequent felony. 

(3) Aggravated arson, in violation of Section 451.5. 

(b)(I) The existence of any fact whleh that would make a person 
ineligible for probation under subdivision (a) shall be alleged in the 
accusatory pleading, and either admitted by the defendant in open court, 
or JOund to be true by the jttt) lt) ing tlte is.1ue ofgttill, by tlK com t »itete 
guilt is established by pleu of guilty bl 1tolo eontende1c, 01 by ttial by the 
eout L sitting ,. ithottt a jttt} trier ofjGct. 

(2) Tl1is .~ubdi1isi011 does ttol ptoliibit tlie adjorr111111eut ofc1i1ni11al 
p10ecedings pt11sum1t to Di1ision 6 (comlilellciug .,jlJ1 Section 6900) of 
the \Yelf.ue ,tlld lnstiltttions Code, 

f.31 As used in subdivision (a), "used a firearm" means to display a 
firearm in a menacing manner. tu intentionally fire it, or to intentionally 
strike or hit a human being \Vi th it, or to use it in any manner that qualffies 
under Section 12022.5. 

{-41 (3) As used in subdivision (a), "armed with a firearn1" 1neans to 
knowingly carry or have available }Or use a firearm as a 111eans of offense 
or defense. 

SEC. 15. Section 1203.065 of the Pena! Code is a1nendcd to read: 

1203.065. (a) Notwithstanding any olherprol'fsion q/law, probation 
shall not be granted to, nor shall the execution or in1position of sentence 
be suspended for, any person \\'ho is convicted of violating paragraph 
(2) or (6) or subdivision (a) of Section 261, Section 264.1, 266h, 266i, 01' 

266j, or 269, paragraph (2) or (3) of subdivision (c), or subdivision (d), o.f 
Section 286, paragraph (2) or (3) of subdivision (c), or subdivision (d), o.f 
Section 288a, subdivision (a) of Section 289, ofeou11nitting sodomy 01 01al 
eopululion ill doluti0a of Seeti0n 286 01 288u by fmee, tiolutee, dt11tss, 
1uc1uee, OI fe;:11 eifi1n1ncdiate a11d u1ila11ful Uodily i1iju15 011 the 1ieti111 01 

anothu pt1so1J, or of doluting subdivision (c) of Section 311.4. 

(b)(l) Except in unusual cases where the interests of justice would 
best be sen1ed if the person is granted probation, probation shall not 
be granted to any person who is convicted of a > iulation of violating 
paragraph (7) of subdivision (a) of Section 261, subdivision (k) of Section 
286, subdivision (k) of Section 288a, subdivision (g) of Section 289, or 
Section 220 for assault with intent to cominit any ofLLe fallonih

0
• 1ape, 

seidotn5, ota\ eeipu\atieitt, ot &») "k/.ution eif Section 26 tl, sdudi1 i,;iou (b) 
of Sectioa 288, 01 Seetion 289 a spec{fied sexual offense. 

(2) When probation is granted, the court shall specify on the record 
and shall enter on the minutes the circumstances indicating that the 
interests of justice would best be served by the disposition. 

SEC. 16. Section 1203.075 of the Penal Code is an1cnded to read: 

1203.075. Not..ithstanding the p1odsious of Section 128J. 

(a) Ptobation Notwithstanding any other provfaion (?{law, probation 
shall not be granted to, nor shall the execution or i111position of sentence 
be suspended 10r, nor shall a finding bringing the defendant within this 
section be stricken pursuant to Section 1385 for, any person who;-with 
tlie inlt11L to itdlict the injtt1 y, personally inflicts great bodily injury, as 
defined in Seclion 12022.7, on the person of another in the commission or 
attempted con1mission of any of the following crimes: 

(1) !'V1urdcr. 

(2) Robbery, in violation of Section 211. 

(3) Kidnapping, in violation of Section 207, 209, or 209.5. 

(4) Kidnappiug, in 1 iolutiou of Seetioll 289 Lewd or lascii'ious act, 
in violation of Section 288. 
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(5) Burglary or the !irst degree, as defined in Section 460. 

(6) Rape, in violation of j'.litlttgtaph (2) 01 (6) oF subdidsiein (a) of 
Section 261 01 p.uag1 aph (I) 01 ( 1) of suUdi • isitJll {a) of Section 261, 262, 
or 264.1. · 

(7) Assault with intent to comn1it "ra~p~e,_o~•~s~o~d~ott>tt115• a specified sexual 
oj/Cnse, in violation of Section 220. 

(8) Escape, in violation of Section 4530 or 4532. 

(9) A: Sexual penetration, in violation of•s~u~b~d~i.~;~si~o~n~(~"~)~o,ff Section 
289 or 264.1. 

(10) Sodomy, in violation of Section 286. 

( 11) Oral copulation, in violation of Section 288a. 

(12) Carjacking. in violation of Section 215. 

(13) Kidoappiug. in • iolation of Section 289.5 Co111i11uo11s sexual 
abuse ofa child, in violation ofSection 288.5. 

(14) Aggra1'ated sexual assault of a child, in violation of Section 269. 

(b)flJ The existence of any fact whleh that would 1nake a person 
ineligible for probation under subdivision (a) shall be alleged in the 
accusatory pleading, and either admitted by the defendant in open court, 
or found to be true by thcjrn y Ly ittg the i3stte ofgttilt GI by the cow t nhu e 
guilt is estsblishcd by a plcu ofgttilty ar ttalo eootendue 01 by u trial b) the 
cottrl sittilig ., ithout ajur y trier ofj(icl. 

(2) Tliis sttbdi, i.;i011 doc, not ptoltibit tlte adjou11rntc1it or Ct i111illal 
p1oceedi11gsptllStHllttto o;, isiou3 (eor11111enei;:g ,, itli Secti_on?888) GI Di .isio11 
6 (c0t111ne11ci11g "ith Scctiorr 6888) oftlte \Ve\ fate and htshltthous Code. 

(3) As ttsed in subdi1isiou (a), "g;est bodily i1rju1y" meu11J "g1eat 
bodily illju1y" as dt!lned in Sctlion 12822.7. 

SEC. 17. Section 3000 of the Penal Code is mnendcd to read: 

3000. (a)(l) The Legislature finds and declares that the period 
immediately following incarceration is critical to successful reintegration 
of the offender into society and to positive citizenship. lt is in the interest of 
public safety for the state to provide for the supervision of and surveillance 
of parolees, including the judicious use of revocation actions. and to 
provide educational, vocational, fainily and personal counseling necessary 
to assist parolees in the transition between i1nprisonment and discharge. A 
sentence pursuant to Section 1168 or 1170 shall include a period of parole, 
unless waived, as provided in this section, 

(2) The Legislature finds and declares that it is not the intent of this 
section to di1ninish resources allocated to the DepartJnent of Corrections 
fOr parole functions for which the dcpartn1cnt is responsible. It is also not 
the intent of this section to diminish the resources allocated to the Board 
of Prison Tcnns to execute its duties with respect to parole functions for 
which the board is responsible. 

(3) The Legislature finds and declares that diligent effort 1nust 
be inade to ensure that parolees are held accountable for their criininal 
behavior, including, but not Jin1itcd to, the satisfaction of restitution fines 
and orders. 

(4) An5 finding rntide JH1lSt1ant ta Atlielc 4 (co111111eaeing 1dllt 
Sceti61t 6688) 6f Cl1t1ptct 2 eif Patt 2 6f Di 1 isirnl 6 of the \Ycl:a1e ,u1d 
lnstituliGiis Code, thst a pei S6il is The parole period of any perso11fo1111d to 
be a sexually violent predator shall not teill, disehaige, 01 othu nise ufR:ct 
thut petson's be tolled until that person isjOund to no longer be a sexually 
violent predator, at which time the period of parole, or any remaining 
portion thereoj,' shall begin to nm. 

(b) Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary in Article 3 
(commencing with Section 3040} of this chapter, the following shall apply: 

(1) At the expiration of a tenn of iinprison111cnt of one year and 
one day, or a terin of i1nprisonmcnt imposed pursuant to Section 1170 or 
at the expiration of a tern1 reduced pursuant to Section 2931 or 2933, if 
applicable, the in1natc shall be released on parole fOr a period not exceeding 
three years, except that any innrnte sentenced for an offense specified in 
paragraph (3), (4), (5), (6), (11), (16), or (18) of subdivision (c) of Section 
667.5 shall be rt!!eased on parole IOr a period not exceeding five years, 
un\css in either case the parole authority for good cause waives parole and 
discharges the inmate fro111 the custody of the depart1nent 

(2) Jn the case of any in1nate sentenced under Section 1 !68, the period 
ofparok shall not exceed five years in the case of an inmate imprisoned for 
any offense other than first or second degree 1nurder for which the innrntc 
has received a life sentence, and shall not exceed three years in the case of 
any other inmate, unless in either case the parole authority for good cause 
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waives parole and discharges the inn1ate from custody of the department. 
This subdivision shall also be applicable to inmates who con1mittcd crimes 
prior to July 1, 1977, to the extent specified in Section 1170.2. 

(3) Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and (2), in the case of any offense 
for which the in1nate has received a life sentence pursuant to Section 667.61 
or 667.71, the period of parole shall be fu-c 10 years. Upon the 1equest of the 
Depal b11cz1t of Carr eetimts, tind 611 tl1e g1ou11ds tlmt tltc pa1 6lcd i111nate niay 
pose a sub"'tuntiul danger to pttblic safety, the 86a1d of Pt i3Gil Tei rttS _;Lall 
co11dt1ct ti J;cm i11g to delct n1i11c if t11e purolee shall be subject ta a Jiu,, le 
additional Jl\e ;eat petiod eifpat6le. The bo.nd shall conduct the ltcarillg 
pu1st1ant l6 the p1occdct1es and sla11da1ds go •Cl lling p.uole re •Otati(JlL The 
1cq:uest fut patolc cxtcn.;iott :sha:I be tttadc tttl k&:s th.m tSS duys p: io: tS t\1e 
cxpilsliun oft he illitial fi •C year pct iod eif pa;ole. 

(4) The parole authority shall consider the request of any inmate 
regarding the length of his or her parole and the conditions thereoC 

(5) Upon successful cotnplction of parole, or at the end of the 
maxinunn statutory period of parole specified for the in1nate under 
paragraph (!}, (2), or (3), as the case 111ay be, whichever is earlier, !he 
inmate shall be discharged from custody, The date of the 1naximum 
statutory period of parole under this subdivision and paragraphs (1), (2), 
and (3) shall be con1puted fro1n the date of initial parole bl fi01u the date o• e,deosioa of pmolc pmstmllt 16 pmugttipL (3) and shall be a period 
chronologically dctcrn1ined. Ti111e during which parole is suspended 
because the prisoner has absconded or has been returned to custody as a 
parole violator shall not be credited toward any period of parole unless the 
prisoner is found not guilty of the parole violation, However, in llO t.Lic, 

ettept the period of parole is subject to the JO!loiving: 

(A) Except as provided in Section 3064, in 110 case may a-prisoner 
subject to three years on parole be retained under parole supervision or in 
custody for a period longer than four years fro111 the date of his or her initial 
pat6lc, uud, exeept parole. 

(B) Except as provided in Section 3064, in no case tnay a prisoner 
subject to five years on parole be retained under parole supervision or in 
custody fbr a period longer than seven years fr0111 the date of his or her initial 
parole 61 fimn the date afcxte1ui6a afp.neile pu1suaot lei pmtigtsph (3), 

(CJ Except asprovided in Section 3064, in no case may a prisoner subject 
to JO years on parole be retained under parole supervision or in custod,_vfOr a 
period longer than 15 yearsji·om the dale q{his or her initial parole< 

(6) The Deparhnent of Corrections shall 1neet with each inmate at 
least 30 days prior to his or her good time release date and shall provide, 
under guidelines specified by the parole authority, the conditions of parole 
and the length of parole up to the maxin1un1 period of time provided by 
law, The inn1atc has the right to reconsideration of the length of parole and 
conditions thereof by the parole authority. The Department of Corrections 
or the Board of Prison Tenns may in1pose as a condition of parole that a 
prisoner n1akc payments on the prisoner's outstanding restitution fines or 
orders in1poscd pursuant to subdivision (a) or (c) of Section 13967 of the 
Government Code, as operative prior to September 28, 1994, or subdivision 
(b) or (f) of Section 1202.4. 

(7) For purposes of this chapter, the Board of Prison Terms shall be 
considered the parole authority. 

(8) The sole authority to issue warrants for the return to actual 
custody of any state prisoner released on parole rests with the Board of 
Prison Terms, except for any escaped state prisoner or any state prisoner 
released prior to his or her schedu\cd release date who should be returned 
to custody, and Section 3060 shall apply. 

(9) It is the intent of the Legislature that efforts be 1nade with 
respect to persons who are subject to subparagraph (C) of paragraph (l) 
of subdivision (a) of Section 290 who are on parole to engage them in 
treatment. · 

SEC. 18. Section 3000.07 is added to the Penal Code, to read: 

3000.07. (a) Every inmate >d10 has been convicted for any felony 
violation qf a "registerable sex q!Jense" described in subparagraph (A) of 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 290 or any attempt to commit 
any of the above-mentioned offenses and who is committed to prison and 
released 011 parole pursuant to Section 3000 or 3000.J shall be monitored 
by a global posicio11i11g system for the term of his or her parole, or for the 
duration or any remaining part thereof," whichever period qf'time is less. 

(b) Any inmate released on parole pursuant to this section shall 
be required to pay.for the costs associated with the monitoring by a global 
positioning system. Howe1'er, the Department ofCorrectio11s shall waive any 
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or all oft/tat paymenl upon a.finding of an inability to pay. The department 
shall consider an_v remaining amounts the inmate has been ordered to pay 
in fines, assessmenrs and restitution fines, fees, and orders, and shall give 
priority to the payment of those items before requiring that the inmate pay 
f(Jr the global positioning monitoring. No inmate shall be denied parole on 

·the basis of his or her inability to pay for those monitoring costs. 

SEC. 19. Section 3001 of the Penal Code is an1ended to read: 

3001. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, when any 
person referred to in paragraph(!) of subdivision (b) of Section 3000 who 
was nut imprisoned fOr con11nitting a violent felony, as defined in subdivision 
(c) of Section 667.5, has been released on parole from the state prison, and 
has been on parole continuously for one year since release frmn confincn1cnt, 
within 30 days. that person shall be discharged fron1 parole. unless the 
Departn1ent of Corrections recomn1cnds to the Board of Prison Terms th al the 
person be retained on parole and the board, for good cause, determines that 
the person \vill be retained. Notwithstanding any other provision of!aw, when 
any person referred to in paragraph (I) of subdivision (b) of Section 3000 who 
was i1nprisoned JOr com1nitting a violent felony, as defined in subdivision 
(c) of Section 667.5, has been released on parole from the state prison for a 
period not exceeding three years and has been on parole continuously for two 
years since release from confinen1ent, or has been released on parole fro111 
the state prison 10r a period not exceeding five years and has been on parole 
continuously for three yL:ars since release rrom confine1nent, the department 
shall discharge, \Vithin 30 days, that person frmn parole, unless the department 
rcco111mcnds to the board that the person be retained on parole and the board, 
for good cause, detcnnines that the person will be retained. The board shall 
1nakc a written record of its dctennination and the department shall transmit 
a copy thereof to the parolee. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, \Vhen any person 
referred to in paragraph (2) orf37 of subdivision (b) of Section 3000 has been 
released on parole fro111 the state prison, and has been on parole continuously 
fOr three years since release fro1n confinen1ent 61 siaee extcasibl1 ofputolt, 
the board shall discharge, within 30 days, the person fr01n parole, unless 
the board, for good cause, detcnnines that the person will be retained on 
parole. The board shall make a written record of its detcrn1ination and the 
department shall transmit a copy thereof to the parolee. 

(c) 1Votv.,ithsta11ding any other provision of law, v.4ie11 any person 
referred to in paragraph (3) uf subdivision (b) of Section 3000 has 
been released on parole from the state prison, and has been on parole 
contin11011sly/Or sf.• years since re!ease.fi·om co11ji11eme11t, the board shall 
discharge, within 30 days, the person .fi·om parole, unless the board, .fiJr 
zood cause. determines that the person •viii be rerai11ed on parole. The 
board shall make a written record a.fits determination and the department 
shall rransmir a copy thereqfto the parolee. 

(d) In the event ofa retention on parole, the parolee shall be entitled 
to a review by the parole authority each year thereafter until the 1naximu1n 
statutory period of parole has expired. 

fdt (e) The amcnd1nents to this section made during the 1987--88 
Regular Session of the Legislature shall only be applied prospectively 
and shall not extend the parole period for any person whose eligibility 
fbr discharg..o from paroli:: was fixed as of the effective date of those 
a1ncnd1ncnts. 

SEC. 20. Section 3003 of the Penal Code is a1nended to read: 
3003. (a) Except as otherwise provided in this section, an inmate 

who is released on parole shall be returned to the county that was the last 
legal residence of the inmate prior to his or her incarceration. 

For purposes of this subdivision, "last legal residence" shall not be 
construed to 1ncan the county wherein the innrnte cmn1nittcd an offense 
while confined in a stalt: prison or local jail facility or while confined for 
treatment in a state hospital. 

(b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), an inniate may be returned 
to another county if that \vould be in the best interests of the public. If 
the Board of Prison Terms setting the conditions of parole for inmates 
sentenced pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 1168, as detern1incd by 
the parole consideration panel, or the Department of Corrections setting 
the conditions of parole for in111ates sentenced pursuant to Section 1170, 
decides on a return to another county, it shall place its reasons in writing 
in the parolee's permanent record and include these reasons in the notice 
to the sheriff or chief. of police pursuant to Section 3058.6. In making its 
decision, the paroling authority shall consider, among others, the following 
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factors, giving the greatest weight to the protection of the victim and the 
safety of the comnn1nity: 

(1) The need to protect the life or safety of a victiln, the parolee, a 
witness, or any other person. 

(2) Public concern that would reduce the chance that the imnate's 
parole would be successfully c01npleted. 

(3) The veri lied existence of a work offer, or an educational or 
vocational training progran1. 

(4) The existence of fan1ily in another county \vith whom the in1nate 
has maintained strong tics and whose support would increase the chance 
that the inmate's parole would be successfully completed. 

(5) The lack of necessary outpatient trealinent progran1s for parolees 
receiving treatment pursuant to Section 2960. 

(c) The Deparlincnt of Corrections, in detern1ining an out-of-county 
comn1itment, shall give priority to the safety of the community and any 
witnesses and victims. 

(d) In 1naking its decision about an inmate who participated in a 
joint venture program pursuant to Article l.5 (con1n1encing with Section 
2717. J) of Chapter 5, the paroling authority shall give serious consideration 
to releasing him or her to the county where the joint venture program 
etnployer is located if that employer states to the paroling authority that he 
or she intends to e1nploy the inmate upon release. 

(e)(l) The following infonnation, if available, shall be released by the 
Department of Corrections to local law enforce1nent agencies regarding a 
paroled inmate who is released in their jurisdictions: 

(A) Last, first, and 1niddle nan1e. 
(B) Birth date. 
(C) Sex, race, height weight, and hair and eye color. 
(D) Date of parole and discharge. 
(E) Registration status, if the inmate is required to register as a result 

of a controlled substance, sex, or arson offense, 
(F) California Crin1inal lnforn1ation Number, FBI number, social 

security nmnber, and driver's license nmnber. 
(G) County ofcom111ihnent. 

(H) A description of scars, marks, and tattoos on the inmate. 
(I) Offense or offenses for which the innrnte was convicted that 

resulted in parole in this instance. 
(J) Address, including all of the following infonnation; 
(i) Street na1ne and nu1nber. Post office box ntunbers arc not 

acceptable for purposes of this subparagraph. 
(ii) City and ZIP Code. 

(iii) Date that the address provided pursuant to this subparagraph 
was proposed to be effective, 

(K) Contact oflicer and unit, including all of the following 
information: 

(i) Nainc and telephone nun1ber of cacl1 contact officer. 
(ii) Contact unit type of each comact officer such as units responsible 

for parole, registration, or county probation. 
(L) A digitized in1age of the photograph and at least a single digit 

fingerprint of the parolee. 
(M) A geographic coordinate for the parolee's residence location 

for use with a Geographical lnfor111ation Syste1n (GJS) or comparable 
computer progra1n. 

(2) The infonnation required by this subdivision shall come from the 
statewide parolee database. The information obtained fron1 each source 
shall be based on the same timcframe. 

(3) All of the information required by this subdivision shall be 
provided utilizing a computcr-to-co1nputcr transfer in a format usable 
by a desktop cmnputer systen1. The transfer of this inforn1ation shall be 
continually available to local law enforce1nent agencies upon request. 

(4) The unauthorized release or receipt ofthc infonnation described 
in this subdivision is a violation of Section 11143. 

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, an inn1ate who is 
released on parole shall not be returned to a location within 35 miles of the 
actual residence of a victi111 of, or a witness to, a violent felony as defined 
in paragraphs (1) to (7), inclusive, of subdi\•ision (c) of Section 667.5 or a 
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it:lony in which the defondanl inflicts great bodily injury on any person other 
than an accomplice that has been charged and proved as provided for in 
Section 12022.53. 12022.7, or 12022.9, if the victin1 or witness has requested 
additional distance in the placcn1ent of the ininalc on parole, and if the Board 
of Prison Terms or the Depart1ncnt of Corrections Jinds that there is a need 
to protect the life, safety, or well-being of a victin1 or witness. 

(g)(l) ~\otnithstauding thl} othct lat., lhl i1nnatc ;;\to is 1ele:rned 
on pa;olc far any 1iolatioa of Scctiott 288 en 288.5 sl1all 11ot be pl.iced at 

1 esidc. fa1 the du1ulioll of l1is 01 hu pct iod of patole, "itltitJ une qttal 1e1 
uiile dfany pnblic 01 p1iratc school, iucludi1J0 any bi all afkindctgmtcn 
alld g1adcs I ta 8, indu:si•t. 

Notwithstanding any other law, an in111ate who is released on parole 
for a violation of Section 288 or 288.5 whom the Depart1ncnt of Corrections 
and Rehabilitation detennines poses a high risk to the public shall not be 
placed or reside, for the duration of his or her parole, within one-halfn1ilc 
of any public or private school including any or all of kindergarten and 
grades l to 12, inclusive, 

tfi1 Notwithstanding any other law, an inmate who is released on 
parole for an offense involving stalking shall not be returned to a location 
within 35 1nilcs of the victim's actual residence or place of en1ployment if 
the victin1 or witness has requested additional distance in the placement of 
the in1nate on parole, and if the Board of Prison Terms or the Departn1ent 
of Corrections finds that there is a need to protect the life, safoty, or well­
being of the victim. 

61 (hJ The authority shall give consideration to the equitable 
distribution of parolees and the proportion of out-of-county c01n1nitJnents 
frorn a county compared to the number of com111itments from that county 
when 1naking parole decisions. 

ti} {iJ An intnate n1ay be paroled to another state pursuant to any 
other law, 

{:-k7 UJO) Except as provided in paragraph (2), the Department of 
Corrections shall be the agency pritnarily responsible for, and shall have 
control over, the prograin, resources. and staff implementing the La\v 
Enforcement Auton1ated Data Syste1n (LEADS) in conforn1ance with 
subdivision (e), 

(2) Not\vithstanding paragraph (1), the Deparlincnt of Justice shall 
be the agency primarily responsible for the proper release of information 
under LEADS that relates to fingerprint cards, 

SEC. 2L Section 3003.5 of the Penal Code is aincnded to read: 

3003.5. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, when a 
person is released on parole after having served a term of in1prisonment 
in state prison for any offense for which registration is required pursuant 
to Section 290, that person may not, during the period of parole, reside in 
any single fa1nily d\velling with any other person also required to register 
pursuant to Section 290, unless those persons arc legally related by blood, 
niarriage, or adoption. For purposes of this section, "single family dwelling" 
shall not include a residential facility which serves six or fewer persons. 

(bJ Notwithstanding any other provision of law, it is 1111/aHfulforany 
personfOr 1-vhom registration is required pursuant to Section 290 to reside 
within 1000 fi:et of any public or private school, or park where children 
regularly gather. 

(cJ Nothing in this section shall pl'ohibit municipal jurisdictions 
fi·om enacting local ordinances that .fit rt her restrict the residency qf any 
. person for H'hom registration is required pursuant to Section 290. 

SEC. 22. Section 3004 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

3004. (a) Notwithstanding any other la\\', the parole authority may 
require, as a condition of release on parole or reinstatement on parole, or 
as an intern1ediate sanction in lieu of return to prison, that an inmate or 
parolee agree in writing to the use of electronic monitoring or supervising 
devices for Lhe purpose of helping to vcri fy his or her con1pliance with all 
other conditions of parole. The devices shall not be used to eavesdrop or 
record any conversation, except a conversation between the parolee and the 
agent supervising the parolee which is to be used solely for the purposes 
of voice id.::ntiflcation. 

(b) Everv in mare who has been convicted fOr any.felony violation of 
a "registerabl~ seJ: offense" described in subparagraph (A) of paragraph 
(2) ofs11hdivision (a) (~f Section 290 or any attempt to commit any of the 
above-mentioned ofj(mses and who is committed to prison and released on 
parole pursuant to Section 3000 or 3000.1 shall be monitored by a global 
positioning systemfOr !i.fC. 
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(cJ Any inmate released on parole pursuant to this section shall be 
required to pay.fOr the costs associated with the 111011i1oring by a global 
positioning system, However, the Department of Corrections shall waive 
any or all of that payment upon a finding of an inabili(v to pay. The 
department shall consider any remaining amounts the inmate has been 
ordered to pay in fines, assessments and restitution fines, fees, and orders, 
and shall give priority to the pay111e11t of' those items be.fOre requiring that 
the inmate pay for the global positioning monitoring. 

SEC. 23. Section 12022.75 of the Penal Code is amended to read: 

12022.75. *1ty (aJ Except as provided in subdivision (bJ, any person 
who, for the purpose of co1nmitting a felony, adn1inisters by injection, 
inhalation, ingestion, or any other ineans, any controlled substance listed 
in Section 11054, 11055, ll056, 11057, or 11058 of the Health and Safety 
Code, against the victi1n's will by 1neans of force, violence, or fear of 
immediate and unlawful bodily injury to the victim or another person, 
shall. in addition and consecutive to the penalty provided for the felony or 
atte1npted felony ofwhich he or she has been convicted. be punished by an 
additional tenn of three years. 

(b)(]J Any person who, in the commission or attempted commission 
of any offense specffied in paragraph (2j, administers any controlled 
substance listed in Section 11054, 11055, 11056, 11057, or 11058 of the 
Health and Safety Code to the victim shall be punished by an additional 
and consecuth'e term of imprisonment in the state prisonfOrfil•e years. 

(2J This subdivision shall apply to the following o.fJC11ses: 

(AJ Rape, in violation of paragraph (3J or (4J of subdivision (aJ qf 
Section 261. 

(BJ Sodomy, in violation ofs11hdivision (f) or (iJ of Section 286. 

(Cj Oral copulation, in violation of subdivision (f) or (i) o_f"Section 
288a. 

(DJ Sexual penetration, in violation o.f subdivision (d) or (eJ o.f 
Section 289. 

(E) Any offense specified in subdivision (c) o_fSection 667.61. 

SEC. 24. Section 6600 of the Welfare and Institutions Code is 
atnended to read: 

6600. As used in this article, the following tcnns have the following 
meanings: 

(a)(!) "Sexually violent predator" 1neans a person who has been 
convicted of a sexually violent offense against twa- one or more victims 
and who has a diagnosed mental disorder that makes the person a danger to 
the health and safety of others in that it is likely that he or she will engage 
in sexually violent cri1ninal behavior. 

(2) For purposes of this subdivision any of the following shall be 
considered a conviction for a sexually violent offense: 

(A) A prior or current conviction that resulted in a detern1inate 
prison sentence for an offense described in subdivision (b). 

(B) A conviction for an offense described in subdivision (b) that 
was con1mittcd prior to July l. 1977, and that resulted in an indetern1inate 
prison sentence. 

(C) A prior conviction in another jurisdiction for an offense that 
includes all of the ele1nents of an offense described in subdivision (b). 

(D) A conviction for an offense under a predecessor statute that 
includes all of the elen1ents of an offense described in subdivision (b) . 

(£) A prior conviction for which the innrnte received a grant of 
probation for an offense described in subdivision (b). 

(F) A prior finding of not guilty by reason of insanity for an offense 
described in subdivision (b). 

(G) A conviction resulting in a finding that the person was a mentally 
disordered sex offender. 

(H) A prior conviction for an offense described in subdivision (b) fOr 
which the person was commined to the Department of the Youth Authori1v 
pursuant to Scc1io11 173/,5. , . 

(!) A prior co11vic1ionfor an oJfi:nse described in subdivision (b) that 
resulled in an indeterminate prison sentence. 

(3) Conviction of one or more of the crimes enumerated in this section 
shall constitute evidence that may support a court or jury dctennination 
that a person is a sexually violent predator, but shall not be the sole basis 
for the determination. The existence of any prior convictions 1nay be shown 
with documentary evidence. The details underlying the com111ission of an 
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offense that led to a prior conviction, including a predatory relationship 
\Vith the victi111, may be shown by documentary evidence, including, but 
not lin1ited to, prcli1ninary hearing transcripts, trial transcripts, probation 
and sentencing reports, and evaluations by the State Department ofMental 
Ht!alth_ Jurors shall be admonished !hat they may not find a person a 
sexually violent predator based on prior offenses absent relevant evidence 
of a currently diagnosed mental disorder that makes the person a danger to 
the health and safety of others in that it is likely that he or she will engage 
in sexually violent criminal behavior. 

(4) The provisions of this section shall apply to any person against 
who111 proceedings were initiated for c01111nitment as a sexually violent 
preda1or on or after January I, 1996. 

(b) "Sexually violent offense" 1neans the follo\Ving acts when 
con11nitted by force, violence, duress, mc1rnce, 1't' fear of i1nmediate and 
unla\vful bodily injury on the victim or another person, or threatening 
to retaliate in the.fltture against the victim or any other person, and that 
arc com1nitted on, before, or after the effective date of this article and 
n:~sult in a conviction or a finding of not guilty by reason of insanity, as 
prtwitletl defined in subdivision (a): a felony violation of pau1gruplt (2) b.:' 
subdi, ision (u) of Section 261, ptt1d0 1aph (I) of snbdi< i.iion (a) of Seetioa 
262, £eetrtm 264,J, 26Y, 286, sttbdi dsio11 (s) 01 (b) of Scetion 288, 288a, 
288.5, or :sub di dsio1t (a) of Section 289 of the Penal Code, or sodomy 01 

01 al copulation ill , iolatioll of Seelio11 286 01 288u of the Penal Code any 
felony i'iolation qf'Section 207, 209, or 220 of the Penal Code, committed 
with rhe intent to commit a violation of Section 261, 262, 264.1, 286, 288, 
288a, or 289 of the Penal Code. 

(c) "Diagnosed n1ental disorder" includes a congenital or acquired 
condition affecting the emotional or volitional capacity that predisposes the 
person to the comn1ission of criminal sexual acts in a degree constituting 
the person a n1enace to the health and safety of others. 

(d) "Danger to the health and safety of others" docs not require proof 
of a recent overt act while the offender is in custody. 

(e) "Predatory" n1eans an act is directed toward a stranger, a person 
of casual acquaintance with who1n no substantial relationship exists, or an 
individual with who1n a relationship has been established or pro111oted for 
the prin1ary purpose of victimization. 

(f) "Recent overt act" means any cri1ninal act that manifests a 
likelihood that the actor inay engage in sexually violent predatory crin1inal 
behavior. 

(g) Notwithstanding any other provision of law and for purposes of 
this section, no mote than ouc a prior juvenile adjudication of a sexually 
violent offense may constitute a prior conviction for which the person 
received a determinate tenn if all of the following ttppheg auply: 

(I) The juvenile was 16 years of age or older at the tin1e he or she 
c01nn1itted the prior offense. 

(2) The prior ofknse is a sexually violent offense as specified in 
subdivision (b). Not" ithst.1ndi11g Secti0116688.l, m1ly u11 offe11se dc.>et ibed 
in :subdi,isio11 (b) shall eoJtstilulc a sexually 'iolent offcu,;c fm pUtpbses 
of thL~ subdi' hio11. 

(3) The juvenile was adjudged a ward of the juvenile court within the 
1neaning of Section 602 because of the person's commission of the offense 
giving fisc to the juvenile court adjudication. 

(4) The juvenile was committed to the DepartJnent of the Youth 
Authority for the sexually violent offense. 

(h) A 1ninor adjudged a ward of the court for c01nn1ission of an 
offt!nst: that is defined as a sexually violent offense shall be entitled to 
specific treallnent as a sexual offender. The failure ofa minor to receive that 
treatment shall not constitute a defense or bar to a detennination that any 
person is a sexually violent predator \Vi thin the n1eaning of this article. 

SEC. 25. Section 6600.1 of the \Vclfare and Institutions Code is 
atnendcd to read: 

6600.1. ftt) J f the victim of an underlying offense that is specified 
in subdivision (b) of Section 6600 is a child under the age of 14 ttml-the 
erffe11diag uct 01 ucts iii •Ol 1 ed st1bsta11tial scxtiul co1tdt1et, the offense shall 
constitute a "sexually violent offense" for purposes of Section 6600. 

(b) "Snbstantial St,(ttill eerJJduet" mettl!S puteb atian of the \"<'lgiua 01 

1eetu1a ofcit!ter the >ietim at the offcndct by tltc penis of the othct 01 by 
uny fb1ei 0 n object, oral eopulutian, 01 nrnstmbation ofeithet the .ielint 01 

the offender. 
SEC. 26. Section 6601 of the Welfare and Institutions Code is 
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an1cnded to read: 

6601. (a)(l) Whenever the Director of Corrections determines that 
an individual who is in custody under the jurisdiction of the Departn1ent 
of Corrections, and who is either serving a deterininate prison sentence 
or whose parole has been revoked, may be a sexually violent predator, the 
director shall, at least six 1nonths prior to that individual's scheduled date 
for release from prison, refer the person for evaluation in accordance with 
this section. However, if the inn1ate was received by the department \Vith 
less than nine months of his or her sentence to serve, or if the in1nate's 
release date is 1nodified by judicial or adn1inistrative action, the director 
may refer the person for evaluation in accordance with this section at a date 
that is less than six months prior to the in1nate's scheduled release date. 

(2) A petition 1nay be filed under this section if the individual 
was in custody pursuant to his or her determinate prison term, parole 
revocation term, or a hold placed pursuant to Section 6601.3, at the time 
the petition is filed. A petition shall not be dismissed on the basis ofa later 
judicial or administrative detennination that the individual's custody \vas 
unlawful, if the unlawful custody was the result of a good faith 1nistake 
of fact or law. This paragraph shall apply to any petition filed on or after 
January L 1996, 

(b) The person shall be screened by the Deparhnent of Corrections 
and the Board of Prison Terms based on whether the person has c01nmittcd 
a sexually violent predatory offense and on a review of the person's social, 
criminal, and institutional history. This screening shall be conducted 
in accordance with a structured screening instrutnent developed and 
updated by the State Department of Mental Health in consultation with the 
Departn1ent of Corrections. If as a result of this screening it is determined 
that the person is likely to be a sexually violent predator, the Department 
of Corrections shall refer the person to the State Departn1ent of Mental 
Health for a full evaluation of whether the person n1eets the criteria in 
Section 6600. 

(c) The State Department of Mental Health shall evaluate the person 
in accordance with a standardized assessn1cnt protocol, developed and 
updated by the State Department of Mental Health, to determine whether 
the pl:rson is a sexually violent predator as defined in this article. The 
standardized assessn1ent protocol shall require assess1nent of diagnosable 
n1cntal disorders, as well as various factors known to be associated with the 
risk of reoffense an1ong sex offenders. Risk factors to be considered shall 
include criminal and psyehosexual history, type, degree, and duration of 
sexual deviance, and severity ofinental disorder. 

(d) Pursuant to subdivision (c), the person shall be evaluated by two 
practicing psychiatrists or psychologists, or one practicing psychiatrist and 
one practicing psychologist, designated by the Director of Mental Health. 
If both evaluators concur that the person has a diagnosed 1nental disorder 
so that he or she is likely to engage in acts of sexual violence without 
appropriate trcat1nent and custody, the Director of Mental Health shall 
forward a request for a petition for con1mitn1ent under Section 6602 to the 
county designated in subdivision (!). Copies of the evaluation reports and 
any other supporting doctunents shall be made available to the attorney 
designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i} who 1nay file a petition 
for con1mit1nent. 

(e) If one of the professionals perfonning the evaluation pursuant to 
subdivision (d) does not concur that the person meets the criteria specified 
in subdivision (d), but the other professional concludes that the person 
1neets those criteria, the Director ofI\1cntal Health shall arrange for further 
examination of the person by two independent professionals selected in 
accordance with subdivision (g). 

(f) If an exa1nination by independent professionals pursuant to 
subdivision (e) is conducted, a petition to request co1n1nitn1e1lt under this 
article shall only be filed if both independent professionals who evaluate the 
person pursuant to subdivision (e) concur that the person meets the criteria 
for com1nitment specified in subdivision (d). The professionals selected 
to evaluate the person pursuant to subdivision (g) shall inforn1 the person 
that the purpose of their exainination is not treal!nent but to dctern1ine if 
the person 1neets certain criteria to be involuntarily com1nitted pursuant 
to this article. It is not required that the person appreciate or understand 
that information. 

(g) Any independent professional who is designated by the Director 
of Corrections or the Director ofl\1cntal Health for purposes of this section 
shall not be a state government employee, shall have al least five years 
of experience in the diagnosis and treatment of n1ental disorders, and 
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shall include psychiatrists and licensed psychologists who have a doctoral 
degree in psychology. The requirements set forth in this section also shall 
apply to any professionals appointed by the court to evaluate the person for 
purposes of any other proceedings under this article. 

(h) If the State Departn1ent of !\1cntal Health detern1ines that the 
person is a sexually violent predator as defined in this article, the Director 
of Mental Heal1h shall forward a re4ues1 for a petition to be filed for 
commitment under this article to the county designated in subdivision (i). 
Copies of the evaluation reports and any other supporting documents shall 
be made available to the attorney designated by the county pursuant 
to subdivision (i) who may file a petition for com1nit1nent in the 
superior court 

(i) If the county's designated counsel concurs \Vith the 
recomrncndat ion, a petition lOr commitment shall be filed in the superior 
court of the county in which the person was convicted of the offense for 
which he or she was com1nitted to the jurisdiction of the Department 
of Corrections. The petition shall be fl led, and the proceedings shall be 
handled, by either the district attorney or the county counsel of that county. 
The county board of supervisors shall designate either the district attorney 
or the county counsel to assume responsibility for proceedings under this 
article. 

(j) The tin1e ]in1its set fOrth in this section shall not apply during the 
first year that this article is operative. 

(k) If the person is otherwise subject to parole. a finding or placement 
made pursuant to this article shall tmt toll, diseltatge, 01 othe1 "ise afket 
the term of parole pursuant to Article 1 (con1mencing with Section 3000) 
of Chapter 8 ofTitle 1 of Part 3 of the Penal Code. 

(!) Pursuant to subdivision (d), the attorney designated by the county 
pursuant to subdivision (i) shall notify the State Department of Mental 
Health of its decision regarding the liling of a petition for con1111itment 
within 15 days of111aking that decision. 

SEC. 27. Section 6604 of the Welfare and Institutions Code is 
a1nended to read: 

6604. The court or jury sh al 1 detcnnine whether, beyond a reasonable 
doubt, the person is a sexually violent predator. lfthe court or jury is not 
satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the person is a sexually violent 
predator, the court shall direct that the person be released at the conclusion 
of the term for which he or she was initially sentenced, or that the person 
be unconditionally released at the end of parole, whichever is applicable. If 
the court or jury dctennincs that the person is a sexually violent predator, 
the person shall be c01nn1itted for t;;o yeuis an indeterminate term to 
the custody of the State Depart1neirt of Mental Health for appropriate 
treatment and confinement in a secure facility designated by the Director 
of Mental Health, and the ptt.\Oll shall not be kept in uetu,tl custody longu 
thua tna yea1s unless a sub.;equeal extended eammitnJCnt is obtained 
f1 olll the CUUJ t incident lo !Lt !iliug ofa petilibll fb! exlelldtd LO!liliiiltilellt 
u11det this ,tJtiele bt unles.; the telln ofeelllllllit:11ielit changes pu1suant lb 
subdi1 isiou (e) of Seetiou 6685. Time spent oa eouditi0uul tclcasc shall 
not caunt tbnUJd the lno yeat Lenn ofeonn11itlllent, unless the pctsan is 
pluced in a locked faeilil; by Lite conditional 1elease p1og1am, in nltieh 
ease the tiine in a locked facility shall count to<1UJd the l\;O yeut tum 0f 
contmitment. The facility shall be located on the grounds of an institution 
under the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections. 

SEC. 28. Section 6604.1 of the Welfare and Institutions Code is 
ainended to read: 

6604.1. (a) The ~ indeterminale term of commitment 
provided for in Section 6604 shall c01nn1ence on the date upon which the 
court issues the initial order of com1nltment pursuant to that section. The 
initi.tl !no yeut tc1111 shall not be 1edtteed by any thnc spent ia a sceme 
facility pi iot lo the 01de1 of CbJJJOtitrnenL Fot any subsequent extended 
tOllllllitt1tcnls, the te1n1 ofeon1111itlnei1t sl1.tll be far t ,,a yeut.s co111mu1eing 
fto111 tltc dale of the te1nd11ution of the p1e1 ious eonunittncut. 

{b) The person shall be evaluated by two practicing psychologists 
or psychiatrists, or by one practicing psychologist and one practicing 
psychiatrist, designated by the State Depart111ent of Mental Health. The 
provisions of subdivisions (c) to (i), inclusive, of Section 6601 shall apply 
to evaluations performed for purposes of extended com1nitn1cnts. The 
rights, rcquiren1ents, and procedures set forth in Section 6603 shall apply 
to e.ttentled all co1nn1ihnent proceedings. 

SEC. 29. Section 6605 of the \\!elfare and Institutions Code is 
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ainended to read: 

6605. (a) A person found to be a sexually violent predator and 
con1111ittcd to the custody of the State DepartJncnt of Mental Health shall 
have a current examination of his or her 1nental condition made at least 
once every year. The annual report shall include consideration of whether 
the commitred person currently mee/s the definition ala sexually violent 
predator and whether co11ditio11al release to a less restrictive alternative 
or m1 unconditional release is in the best interest of the person and 
conditions can be imposed 1hat would adequately protect the community. 
The Department of1\1ental Health shall.file this periodic report with rhe 
court that committed the person under this arlicle. The report shall be 
in the form of a declaration and shall he prepared by a professionally 
qualffied person. A copy of the report shall be sen•ed on the prosecuting 
agency h11•0/ved in the initial commitment and upon the committed person. 
The person nrny retain, or if he or she is indigent and so requests, the court 
may appoint, a qualified expert or professional person to exa1nine him or 
her, and the expert or professional person shall have access to all records 
concerning the person. 

(b) The di1ed01 shall p101 idc the c0111111itted pttSbJJ ,, ith w1 an11ctal 
"r iHell 11oticc of hi.; ot Let tight to petitian tlte co tut fot coaclitionul 
1ele,tse t11idu Scctiou 6688. The notice shall eontuia a ,, ai 1c1 oft igl1ts. 
The di1cetm shall futnatd the aotiee and aai.et fotlll to the eottil 11ith 
the a1t11ual ttp01t. If the pciSoll docs not affiimati.cly 1>.1Lc Li,, 01 Let 
rigl1t to petitio11 the cout t fut eo11diti0lml telease, the cottt t sl1all set a .;ho•1 
cauJe heatillg to detcrn1iue »hetltu facts exist that 11ur1ant a hcmiug Oil 
nhctliet the pus011·3 conditio11 l1as 36 dtut<ged tliat ltc 01 slie »Ould 1t0l be 
a dange; ta tLe Lealth and sufcty of othc1,, if di:se!targed. The cammillcd 
pe1,w11 sltal! lta•e tlie rigltt lo be p1ese11t uad to \1a1e an att01ttc) 1ep1c;e11t 
hi111 01 ltct at tltc sl1b•• cause heut i11g. If the Deparlment of Mental Health 
determines that either: (I) the person's condition has so changed that the 
person no longer meels the definition ofa sexually violent predato1~ or (2) 
conditional release lo a less restricth•e alternative is in the best interest 
of the person and condilions can be imposed that adequately protect 1he 
community, the director shall authorize !he person to petition the court /Or 
conditional release to a fess restricrive alternative orfOr an unconditir;nal 
discharge. The petition shall be fifed with the court and serl'ed upon the 
prosecuting agency responsible for the initial commitment. The courl. 
upon receipl of the petition Jbr conditional release to a less restrictive 
alternative or 1111co11ditio11al discharge, shall order a show cause hearing 
at which the court can consider the petition and any accompanying 
documentation provided by the medical directo1; the prosecuting attornev 
or the commirted person. · 

(c) If the court at the show cause bearing determines that probable 
cause exists to believe that the comtnitted person's diagnosed mental 
disorder has so changed that he or she is not a danger to the health and 
safety of others and is not likely to engage in sexually violent crin1inal 
behavior if discharged, then the court shall set a hearing on the issue. 

(d) At the hearing, the committed person shall have the right to be 
present and shall be .::ntilled to the bendit of all constitutional protections 
that were afforded to hiin or her at the initial c01nmit1nent proceeding. The 
attorney designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) of Section 
6601 shall represent the state and shall have the right to demand a jury trial 
and to have the co1nn1itted person evaluated by experts chosen by the state. 
The con1mittcd person also shall have the right to de1nand a jury trial and 
to have experts evaluate hin1 or her on his or her behalf. The court shall 
appoint an expert if the person is indigent and requests an appointment. 
The burden of proof at the hearing shall be on the state lo prove beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the com1nitted person's diagnosed mental disorder 
renrnins such that he or she is a danger to the health and safety of others and 
is likely to engage in sexually violent criminal behavior if discharged. 

(c) If the court or jury rules against the committed person at the 
hearing conducted pursuant to subdivision (d), the term of conunittncnt 
of the person shall run for a an indeterminate period of h1 o yca13 from the 
date of this ruling. If the court or jury rules for the committed person, he or 
she shall be unconditionally released and unconditionally discharged. 

(f) In the event that the State Department of Mental Health has reason 
to believe that a person con1mitted to it as a sexually violent predator is 
no longer a sexually violent predator, it shall seek judicial review of the 
person's commitment pursuant to the procedures set forth in Section 7250 
in the superior court fro111 which the c0111111itn1ent was nrnde. If the superior 
court determines that the person is no longer a sexually violent predator, he 
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or she shall be unconditionally released and unconditionally discharged. 

SEC, 30. Section 6608 of the Welfare and Institutions Code is 
amended to read: 

6608. (a) Nothing in this article shall prohibit the person who 
has been co1nn1ittcd as a sexually violent predator from petitioning the 
court for conditional release .u1d :subseciucnt or an unconditional discharge 
\Vithout the recom1ncndation or concurrence of the Director of Mental 
Health. If a person has previously filed a petition for conditional release 
without the concurrence of the director and the court determined, either 
upon review of the petition or following a hearing, that the petition was 
frivolous or that the con1111itted person's condition had not so changed that 
he or she would not be a danger to others in that it ls not likely that he 
or she \vill engage in sexually violent crin1inal behavior if placed under 
supervision and treahnent in the community, then the court shall deny 
the subsequent petition unless it contains facts upon which a court could 
find that the condition of the committed person had so changed that a 
hearing was warranted. Upon receipt of a first or subsequent petition fr01n 
a con11nitted person without the concurrence of the director, the court shall 
endeavor whenever possible to review the petition and detennine if it is 
based upon frivolous grounds and, if so, shall deny the petition without a 
hearing. The person petitioning for conditional release and unconditional 
discharge under this subdivision shall be entitled to assistance of counsel. 

(b) The court shall give notice of the hearing date to the attorney 
designated in subdivision (i) of Section 6601, the retained or appointed 
attorney for the committed person, and the Director of Mental Health at 
least 15 court days before the hearing date. 

{c) No hearing upon the petition shall be held until the person who 
is con1mittcd has been under connnitment for confineinent and care in a 
facility designated by the Director of Mental Health for not less than one 
year fro111 the date of the order of co1111nitJnent. 

(d) The court shall hold a hearing to determine whether the person 
con1mitted would be a danger to the health and safety of others in that it 
is likely that he or she will engage in sexually violent cri1ninal behavior 
due to his or her diagnosed mental disorder if under supervision and 
treatment in the co1nn1unity. If the court at the hearing determines that 
the committed person would not be a danger to others due to his or her 
diagnosed mental disorder while under supervision and trcatinent in the 
co1nmunity, the court shall order the com1nittcd person placed with an 
appropriate forensic conditional release progran1 operated by the state for 
one year. A substantial portion of the state-operated forensic conditional 
release program shall include outpatient supervision and treatn1ent. The 
court shall retain jurisdiction of the person throughout the course of the 
program. At the end of one year, the court shall hold a hearing to determine 
if the person should be unconditionally released from commit1nent on the 
basis that, by reason of a diagnosed n1ental disorder, he or she is not a 
danger to the health and safety of others in that it is not likely that he or she 
will engage in sexually violent crin1i1ial behavior. The court shall not 1nake 
this detennination until the person h;i.s con1plctcd at least one year in the 
state-operated forensic conditional release prograin. The court shall notify 
the Director of Mental Health of the hearing date. 

(e) Before placing a e01n1nitted person in a state-operated forensic 
conditional release progran1, the community progran1 director designated 
by the State Depart1nent of Mental Health shall subn1it a written 
recon1n1endation to the court stating which forensic conditional release 
program is 1nost appropriale for supervising and treating the com1nitted 
person. If the court docs not accept the co111n1unity progra1n director's 
recommendation, the court shall specify the reason or reasons for its 
order on the record. The procedures described in Sections 1605 to 1610. 
inclusive, of the Penal Code shall apply to the person placed in the forensic 
conditional release progra1n. 

(f) If the court detennines that the person should be transferred to 
a state-operated forensic conditional release program, the community 
program director, or his or her designce, shall 1nake the necessary 
place1ncnt arrangements and, within 21 days after receiving notice of the 
court's finding, the person shall be phiced in the con1munity in accordance 
with the treahnent and supervision plan unless good cause for not doing so 
is presented to the court. 

(g) If the court rules against the con11nitted person at the trial for 
unconditional release fro1n con1n1itment, the court 1nayplacc the committed 
person on outpatient status in accordance \Vith the procedures described in 
Title 15 (co1nmencing with Section 1600) of Part 2 of the Penal Code. 
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(h) If the court denies the petition to place the person in an appropriate 
forensic conditional release progra111 or if the petition for unconditional 
discharge is denied, the person 1nay not file a new application until one 
year has elapsed from the date of the denial. 

(i} In any hearing authorized by this section, the petitioner shall have 
the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence. 

(j) If the petition for conditional release is not n1ade by the director 
of the trcat1nent facility to which the person is c01n111itted, no action on 
the petition shall be taken by the court without first obtaining the written 
recommendation of the director of the treatlnent facility. 

(k) Ti1nc spent in a conditional release progran1 pursuant to this 
section shall not count toward the term of con1mitment under this article 
unless 1he person is confined in a locked facility by the conditional release 
progran1, in which case the time spent in a locked facility shall count 
toward the term of c0111mitment. 

SEC. 31. Intent Clause 

It is the intent of the People of the State of California in enacting this 
nieasure to strengthen and improve the laws that punish and control sexual 
offenders. It is also the intent of the People of the State of California that 
if any provision in this act conf1icts with any other provision of law that 
provides for a greater penalty or longer period of imprisonment the latter 
provision shall apply. 

SEC. 32. Scverability Clause 

lfany provision of this act, or part thereof, is for any reason held to be 
invalid or unconstitutional, the remaining provisions shall not be affected, 
but shall re111ain in full force and effect, and to this end the provisions of 
this act are severable. 

SEC. 33. Amend111ent Clause 

The provisions of this act shall not be amended by the Legislature 
except by a statute passed in each house by rollcall vote entered in the 
journal, two-thirds of the membership of each house concurring, or by a 
statute that becon1es effective only when approved by the voters. Ho\vever, 
the Legislature niay a1nend the provisions of this act to expand the scope 
of their application or to increase the punishments or penalties provided 
herein by a statute passed by inajority vote of each house thereof. 

PROPOSITION 84 
This initiative measure is submitted to the people in accordance with 

the provisions of Article !l, Section 8, of the California Constitution. 

This initiative n1easure adds sections to the Public Resources Code; 
therefore, new provisions proposed to be added are printed in italic rype to 
indicate that they are ne\v. 

PROPOSED LAW 

SECTION 1. Division 43 is added to the Public Resources Code, 
to read: 

DIVISION 43. THE SAFE DRINKil1/G IYATER, rV.ATER QUALITY 
AND SUPPLY, FWOD CONTROL, RIVER AND COASTAL 

PROTECTIOl\1 BOND ACT OF 2006 

CHAPTER i. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

75001. This Division shall be kno;vn and may be cited as the Safe 
Drinking fVater, fVater Quality and Supp(v, Flood Control, River and 
Coastal Protection Bond Act o/2006. 

75002. The people of California.find and declare that protecting the 
state's drinking water and water resources is vital to the public health, the 
state's economy, and the environment. 

75002.5. The people of California further.find and declare that the 
state's waters are vulnerable to co1uamination by dangerous bacteria, 
po!!uted runoff. toxic chemicals, damage ji·om catastrophic floods and 
the demands of a gro>ving population. Therefore, actions must be taken to 
ensure safe drinking ·water and a reliable supply of water for farms, cities 
and businesses, as well as to prorecr California's rivers, fakes, streams, 
beaches, bays and coastal H'aters,JOr this andfi1t11re generations. 

75003. The people of Ca!ijbrnia fiirther find and declare that it is 
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bill or other legislation. The State Department of Mental Health 
shall be responsible for operation of the facility, including the 
provision of treatment. 

6600.1. If the victim of an underlying offense that is specified in 
subdivision (b) of Section 6600 is a child under the age of 14, the 
offense shall constitute a ''sexually violent offense'' for purposes of 
Section 6600. 

6601. (a) (1) Whenever the Secretary of the Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation determines that an individual who is 
in custody under the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections 
and Rehabilitation, and who is either serving a determinate prison 
sentence or whose parole has been revoked, may be a sexually violent 
predator, the secretary shall, at least six months prior to that 
individual's scheduled date for release from prison, refer the person 
for evaluation in accordance with this section. However 1 if the 
inmate was received by the department with less than nine months of 
his or her sentence to serve, or if the inmate's release date is 
modified by judicial or administrative action, the secretary may 
refer the person for evaluation in accordance with this section at a 
date that is less than six months prior to the inmate's scheduled 
release date. 

(2) A petition may be filed under this section if the individual 
was in custody pursuant to his or her determinate prison term, parole 
revocation term 1 or a hold placed pursuant to Section 6601.3, at the 
time the petition is filed. A petition shall not be dismissed on the 
basis of a later judicial or administrative determination that the 
individual's custody was unlawful, if the unlawful custody was the 
result of a good faith mistake of fact or law. This paragraph shall 
apply to any petition filed on or after January 1, 1996. 

(b) The person shall be screened by the Department of Corrections 
and Rehabilitation and the Board of Parole Hearings based on whether 
the person has committed a sexually violent predatory offense and on 
a review of the person's social, criminal, and institutional history. 
This screening shall be conducted in accordance with a structured 
screening instrument developed and updated by the State Department of 
Mental Health in consultation with the Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation. If as a result of this screening it is determined 
that the person is likely to be a sexually violent predator, the 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation shall refer the person 
to the State Department of Mental Health for a full evaluation of 
whether the person meets the criteria in Section 6600. 

(c) The State Department of Mental Health shall evaluate the 
person in accordance with a standardized assessment protocol, 
developed and updated by the State Department of Mental Health, to 
determine whether the person is a sexually violent predator as 
defined in this article. The standardized assessment protocol shall 
require assessment of diagnosable mental disorders 1 as well as 
various factors known to be associated with the risk of reoffense 
among sex offenders. Risk factors to be considered shall include 
criminal and psychosexual history, type, degree, and duration of 
sexual deviance, and severity of mental disorder. 

(d) Pursuant to subdivision (c), the person shall be evaluated by 
two practicing psychiatrists or psychologists, or one practicing 
psychiatrist and one practicing psychologist 1 designated by the 
Director of Mental Health, one or both of whom may be independent 
professionals as defined in subdivision (g). If both evaluators 
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concur that the person has a diagnosed mental disorder so that he or 
she is likely to engage in acts of sexual violence without 
appropriate treatment and custody, the Director of Mental Health 
shall forward a request for a petition for commitment under Section 
6602 to the county designated in subdivision (i) . Copies of the 
evaluation reports and any other supporting documents shall be made 
available to the attorney designated by the county pursuant to 
subdivision (i) who may file a petition for commitment. 

(e) If one of the professionals performing the evaluation pursuant 
to subdivision (d) does not concur that the person meets the 
criteria specified in subdivision (d), but the other professional 
concludes that the person meets those criteria, the Director of 
Mental Health shall arrange for further examination of the person by 
two independent professionals selected in accordance with subdivision 
(g). 

(f) If an examination by independent professionals pursuant to 
subdivision (e) is conducted, a petition to request commitment under 
this article shall only be filed if both independent professionals 
who evaluate the person pursuant to subdivision (e) concur that the 
person meets the criteria for commitment specified in subdivision 
(d). The professionals selected to evaluate the person pursuant to 
subdivision (g) shall inform the person that the purpose of their 
examination is not treatment but to determine if the person meets 
certain criteria to be involuntarily committed pursuant to this 
article. It is not required that the person appreciate or understand 
that information. 

(g) Any independent professional who is designated by the 
Secretary of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation or the 
Director of Mental Health for purposes of this section shall not be a 
state government employee, shall have at least five years of 
experience in the diagnosis and treatment of mental disorders, and 
shall include psychiatrists and licensed psychologists who have a 
doctoral degree in psychology. The requirements set forth in this 
section also shall apply to any professionals appointed by the court 
to evaluate the person for purposes of any other proceedings under 
this article. 

(h) If the State Department of Mental Health determines that the 
person is a sexually violent predator as defined in this article, the 
Director of Mental Health shall forward a request for a petition to 
be filed for commitment under this article to the county designated 
in subdivision (i). Copies of the evaluation reports and any other 
supporting documents shall be made available to the attorney 
designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) who may file a 
petition for com,~itment in the superior court. 

(i) If the county's designated counsel concurs with the 
recommendation, a petition for commitment shall be filed in the 
superior court of the county in which the person was convicted of the 
offense for which he or she was committed to the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. The petition shall be 
filed, and the proceedings shall be handled, by either the district 
attorney or the county counsel of that county. The county board of 
supervisors shall designate either the district attorney or the 
county counsel to assume responsibility for proceedings under this 
article. 

(j) The time limits set forth in this section shall not apply 
during the first year that this article is operative. 

(k) An order issued by a judge pursuant to Section 6601.5, finding 
that the petition, on its face, supports a finding of probable cause 
to believe that the individual named in the petition is likely to 
engage in sexually violent predatory criminal behavior upon his or 
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her release, shall toll that person's parole pursuant to paragraph 
(4) of subdivision (a) of Section 3000 of the Penal Code, if that 
individual is determined to be a sexually violent predator. 

(1) Pursuant to subdivision (d), the attorney designated by the 
county pursuant to subdivision (i) shall notify the State Department 
of Mental Health of its decision regarding the filing of a petition 
for commitment within 15 days of making that decision. 

(rn) (1) The department shall provide the fiscal and policy 
committees of the Legislature, including the Chairperson of the Joint 
Legislative Budget Committee, and the Department of Finance, with a 
semiannual update on the progress made to hire qualified state 
employees to conduct the evaluation required pursuant to subdivision 
(di. The first update shall be provided no later than July 10, 2009. 

(2) On or before January 2, 2010, the department shall report to 
the Legislature on all of the following: 

(A) The costs to the department for the sexual offender conunitrnent 
program attributable to the provisions in Proposition 83 of the 
November 2006 general election, otherwise known as Jessica's Law. 

(B) The number and proportion of inmates evaluated by the 
department for commitment to the program as a result of the expanded 
evaluation and comrrtitment criteria in Jessica's Law. 

(C) The nurnber and proportion of those inmates who have actually 
been comrni tted for treatrnent in the program. 

(3) This section shall remain in effect and be repealed on the 
date that the director executes a declaration, which shall be 
provided to the fiscal and policy conLmittees of the Legislature, 
including the Chairperson of the Joint Legislative Budget Committee, 
and the Department of Finance, specifying that sufficient qualified 
state employees have been hired to conduct the evaluations required 
pursuant to subdivision (d), or January 1, 2013, whichever occurs 
first. 

6601. (a) ( 1) Whenever the Secretary of the Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation determines that an individual who is 
in custody under the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections 
and Rehabilitation, and who is either serving a determinate prison 
sentence or whose parole has been revoked, may be a sexually violent 
predator, the secretary shall, at least six months prior to that 
individual's scheduled date for release from prison, refer the person 
for evaluation in accordance with this section. However, if the 
inmate was received by the department with less than nine months of 
his or her sentence to serve, or if the inmate's release date is 
modified by judicial or administrative action, the secretary may 
refer the person for evaluation in accordance with this section at a 
date that is less than six months prior to the inmate's scheduled 
release date. 

(2) A petition may be filed under this section if the individual 
was in custody pursuant to his or her determinate prison term, parole 
revocation term, or a hold placed pursuant to Section 6601.3, at the 
time the petition is filed. A petition shall not be dismissed on the 
basis of a later judicial or administrative determination that the 
individual's custody was unlawful, if the unlawful custody was the 
result of a good faith mistake of fact or law. This paragraph shall 
apply to any petition filed on or after January 1, 1996. 

{b) The person shall be screened by the Department of Corrections 
and Rehabilitation and the Board of Parole Hearings based on whether 
the person has committed a sexually violent predatory offense and on 
a review of the person's social, criminal, and institutional history. 
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This screening shall be conducted in accordance with a structured 
screening instrument developed and updated by the State Department of 
Mental Health in consultation with the Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation. If as a result of this screening it is determined 
that the person is likely to be a sexually violent predator, the 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation shall refer the person 
to the State Department of Mental Health for a full evaluation of 
whether the person meets the criteria in Section 6600. 

(c) The State Department of Mental Health shall evaluate the 
person in accordance with a standardized assessment protocol, 
developed and updated by the State Department of Mental Health, to 
determine whether the person is a sexually violent predator as 
defined in this article. The standardized assessment protocol shall 
require assessment of diagnosable mental disorders, as well as 
various factors known to be associated with the risk of reoffense 
among sex offenders. Risk factors to be considered shall include 
criminal and psychosexual history, type, degree, and duration of 
sexual deviance, and severity of mental disorder. 

(d) Pursuant to subdivision (c), the person shall be evaluated by 
two practicing psychiatrists or psychologists, or one practicing 
psychiatrist and one practicing psychologist, designated by the 
Director of Mental Health. If both evaluators concur that the person 
has a diagnosed mental disorder so that he or she is likely to engage 
in acts of sexual violence without appropriate treatment and 
custody, the Director of Mental Health shall forward a request for a 
petition for commitment under Section 6602 to the county designated 
in subdivision (i). Copies of the evaluation reports and any other 
supporting documents shall be made available to the attorney 
designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) who may file a 
petition for commitment. 

(e) If one of the professionals performing the evaluation pursuant 
to subdivision (d) does not concur that the person meets the 
criteria specified in subdivision (d), but the other professional 
concludes that the person meets those criteria, the Director of 
Mental Health shall arrange for further examination of the person by 
two independent professionals selected in accordance with subdivision 
(g). 

(f) If an examination by independent professionals pursuant to 
subdivision (e) is conducted, a petition to request commitment under 
this article shall only be filed if both independent professionals 
who evaluate the person pursuant to subdivision (e) concur that the 
person meets the criteria for commitment specified in subdivision 
(d) . The professionals selected to evaluate the person pursuant to 
subdivision (g) shall inform the person that the purpose of their 
examination is not treatment but to determine if the person meets 
certain criteria to be involuntarily committed pursuant to this 
article. It is not required that the person appreciate or understand 
that information. 

(g) Any independent professional who is designated by the 
Secretary of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation or the 
Director of Mental Health for purposes of this section shall not be a 
state government employee, shall have at least five years of 
experience in the diagnosis and treatment of mental disorders, and 
shall include psychiatrists and licensed psychologists who have a 
doctoral degree in psychology. The requirements set forth in this 
section also shall apply to any professionals appointed by the court 
to evaluate the person for purposes of any other proceedings under 
this article. 

(h) If the State Department of Mental Health determines that the 
person is a sexually violent predator as defined in this article, the 
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Director of Mental Health shall forward a request for a petition to 
be filed for commitment under this article to the county designated 
in subdivision (i). Copies of the evaluation reports and any other 
supporting documents shall be made available to the attorney 
designated by the county pursuant to subdivision {i) who may file a 
petition for commitment in the superior court. 

(i) If the county's designated counsel concurs with the 
recorrunendation, a petition for commitment shall be filed in the 
superior court of the county in which the person was convicted of the 
offense for which he or she was committed to the jurisdiction of the 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. The petition shall be 
filed, and the proceedings shall be handled, by either the district 
attorney or the county counsel of that county. The county board of 
supervisors shall designate either the district attorney or the 
county counsel to assume responsibility for proceedings under this 
article. 

(j) The time limits set forth in this section shall not apply 
during the first year that this article is operative. 

(k) An order issued by a judge pursuant to Section 6601.5, finding 
that the petition, on its face, supports a finding of probable cause 
to believe that the individual named in the petition is likely to 
engage in sexually violent predatory criminal behavior upon his or 
her release, shall toll that person's parole pursuant to paragraph 
(4) of subdivision (a) of Section 3000 of the Penal Code, if that 
individual is determined to be a sexually violent predator. 

(1) Pursuant to subdivision (d), the attorney designated by the 
county pursuant to subdivision (i) shall notify the State Department 
of Mental Health of its decision regarding the filing of a petition 
for comrnitment within 15 days of making that decision. 

(m) This section shall become operative on the date that the 
director executes a declaration, which shall be provided to the 
fiscal and policy coroJnittees of the Legislature, including the 
Chairperson of the Joint Legislative Budget Committee, and the 
Department of Finance, specifying that sufficient qualified state 
employees have been hired to conduct the evaluations required 
pursuant to subdivision (d), or January 1, 2013, whichever occurs 
first. 

6601.3. (a) Upon a showing of good cause, the Board of Prison Terms 
may order that a person referred to the State Department of Mental 
Health pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 6601 remain in custody 
for no more than 45 days beyond the person's scheduled release date 
for full evaluation pursuant to subdivisions (c) to (i), inclusive, 
of Section 6601. 

(b) For purposes of this section, good cause means circumstances 
where there is a recalculation of credits or a restoration of denied 
or lost credits, a resentencing by a court, the receipt of the 
prisoner into custody, or equivalent exigent circumstances which 
result in there being less than 45 days prior to the person's 
scheduled release date for the full evaluation described in 
subdivisions (c) to (i), inclusive, of Section 6601. 

6601.5. Upon filing of the petition and a request for review under 
this section, a judge of the superior court shall review the petition 
and determine whether the petition states or contains sufficient 
facts that, if true, would constitute probable cause to believe that 
the individual named in the petition is likely to engage in sexually 
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violent predatory criminal behavior upon his or her release. If the 
judge determines that the petition, on its face, supports a finding 
of probable cause, the judge shall order that the person be detained 
in a secure facility until a hearing can be completed pursuant to 
Section 6602. The probable cause hearing provided for in Section 6602 
shall commence within 10 calendar days of the date of the order 
issued by the judge pursuant to this section. 

6602. (a) A judge of the superior court shall review the petition 
and shall determine whether there is probable cause to believe that 
the individual named in the petition is likely to engage in sexually 
violent predatory criminal behavior upon his or her release. The 
person named in the petition shall be entitled to assistance of 
counsel at the probable cause hearing. Upon the commencement of the 
probable cause hearing, the person shall remain in custody pending 
the completion of the probable cause hearing. If the judge determines 
there is not probable cause, he or she shall dismiss the petition 
and any person subject to parole shall report to parole. If the judge 
determines that there is probable cause, the judge shall order that 
the person remain in custody in a secure facility until a trial is 
completed and shall order that a trial be conducted to determine 
whether the person is, by reason of a diagnosed mental disorder, a 
danger to the health and safety of others in that the person is 
likely to engage in acts of sexual violence upon his or her release 
from the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections or other 
secure facility. 

(b) The probable cause hearing shall not be continued except upon 
a showing of good cause by the party requesting the continuance. 

(c) The court shall notify the State Department of Mental Health 
of the outcome of the probable cause hearing by forwarding to the 
department a copy of the minute order of the court within 15 days of 
the decision. 

6602.5. (a) No person may be placed in a state hospital pursuant to 
the provisions of this article until there has been a determination 
pursuant to Section 6601.3 or 6602 that there is probable cause to 
believe that the individual named in the petition is likely to engage 
in sexually violent predatory criminal behavior. 

(b) The State Department of Mental Health shall identify each 
person for whom a petition pursuant to this article has been filed 
who is in a state hospital on or after January 1, 1998, and who has 
not had a probable cause hearing pursuant to Section 6602. The State 
Department of Mental Health shall notify the court in which the 
petition was filed that the person has not had a probable cause 
hearing. Copies of the notice shall be provided by the court to the 
attorneys of record in the case. Within 30 days .of notice by the 
State Department of Mental Health, the court shall either order the 
person removed from the state hospital and returned to local custody 
or hold a probable cause hearing pursuant to Section 6602. 

(c) In no event shall the number of persons referred pursuant to 
subdivision (b) to the superior court of any county exceed 10 in any 
30-day period, except upon agreement of the presiding judge of the 
superior court, the district attorney, the public defender, the 
sheriff, and the Director of Mental Health. 

(d) This section shall be implemented in Los Angeles County 
pursuant to a letter of agreement between the Department of Mental 
Health, the Los Angeles County district attorney, the Los Angeles 
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County public defender, the Los Angeles County sheriff, and the Los 
Angeles County superior court. The number of persons referred to the 
superior court of Los Angeles County pursuant to subdivision (b) 
shall be governed by the letter of agreement. 

6603. (a) A person subject to this article shall be entitled to a 
trial by jury, to the assistance of counsel, to the right to retain 
experts or professional persons to perform an examination on his or 
her behalf, and to have access to all relevant medical and 
psychological records and reports. In the case of a person who is 
indigent, the court shall appoint counsel to assist him or her, and, 
upon the person's request, assist the person in obtaining an expert 
or professional person to perform an examination or participate in 
the trial on the person's behalf. Any right that may exist under this 
section to request DNA testing on prior cases shall be made in 
conformity with Section 1405 of the Penal Code. 

(b) The attorney petitioning for commitment under this article 
shall have the right to demand that the trial be before a jury. 

(c} (1) If the attorney petitioning for commitment under this 
article determines that updated evaluations are necessary in order to 
properly present the case for commitment, the attorney may request 
the State Department of Mental Health to perform updated evaluations. 
If one or more of the original evaluators is no longer available to 
testify for the petitioner in court proceedings, the attorney 
petitioning for cormnitment under this article may request the State 
Department of Mental Health to perform replacement evaluations. When 
a request is made for updated or replacement evaluations, the State 
Department of Mental Health shall perform the requested evaluations 
and forward them to the petitioning attorney and to the counsel for 
the person subject to this article. However, updated or replacement 
evaluations shall not be performed except as necessary to update one 
or more of the original evaluations or to replace the evaluation of 
an evaluator who is no longer available to testify for the petitioner 
in court proceedings. These updated or replacement evaluations shall 
include review of available medical and psychological records, 
including treatment records, consultation with current treating 
clinicians, and interviews of the person being evaluated, either 
voluntarily or by court order. If an updated or replacement 
evaluation results in a split opinion as to whether the person 
subject to this article meets the criteria for commitment, the State 
Department of Mental Health shall conduct two additional evaluations 
in accordance with subdivision (f) of Section 6601. 

(2) For purposes of this subdivision, ''no longer available to 
testify for the petitioner in court proceedings'' means that the 
evaluator is no longer authorized by the Director of Mental Health to 
perform evaluations regarding sexually violent predators as a result 
of any of the following: 

(A) The evaluator has failed to adhere to the protocol of the 
State Department of Mental Health. 

(B) The evaluator's license has been suspended or revoked. 
(C) The evaluator is unavailable pursuant to Section 240 of the 

Evidence Code. 
(d) Nothing in this section shall prevent the defense from 

presenting otherwise relevant and admissible evidence. 
{e) If the person subject to this article or the petitioning 

attorney does not demand a jury trial, the trial shall be before the 
court without a jury. 

(f) A unanimous verdict shall be required in any jury trial. 

Page 9 of21 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wic&group=0600 l-07000&file=6... 2/17/2012 65



CA Codes (wic:6600-6609.3) 

(g) The court shall notify the State Department of Mental Health 
of the outcome of the trial by forwarding to the department a copy of 
the minute order of the court within 72 hours of the decision. 

(h) Nothing in this section shall limit any legal or equitable 
right that a person may have to request DNA testing. 

6603.3. (a) (1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), no attorney 
may disclose or permit to be disclosed to a person subject to this 
article, farrtily rnernbers of the person subject to this article, or any 
other person, the name, address, telephone number, or other 
identifying information of a victim or witness whose name is 
disclosed to the attorney pursuant to Section 6603 and Chapter 1 
(coITLmencing with Section 2016.010) of Part 4 of Title 4 of the Code 
of Civil Procedure, unless specifically permitted to do so by the 
court after a hearing and showing of good cause. 

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), an attorney may disclose or 
permit to be disclosed, the name, address, telephone number, or other 
identifying information of a victim or witness to persons employed 
by the attorney or to a person hired or appointed for the purpose of 
assisting the person subject to this article in the preparation of 
the case, if that disclosure is required for that preparation. 
Persons provided this information shall be informed by the attorney 
that further dissemination of the information, except as provided by 
this section, is prohibited. 

(3) A willful violation of this subdivision by an attorney, 
persons employed by an attorney, or persons appointed by the court is 
a rnisdemeanor. 

(b) If the person subject to this article is acting as his or her 
own attorney, the court shall endeavor to protect the name, address, 
telephone number, or other identifying information of a victim or 
witness by providing for contact only through a private investigator 
licensed by the Department of Consumer Affairs and appointed by the 
court or by imposing other reasonable restrictions, absent a showing 
of good cause as determined by the court. 

6603.5. No employee or agent of the Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation, the Board of Parole Hearings, or the State Department 
of Mental Health shall disclose to any person, except to employees 
or ag.ents of each named department, the prosecutor, the respondent's 
counsel, licensed private investigators hired or appointed for the 
respondent, or other persons or agencies where authorized or required 
by law, the name, address, telephone number, or other identifying 
information of a person who was involved in a civil cornmit1nent 
hearing under this article as the victim of a sex offense except 
where authorized or required by law. 

6603.7. (a) Except as provided in Section 6603.3, the court, at the 
request of the victim of a sex offense relevant in a proceeding 
under this article, may order the identity of the victim in all 
records and during all proceedings to be either Jane Doe or John Doe, 
if the court finds that the order is reasonably necessary to protect 
the privacy of the person and will not unduly prejudice the party 
petitioning for commitment under this article or the person subject 
to this article. 

Page 10 of21 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=wic&group=0600 l-07000&file=6. .. 2/17/2012 66



CA Codes (wic:6600-6609.3) 

(b) If the court orders the victim to be identified as Jane Doe or 
John Doe pursuant to subdivision (a), and if there is a jury trial, 
the court shall instruct the jury at the beginning and at the end of 
the trial that the victim is being so identified only for the 
purposes of protecting his or her privacy. 

6604. The court or jury shall determine whether, beyond a 
reasonable doubt, the person is a sexually violent predator. If the 
court or jury is not satisfied beyond a reasonable doubt that the 
person is a sexually violent predator, the court shall direct that 
the person be released at the conclusion of the term for which he or 
she was initially sentenced, or that the person be unconditionally 
released at the end of parole, whichever is applicable. If the court 
or jury determines that the person is a sexually violent predator, 
the person shall be committed for an indeterminate term to the 
custody of the State Department of Mental Health for appropriate 
treatment and confinement in a secure facility designated by the 
Director of Mental Health. The facility shall be located on the 
grounds of an institution under the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Corrections. 

6604.1. (a) The indeterminate term of commitment provided for in 
Section 6604 shall commence on the date upon which the court issues 
the initial order of commitment pursuant to that section. 

(b) The person shall be evaluated by two practicing psychologists 
or psychiatrists, or by one practicing psychologist and one 
practicing psychiatrist, designated by the State Department of Mental 
Health. The provisions of subdivisions (c) to (i), inclusive, of 
Section 6601 shall apply to evaluations performed for purposes of 
extended commitments. The rights, requirements, and procedures set 
forth in Section 6603 shall apply to all commitment proceedings. 

6605. (a) A person found to be a sexually violent predator and 
committed to the custody of the State Departrnent of Mental Health 
shall have a current examination of his or her mental condition made 
at least once every year. The annual report shall include 
consideration of whether the corrunitted person currently n1eets the 
definition of a sexually violent predator and whether conditional 
release to a less restrictive alternative or an unconditional release 
is in the best interest of the person and conditions can be imposed 
that would adequately protect the community. The State Department of 
Mental Health shall file this periodic report with the court that 
committed the person under this article. The report shall be in the 
form of a declaration and shall be prepared by a professionally 
qualified person. A copy of the report shall be served on the 
prosecuting agency involved in the initial commitment and upon the 
committed person. The person may retain, or if he or she is indigent 
and so requests, the court may appoint, a qualified expert or 
professional person to examine him or her, and the expert or 
professional person shall have access to all records concerning the 
person. 

(b) If the State Department of Mental Health determines that 
either: (1) the person's condition has so changed that the person no 
longer meets the definition of a sexually violent predator, or (2) 
conditional release to a less restrictive alternative is in the best 
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interest of the person and conditions can be imposed that adequately 
protect the community, the director shall authorize the person to 
petition the court for conditional release to a less restrictive 
alternative or for an unconditional discharge. The petition shall be 
filed with the court and served upon the prosecuting agency 
responsible for the initial commitment. The court, upon receipt of 
the petition for conditional release to a less restrictive 
alternative or unconditional discharge, shall order a show cause 
hearing at which the court can consider the petition and any 
accompanying documentation provided by the medical director, the 
prosecuting attorney, or the committed person. 

(c) If the court at the show cause hearing determines that 
probable cause exists to believe that the committed person's 
diagnosed mental disorder has so changed that he or she is not a 
danger to the health and safety of others and is not likely to engage 
in sexually violent criminal behavior if discharged, then the court 
shall set a hearing on the issue. 

(d) At the hearing, the committed person shall have the right to 
be present and shall be entitled to the benefit of all constitutional 
protections that were afforded to him or her at the initial 
commitment proceeding. The attorney designated by the county pursuant 
to subdivision (i) of Section 6601 shall represent the state and 
shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to have the committed 
person evaluated by experts chosen by the state. The committed 
person also shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to have 
experts evaluate him or her on his or her behalf. The court shall 
appoint an expert if the person is indigent and requests an 
appointment. The burden of proof at the hearing shall be on the state 
to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the co~Jnitted person's 
diagnosed mental disorder remains such that he or she is a danger to 
the health and safety of others and is likely to engage in sexually 
violent criminal behavior if discharged. Where the person's failure 
to participate in or complete treatment is relied upon as proof that 
the person's condition has not changed, and there is evidence to 
support that reliance, the jury shall be instructed substantially as 
follows: 

"The cornmitted person's failure to participate in or complete the 
State Department of Mental Health Sex Offender Commitment Program 
(SOCP) are facts that, if proved, may be considered as evidence that 
the committed person's condition has not changed. The weight to be 
given that evidence is a matter for the jury to determine." 

(e) If the court or jury rules against the corrunitted person at the 
hearing conducted pursuant to subdivision (d), the term of 
commitment of the person shall run for an indeterminate period from 
the date of this ruling. If the court or jury rules for the cormnitted 
person, he or she shall be unconditionally released and 
unconditionally discharged. 

(f) In the event that the State Department of Mental Health has 
reason to believe that a person corrunitted to it as a sexually violent 
predator is no longer a sexually violent predator, it shall seek 
judicial review of the person's cowJnitment pursuant to the procedures 
set forth in Section 7250 in the superior court from which the 
comrnitment was made. If the superior court determines that the person 
is no longer a sexually violent predator, he or she shall be 
unconditionally released and unconditionally discharged. 

6606. (a) A person who is committed under this article shall be 
provided with programming by the State Department of Mental Health 
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which shall afford the person with treatment for his or her diagnosed 
mental disorder. Persons who decline treatment shall be offered the 
opportunity to participate in treatment on at least a monthly basis. 

(b) Arnenability to treatment is not required for a finding that 
any person is a person described in Section 6600, nor is it required 
for treatment of that person. Treatment does not mean that the 
treatment be successful or potentially successful, nor does it mean 
that the person must recognize his or her problem and willingly 
participate in the treatment program. 

(c) The programming provided by the State Department of Mental 
Health in facilities shall be consistent with current institutional 
standards for the treatment of sex offenders, and shall be based on a 
structured treatment protocol developed by the State Department of 
Mental Health. The protocol shall describe the number and types of 
treatment components that are provided in the program, and shall 
specify how assessment data will be used to determine the course of 
treatment for each individual offender. The protocol shall also 
specify measures that will be used to assess treatment progress and 
changes with respect to the individual's risk of reoffense. 

{d) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, except as to 
requirements relating to fire and life safety of persons with mental 
illness, and consistent with information and standards described in 
subdivision (c), the department is authorized to provide the 
programming using an outpatient/day treatment model, wherein 
treatment is provided by licensed professional clinicians in living 
units not licensed as health facility beds within a secure facility 
setting, on less than a 24-hour a day basis. The department shall 
take into consideration the unique characteristics, individual needs, 
and choices of persons committed under this article, including 
whether or not a person needs antipsychotic medication, whether or 
not a person has physical medical conditions, and whether or not a 
person chooses to participate in a specified course of offender 
treatment. The department shall ensure that policies and procedures 
are in place that address changes in patient needs, as well as 
patient choices, and respond to treatment needs in a timely fashion. 
The department, in implementing this subdivision, shall be allowed by 
the State Department of Health Services to place health facility 
beds at Coalinga State Hospital in suspense for a period of up to six 
years. Coalinga State Hospital may remove all or any portion of its 
voluntarily suspended beds into active license status by request to 
the State Department of Health Services. The facility's request shall 
be granted unless the suspended beds fail to cornply with current 
operational requirements for licensure. 

(e) The department shall meet with each patient who has chosen not 
to participate in a specific course of offender treatment during 
monthly treatment planning conferences. At these conferences the 
department shall explain treatment options available to the patient, 
offer and re-offer treatment to the patient, seek to obtain the 
patient's cooperation in the recommended treatment options, and 
document these steps in the patient's health record. The fact that a 
patient has chosen not to participate in treatment in the past shall 
not establish that the patient continues to choose not to 
participate. 

6607. (a) If the Director of Mental Health determines that the 
person's diagnosed mental disorder has so changed that the person is 
not likely to commit acts of predatory sexual violence while under 
supervision and treatment in the cormnunity, the director shall 
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forward a report and recommendation for conditional release in 
accordance with Section 6608 to the county attorney designated in 
subdivision (i) of Section 6601, the attorney of record for the 
person, and the committing court. 

(b) When a report and recoIILmendation for conditional release is 
filed by the Director of Mental Health pursuant to subdivision (a), 
the court shall set a hearing in accordance with the procedures set 
forth in Section 6608. 

6608. (a) Nothing in this article shall prohibit the person who has 
been committed as a sexually violent predator from petitioning the 
court for conditional release or an unconditional discharge without 
the recomrnendation or concurrence of the Director of Mental Health. 
If a person has previously filed a petition for conditional release 
without the concurrence of the director and the court determined, 
either upon review of the petition or following a hearing, that the 
petition was frivolous or that the committed person's condition had 
not so changed that he or she would not be a danger to others in that 
it is not likely that he or she will engage in sexually violent 
criminal behavior if placed under supervision and treatment in the 
cowJUunity, then the court shall deny the subsequent petition unless 
it contains facts upon which a court could find that the condition of 
the committed person had so changed that a hearing was warranted. 
Upon receipt of a first or subsequent petition from a committed 
person without the concurrence of the director, the court shall 
endeavor whenever possible to review the petition and determine if it 
is based upon frivolous grounds and, if so, shall deny the petition 
without a hearing. The person petitioning for conditional release and 
unconditional discharge under this subdivision shall be entitled to 
assistance of counsel. The person petitioning for conditional release 
or unconditional discharge shall serve a copy of the petition on the 
State Department of Mental Health at the time the petition is filed 
with the court. 

(b) The court shall give notice of the hearing date to the 
attorney designated in subdivision (i) of Section 6601, the retained 
or appointed attorney for the committed person, and the Director of 
Mental Health at least 30 court days before the hearing date. 

(c) No hearing upon the petition shall be held until the person 
who is committed has been under commitment for confinement and care 
in a facility designated by the Director of Mental Health for not 
less than one year from the date of the order of commitment. 

(d) The court shall hold a hearing to determine whether the person 
committed would be a danger to the health and safety of others in 
that it is likely that he or she will engage in sexually violent 
criminal behavior due to his or her diagnosed mental disorder if 
under supervision and treatment in the coITL~unity. If the court at the 
hearing determines that the committed person would not be a danger 
to others due to his or her diagnosed mental disorder while under 
supervision and treatment in the community, the court shall order the 
committed person placed with an appropriate forensic conditional 
release program operated by the state for one year. A substantial 
portion of the state-operated forensic conditional release program 
shall include outpatient supervision and treatment. The court shall 
retain jurisdiction of the person throughout the course of the 
program. At the end of one year, the court shall hold a hearing to 
determine if the person should be unconditionally released from 
commitment on the basis that, by reason of a diagnosed mental 
disorder, he or she is not a danger to the health and safety of 
others in that it is not likely that he or she will engage in 
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sexually violent criminal behavior. The court shall not make this 
determination until the person has completed at least one year in the 
state-operated forensic conditional release program. The court shall 
notify the Director of Mental Health of the hearing date. 

(e) Before placing a committed person in a state-operated forensic 
conditional release program, the community program director 
designated by the State Department of Mental Health shall submit a 
written recommendation to the court stating which forensic 
conditional release program is most appropriate for supervising and 
treating the committed person. If the court does not accept the 
community program director's recommendation, the court shall specify 
the reason or reasons for its order on the record. The procedures 
described in Sections 1605 to 1610, inclusive, of the Penal Code 
shall apply to the person placed in the forensic conditional release 
program. 

(f) If the court determines that the person should be transferred 
to a state-operated forensic conditional release program, the 
community program director, or his or her designee, shall make the 
necessary placement arrangements and, within 30 days after receiving 
notice of the court's finding, the person shall be placed in the 
community in accordance with the treatment and supervision plan 
unless good cause for not doing so is presented to the court. 

{g) If the court rules against the committed person at the trial 
for unconditional release from commitment, the court may place the 
committed person on outpatient status in accordance with the 
procedures described in Title 15 (commencing with Section 1600) of 
Part 2 of the Penal Code. 

{h) If the court denies the petition to place the person in an 
appropriate forensic conditional release program or if the petition 
for unconditional discharge is denied, the person may not file a new 
application until one year has elapsed from the date of the denial. 

{i) In any hearing authorized by this section, the petitioner 
shall have the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence. 

(j) If the petition for conditional release is not made by the 
director of the treatment facility to which the person is committed, 
no action on the petition shall be taken by the court without first 
obtaining the written recommendation of the director of the treatment 
facility. 

{k) Time spent in a conditional release program pursuant to this 
section shall not count toward the term of commitment under this 
article unless the person is confined in a locked facility by the 
conditional release program, in which case the time spent in a locked 
facility shall count toward the term of commitment. 

6608.5. (a) A person who is conditionally released pursuant to this 
article shall be placed in the county of the domicile of the person 
prior to the person's incarceration, unless the court finds that 
extraordinary circumstances require placement outside the county of 
domicile. 

(b) (1) For the purposes of this section, ''county of domicile'' 
means the county where the person has his or her true, fixed, and 
permanent home and principal residence and to which he or she has 
manifested the intention of returning whenever he or she is absent. 
For the purposes of determining the county of domicile, the court may 
consider information found on a California driver's license, 
California identification card, recent rent or utility receipt, 
printed personalized checks or other recent banking documents showing 
that person's name and address, or information contained in an 
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arrest record, probation officer's report, trial transcript, or other 
court document. If no information can be identified or verified, the 
county of domicile of the individual shall be considered to be the 
county in which the person was arrested for the crime for which he or 
she was last incarcerated in the state prison or from which he or 
she was last returned from parole. 

(2) In a case where the person corrunitted a crime while being held 
for treatment in a state hospital, or while being confined in a state 
prison or local jail facility, the county wherein that facility was 
located shall not be considered the county of domicile unless the 
person resided in that county prior to being housed in the hospital, 
prison, or jail. 

(c) For the purposes of this section, ''extraordinary circumstances'' 
n1eans circumstances that would inordinately limit the department 1 s 
ability to effect conditional release of the person in the county of 
domicile in accordance with Section 6608 or any other provision of 
this article, and the procedures described in Sections 1605 to 1610, 
inclusive, of the Penal Code. 

(d) The county of domicile shall designate a county agency or 
program that will provide assistance and consultation in the process 
of locating and securing housing within the county for persons 
committed as sexually violent predators who are about to be 
conditionally released under Section 6608. Upon notification by the 
department of a person's potential or expected conditional release 
under Section 6608, the county of domicile shall notify the 
department of the name of the designated agency or program, at least 
60 days before the date of the potential or expected release. 

(e) In recommending a specific placement for community outpatient 
treatment, the department or its designee shall consider all of the 
following: 

(1) The concerns and proximity of the victim or the victim's next 
of kin. 

(2) The age and profile of the victim or victims in the sexually 
violent offenses committed by the person subject to placement. For 
purposes of this subdivision, the ''profile'' of a victim includes, but 
is not limited to, gender, physical appearance, economic background, 
profession, and other social or personal characteristics. 

(f) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a person released 
under this section shall not be placed within one-quarter mile of any 
public or private school providing instruction in kindergarten or 
any of grades 1 to 12, inclusive, if either of the following 
conditions exist: 

(1) The person has previously been convicted of a violation of 
Section 288.5 of, or subdivision (a) or (b), or paragraph (1) of 
subdivision (c) of Section 288 of, the Penal Code. 

(2) The court finds that the person has a history of improper 
sexual conduct with children. 

6608. 7 .. The State Department of Mental Health may enter into an 
interagency agreement or contract with the Department of Corrections 
or with local law enforcement agencies for services related to 
supervision or monitoring of sexually violent predators who have been 
conditionally released into the community under the forensic 
conditional release program pursuant to this article. 

6608.8. (a) For any person who is proposed for community outpatient 

Page 16 of21 

http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/ displaycode?section=wic&group=06001-07000&file=6... 2/17/2012 72



CA Codes (wic:6600-6609.3) 

treatment under the forensic conditional release program, the 
department shall provide to the court a copy of the written contract 
entered into with any public or private person or entity responsible 
for moni taring and supervising the patiertt' s outpatient placerner1t and 
treatment program. This subdivision does not apply to subcontracts 
between the contractor and clinicians providing treatment and related 
services to the person. 

(b) The terms and conditions of conditional release shall be 
drafted to include reasonable flexibility to achieve the aims of 
conditional release, and to protect the public and the conditionally 
released person. 

(c) The court in its discretion may order the department to, 
notwithstanding Section 4514 or 5328, provide a copy of the written 
terms and conditions of conditional release to the sheriff or chief 
of police, or both, that have jurisdiction over the proposed or 
actual placement community. 

(d) (1) Except in an emergency, the department or its designee 
shall not alter the terms and conditions of conditional release 
without the prior approval of the court. 

(2) The department shall provide notice to the person committed 
under this article and the district attorney or designated county 
counsel of any proposed change in the terms and conditions of 
conditional release. 

(3) The court on its own motion, or upon the motion of either 
party to the action, may set a hearing on the proposed change. The 
hearing shall be held as soon as is practicable. 

(4) If a hearing on the proposed change is held, the court shall 
state its findings on the record. If the court approves a change in 
the terms and conditions of conditional release without a hearing, 
the court shall issue a written order. 

(5) In the case of an emergency, the department or its designee 
may deviate from the terms and conditions of the conditional release 
if necessary to protect public safety or the safety of the person. If 
a hearing on the emergency is set by the court or requested by 
either party, the hearing shall be held as soon as practicable. The 
department, its designee, and the parties shall endeavor to resolve 
routine matters in a cooperative fashion without the need for a 
formal hearing. 

(e) Notwithstanding any provision of this section, including, but 
not limited to, subdivision (d), matters concerning the residential 
placement, including any changes or proposed changes in the residence 
of the person, shall be considered and determined pursuant to 
Section 6609.1. 

6609. Within 10 days of a request made by the chief of police of a 
city or the sheriff of a county, the State Department of Mental 
Health shall provide the following information concerning each person 
committed as a sexually violent predator who is receiving outpatient 
care in a conditional release program in that city or county: name, 
address, date of commitment, county from which committed, date of 
placernent in the conditional release program, fingerprints, and a 
glossy photograph no smaller than 3 1/8 x 3 1/8 inches in size, or 
clear copies of the fingerprints and photograph. 

6609.1. (a) (1) When the State 
recomrnendation to the court for 

Department o~ Mental Health makes a 
community outpatient treatment for 
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JOHN CHIANG 
Qlalifnrnia J$ltate QluntrnIIer 

November 14, 2012 

The Honorable Mark Leno, Chair 
Senate Budget and Fiscal Review Committee 
Joint Legislative Budget Committee 
State Capitol, Room 5100 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

The Honorable Robe1i Blumenfield, Chair 
Assembly Budget Committee 
State Capitol, Room 6026 
Sacramento, CA 95 814 

Re: State Mandated Program Cost Report (AB3000) 
Chapter 179, Statutes of 2007, Government Code Section I 7562(b )(]) 

Dear Senator Leno and Assembly Member Blumenfield: 

This report provides the info1mation required pursuant to Govennnent Code ( GC) section 
17562(b)(l). It summarizes mandate payments by fiscal year (FY) and rep01is the deficiencies and 
surpluses. This report consists of three paiis, as follows: 

I. FY 2012-13 State Mandated Program Appropriations and Payments (Schedules A and 
Al) 

2. FY 2010-11 and Prior Years' State Mandated Program Claims Data, including Net 
Deficiencies and Surpluses (Schedules B through B4) 

3. List oflncorrect Reduction Claims Filed with the Commission on State Mandates 
(Schedule C) 

As reflected on Schedule B, as of September 30, 2012, the amount owed to local agencies, 
school and community college districts is $5.6 billion: 

Local Agencies 
School Districts 
Community College Districts 

Total 

$1.6 billion 
$3 .7 billion 
$0.3 billion 
$5.6 billion 

Accmed interest as of June 30, 2012, at the Pooled Money Investment Account rates, due to 
local agencies, school and community college districts is estimated to be $251.5 million ($175 
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The Honorable Mark Leno 
The Honorable Robe11 Blumenfield 
November 14, 2012 
Page 2 

million, $67.9 million, and $8.6 million, respectively). The accrned interest is not included in the 
enclosed rep011, nor in the $5.6 billion amount identified on page one. Pursuant to GC section 
17561.5, interest begins to accrne as of the 3661

h day after adoption of the statewide cost estimate for 
the initial claims. For subsequent claims, interest begins to accrue on August l 61

h following the filing 
deadline. The interest on unpaid claims will continue to accrue until the claims are fully paid. 

Pending litigation listed below and inc01Tect reduction claims on mandates (Schedule C) may 
have a significant impact on accounts payable when decisions are rendered: 

• Graduation Requirements 
• Discharge of St01111 Water Runoff 
• Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff Discharges 
• 2010-11 Budget Trailer Bills, Mandates Process for K-12 Schools, 

Redetermination Process 

In addition to the State Mandated Program Cost Rep011, a disk containing an electronic 
version is enclosed. If you have any questions, you may contact Jay Lal at (916) 324-0256. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

(Original Signed By) 

JOHN CHIANG 
California State Controller 

cc: Ms. Ana J. Matosantos, Depm1ment of Finance 
Ms. Marianne O'Malley, Office of Legislative Analyst 
Ms. Heather Halsey, Commission on State Mandates 
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Prepared by 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Local Reimbursements Section 

Note: This report provides information on State Mandated Program costs 
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I----- Account Number 
LOCAL AGENCIES 

General Fund 
ObOi-8885·2012-295-11 
060I:s·s85--f011-295.11 
0001-8885-2010-295-11 
0001 ~8885-2609-295-11 

Total General Fund 

State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Summary of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012~13 
As of September 30, 2012 

-I A.pprop .. ' .. iat.ions Reverted as Appropriation Balances Add: Receipts and I Less: Mandated .... '.' .. o. gram i Appr.opriation Balances as 

of_?/30/2012 as of 07 /01/2012 -~R~covered Amounts , Payments (see. S_c~~ .. d._ule Al) ! . _ of 09/30/2012 __ _ 

I - _,_ ············· · I 
_Ji_ 48,786,000 $ - 9,54~_$_ - --~ $ - 12,274,953 

i $ 9,894,584 $ 23,109 $ 262,319 i $ 9,655,374 
i s ! s 30,466,5_22 s 512,230 _._L ~:j_ 31,038,152 

-rs 861,757 1 s 1 s - -s : s 

Legal I 
--=[-_:~-~~~:~~ce , __ Fis:~-1 ::_o_f_:l-~ims P_~id 

-=lch. 21,~-~lTI"--I-- 2010-11 
lCh. 33/11 2009-10 

]ch. 712/10 ' 
-rch:"i76!f" -t-

$ s61,1s1 I $ s9,141,106 I $ 10,139,s24 i $ 46,311,551 i s 52,969,079 

,_ -- -------- -
Non - General Fund 

Department of Motor Vehicle 

l-oo44:Irnas:2012.295.93.Q0:145:osg--- -~----~-==:·:~'J:~h~ 21,29/12 [~.:~--- 2010·11 

·---J. 
____ [. 

2,501,000 I $ 

-~~~rr~~~-1 ~-
·s 
[$ 

-2,402~ 
r·s 

98,559 
0044-8885-2011-295-98-00-145.039 ]Ch. 33/11 

·- -- . -- --- "jc::h. 712/10 0044-8885-2010-295-90-vv-..1.qo-v1:1::i 
0044-8885-2009-295-98-00-146-089 

Subtotal 

Department of Pesticide Regulations 
j°6106-8885_-i6'.f2"~:EJ:s-98-01~120-68§' ·---
0106-8-885:-2011-295-9s-o1-T20:ogg--­
Oio6-BB85-26l6:-.z-95.9g.01-120-ci8~f 

Subtotal 

Total Non General Fund 

Total Local Agencies 

SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
0001 -6100-20li:2'§5-98 
0001-6100-2011-295-98 
0001-6100-2010-295-98 
0001-6100-2009-295-98 

Total School Districts 

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS 
0001-5870:20I2::29s-98 
6601-6870-2011-2~3'5-:·g{f -·--

looo1 :68J_?J_~~g::~~:~:~~--- -------
0001-6810-2009-295-98 

Total Community College Districts 

Ch. 1/09 $ 
j$ 

:~::_~_1~_:]~~£~~12 _·j=::_:~:~~~----
;Ch. 712/10 

2010-11 

i$ 

I$ 
I s 

[ i ---- I 

-- ~jc_h. 2i;291iz-- --r-~--------wIO-Ira·na_--~~~ior --
1
f ... -s--·--

ch. 33/11 ! 2009-10 and Prior 1 $ 
-:-:1ch:-·7"I2/io ____ j ___ .. _ 1s-

1ch. 1109 .. - · -:s·----
I is 

--- .. . . . ___l_ . . . . . . ti 
)£h~_21";2~ - 261~-_11 a_nd Prior----:-------- -_-s-
1~~-~E!!~ _________ J -2009:roan~ ... ~~?!_ --__rs 
!Ch. 712/10 ! : $--
iCh. 1}6'§·--- - -- _, - - ------ -1'-·s----

$ 
Total School and Community College Districts $ 
Grand Total Local Agencies, School and Community College Districts $ 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012·13 

Schedule A: Summary 

212,049 $ 
212,049 i $ 

$ 
212,049 I S 

1,013,806 I s 

lf 
- rs 

-3·0-,001 is-
30,001 I s 

rs 
$ 

- $ 

n 
3,000 $ 

33,001 $ 

1,106,so1 I s 

$ 
s,208,200 I s 

is 
' $ 

$ 

169,886 I s - i $ 
s,318,086 I $ $ 

94,s25,192 I s 10,139,S24 i $ 

. 

3.6,000 ~-.$.·--------- ---i3;6·a···cJ". r-. $ 
6,632,077 $ 435,383 I $ 

7:i~-30,942 -~-- - 2!,311 Tl _____ _ 
$ 1$ 

14,299,019 I s 410,69~ s 

17,000 ~ 

--- "4';~y;_~JJ-
$ 

5,632,540 I s 
19,931,559 I $ 

114,4S6, 751 ! $ 

___ 1;ooojs_ -
1,876,691 ' $ 

-~3'i3·1··-s·---

- ' $ 

2,260,064 I $ 

2,130,153 I s 
12,810,282 I s 

-- --- - I s------
1 s 

2,402,441 I s 

'"TB;-6761_ .. ~--- ___ -
- i $ -- 1s-

18,076 i $ 
2,420,S17 i $ 

48,738,068 i $ 

35,ooo f-s·---
6,632,032 i $ .... - ·- ___ $ __ _ 

---···rs 
6,661,032 I s 
__ .L_. __ 

1,091,819 
-1;515;-331 

2,805,759 

16,924 
-·-~;rn·:~ll5 -

84,911 

151,810 

2,9S7,569 

55,926,648 

14,000 
435,428 

~'.?~~253" 

8,102,681 

11,000 $ 8,000 

4,693,502 $ - - 1,882,956 _______ ....... rtf:~-- 1,291,146 

4,704,502 I s 3,188,102 

11,311,534 I s 11,290,783 

60,109,602 I s 67,217,431 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Allocation of Property Tax Revenues 
Child Abduction anCfR-eCove-,v--­
countywide Tax ·Rat-es ---­
Crime Vi.ctiffi'S- Domestic ViolenCe-·ir;C1deni:Rej)()rtS 
DomeStiC Violence Arrest P61i'deS-and Standards 
[lomestic Violence"A'rreStS and Victims A'S'SE't"ii"ri"ce 

Program Name 

Domestic ViO'fen·ce Treatment serVi'Ces·~-A-Uthorizatlon ancrcase Management ' 
-Health BenefitS-fO!- ·survivors of P·eaEe-OffiCers and Fir·etrght€rs --- · .. -
Med1-carBenefiCiarv Probate-- --- -.. -_____ .... ____ -----

Peace Officers Personnel Records: Unfounded Complaints and Discovery 
Rape Victim cQ"UflSeling Center No'ff(;"es ·------- -----­
SexuaTIY-\lioleiit Predator"S"---- - ---·· 
ThiE--ats Against PeacE-"Cifficers 
Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total 
000i~8885-2012-295-Tft6faf 

Child Abduction and Recovery 
Crime Victim's oom·est1C Violence lnC'fdent-Reports 
Domest1C\/'i()1(.;iice Arrest PolfCie·s·and-S!andards ·---­
boni-estlc Violence·;;;;:-reSts and Victiffi:S"ASSiSiance---· 
Health Benefi'tS--for Survivors of ·p-;;·a·ce·orncers and·Frrefigtiters --

Local A~~~cies 
0001-8885-2012-295·11 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 

0001-8885-2011-295-11 

Fiscal Year 2009-10 

Legal Reference 
. ----

L~ogram Number 

Ch. 697/92 152 !$ 
,_th. 1399/76 --------u-- ' rs 
Ch. 921/P/F" ---- ----

90 -rs 
Ch-. 1022/99 262 ] $ 
(h.24~ 

----•-
167 !$ 

I Ch. 698/98'"• 274 -'s· 
C:Tl. 183/92 i -----r'i7 -_LL 
Ch. 1120/96 .. -~-= -i97 ,s 
Ch. 162/si 

-------1- ' ~- -- ;:4 '" 
_1; 

Ch.' 630/78 .. 
Ch-:-99§/gi-

=-r m-1!·· Ch. 762/95 ... 
iliI249/92 

Ch. 1399/76 
I Ch. 1022/~i§" -
Cfi':'"246795" ................ ········· j 

__ ,Ch. 698/~iB ... 

Ch:--iIZ-6;96" 
Ch. 630/78 

197 

Total Payment~ 

495,047 
11,466,S20 

242,747 
167,006 

6,98(998 
1,368,714 
1,944,000 
1,695,o6Ci 

9:-436 
- "656','9§9 

327,684 
---- 20,754;3'61" 

~ 
46,055,232 
46,055,232 

1,882 
- i)21 

129,767 
- --79')46 
- 24,073 

------- -- 12,636 -pe-ace Officers Perso·n·nerR-eCoras:u;:;Tc)llflde-d COmplaints aridb1ScO--ve;:v­
Rape Victim coli'ii"i£elfng Center NotiCes--· -- -------·-------- -- -- -·ch":-99·9791 --,-- ---Tz;§4o 
Fiscal Year2009-10Total 
otRif~8885-2011-295-ift6faf 

Adrrliri'istiative License Suspe.iiSfon 
Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total 
0044-8885-2012--=-295 Total 

Pesticide use Re-ports· 
Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total 
i'.iii'.i6~8885-2012·295 Total 
Local Agencies Total 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 

Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

0044-8885-2012-295 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 

0106-8885-2012-295 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 

262,319 
2.62,319 

Ch.1460/89 246 T 2,402,441 
s 2,402,441 

2)'i02,441 

'Ch. 1200/89 ""i.21 18,076 
18,076 
18,076 

4s~:f2;05s 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Program Name legal Reference 

School Districts 

0001-6100-2012-295 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 

Program Number 

AgencY-Fee7\_r·r~~~~~~ents .... ____ ----------- --.:~~~ --:~--~-===-- _jch.-893/0Q__ -- ___ L ___ -269 J_~-----
-:--_1g_? ... ~~-~~-~-~ion Instruction II _____ --·---·---·---·-·---------- __ _ _ _j~_h. ~1~(~-~----- -1- 25? _ _J_§_ 
California State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) Service Credit !Ch. 603/94 286 I $ 
~Affid"~~frS-'i:"O'ES't-,iblfSh .. R.esidence for Sch·o-0:1:Atte·naa·n·c·e-.. ---- ----------_ -- _ _ _ i.~_h. 98/94 ___ _____ ________ , _ 112 ---- -1-s 
Charter Schools r;·n;-1H·-------- - ------------------ - --------- --- - '1Ch. 781/92 -- - l - 278 -0 

-~-~-~~~11~~~~-[~;!~~~:§;1ns~-~~~ePc1~~:-·1s;~~;·1nrng-~~:~~-~:=~~=~~~~=~-s.~ ------ - ----- -~:-~:~-~::~.T~!~~~-;~~:-·~-!~~~~1 _ l -~--- 3111~ -K=_ 
Consolida_!!c;>n of Annual Pa_.-_~fl!.~otification/Schoolsite_ Discipline _R~/~lternative Schools_ _jch. _3~[!!~--~t_._~L ........ ______ L ____!:!__3_ j $ 
Consolidation of Law Enforcement Agency Notification and Missing Children Reports ,Ch. 1117/89 I 276 $ 

Total Payments 

1,000 
i,065"' 

- --1,000 
1,000 
1,000 ' 
1,006 
1,000 

· 1,000 
1;000 

Consohiliifion of"Jl.f61TffcaHO"rl"tiJ'T€a·chers: PupffSSUb1ect to-:SUSPEfri"SiO"il"O-r-'E'XjjUlsion and PUPITl:5iSCfPline ·R-ec'O'i-'dS,-Notffication to Teacners: PUj:ilJS "Siib)'eCt to Suspension i ---

~b~-~~:!{}ffi~~1 of E?~c-~t_i?_~_F.!_s_c-ai"A-C"COU-iitiibility R~po~!~~- -------------------------=~-~~~;~~~ ---- --·- ~--~----~- ~-~l- --~---J ~ -~:__ -_ ~:~~~ 
Criminal Background Checks :ch. 588/97 -1- 183 ! $ 1,000 
~-~~ r~ --~.--$-- ~ 

-~!~:~~a-:-f!:~:aio~~1i:~~;~~?Jj~~~t---·- -_ ~~: ~~j;~ --------[---- i~~ -1~----- --~~~-~ 
-~~?_i!~:~L!~.~-~t __________ .. ___ WWW __ ~~~~--~~==--- ----- l~-~_.--~-!~~ ----------- ---~~?- JJ~ ------- _ ·1:ootf 
High School Exit Examination Ch. 1/99 , 268 , $ 1,000 

~~~~;~;~~~;1:~t~f58____ -- ------- -- ------- ------WWW ------ ~~-;-~~~1{~-- -----=f -~33~- ~I ;- -- tg~g-
lntradistrict Attendance !Ch, 161/93 ! 153 fs- 1,000 
Juvenile CoUrt--f.J"OtfCeSTI 
Manaaie r1e1mbursement Process 
NOtHTCatio·n-·orrr·u·a·n·cy 
Open MeetiniS""/1,Ct/Bi-OW"r)"ji,"(tRefOinl 
Physical Peao·rrr1a·n·c-erests 
·p·;:evarnrig\vage Rate 
·p·u-prn:i-Eiihh screenings 
Pupil p;.·omo"tro·n-·a·n-,c,',-te-,-,-;o-,---
P"ll-Pil"SaTe-6{ Notices ---- --- ... , ----------

-P-Ui)iT'S'US-p·e·nsions, Expulsion$;- a·r;lrE·x-pUJ:Sfon Appeals 
SC'FiOOIA.ccountabi!ity Re-port·c·aras· -------- --------- · -- -
School bE"friC't'F'iS'C",ii I Accountablli"t"Y"Ffepo-rt"i'r1g and E mpl oyee--se·n-e'fi'tS"Disclosure 
SCh"OOi District Reorga-rliZil-ti'O-n··----· - ------·----·-·----- · ----·---
The Stull ACt - -----------

Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total 

Absentee s.iffOts -
Fiscal Year 2007-08 Total 
oooi:Gi00-2012·295 Total 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 

Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

Fiscal Year 2007-08 

;ch.1423184-- -·---- 1ss ·rs- i:Ooo 
------------- -----ych·.·-435175 +-- -----42"' -,-$--WWW---------------"' 1,000 

.. ·.·.·.·.----1~~:--~:~j~~.- --------------·.··.···.: :_::·T· .---- ----------2~8~--- ... -.. -.· .. · .. ··.··.···.;.-·-·=-- ---- - ~---~-:~~ ... ~ 
-------~Ch.975/95 ---------- ---j----- --~~-$---- -- 1,000 

·. 15~ ~1:_ m -~=ii --- -••. H~~ 
---~~:-~~~>~~;--etar--- -1- -----f~~---- -~i-- ----+~~~ 
~F3789 -1- 171 L$_ ------

,~~:--1~~~/§·o--·- -=!~ ~-~~--- --J-;-
rch. 498/83 260 ; s 

--rch:··m-w-----

1,000 
1,000 I 

i~-ooo 
--1;o"66" 
34,000 

1,000 
35,000 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Program Name Legal Reference Program Number Total Payments 

0001-6100-2011-295 

Fiscal Year 2009-10 

Comprehensive School Safety Plans I and II Ch. 736/97; Ch. 9!i6j~i9 313 19,282 
Fiscal Year 2009-10 Total 19,282 

Fiscal Year 2008·09 

Consolidation of"N-6Tif1i:-iifl6n tOleachers: Pup'i!SSUO]e-iitO--Suspens1on or EXP'iJ'l'Sloii ·ancrPUplTI'.ilsCip!in·e·rr,fr-6i'ds, Notfficat1on to reiiChers: P1.iP1lSSUO]ect to suspen·sro"n 
or Expulsion II Ch. 1306/89 292 I S 140,964 
FlSCal Year 2008-09 Tot:31 

c'li·a·rre·;:-·s-cti001s 1, 11, 111 
Fiscal Year 2007-08 Total 

Physical Performance Tests 
Fiscal Year 2006·07 Total 

cons01idation of Annuarrarent Notlficai:TO'ri]SCh"oOlsite Discipliflf;"RUlesi Alternative sCh"'Ools 
c·;;regi"Ver Affidavits tO''EStilbii°sh Residence for S'C'h"CJOfA'ttendance ""'" - ------
NO'iH'iC;:li:j'Q"i1 of Truancy ... ·--·-·--------- - ------·-- - -

Pupil ·suspe-rlSTOi-iS, Expulsions;·ancrEX-pU\Sion Appeals 
Af5S-·i:,-;:·evention lnstniC-tTOn-·11 - -- ----------­
Pupil Hea1tFis·c·re·e·n1;:;g-,---··· 
PFiYSlCaY-Performance fe"S"iS-­
Juvenile 'C-O'U"r·t··-NOtice-,-,-, -­
lffi-ni"U'rifi:"ii"t-ion Records 
f:iilbitual Truant .. 
CrifTITflaT BaCckg_1_o_"_"_dcc"h·e·crs· -
Firi-ariCial and c0ffii)ff8r1Ce-Audits ----
Sch00T6iSt-riCt Fiscal AcC-o'Un-tabiffty~Rce-p_o_ctc1-ni .. ana·-Emp~ef·i-fS--DiSdos;:;re-
Tn1munizatton R€Co·ras··::HePatitis B ..... _____________ ... -·-·-·--

c;:rm1n·a1 Background CheckS'li" __ ,, __ 
Pupil Promotiori·a·n·d"R'et-erii:'iO-n- - -------- -----
"61tterent1a1 Pay and Reemploymen-r .. -·----
FiscarYear 2005-06 Total 

Ag-ency Fee Arrangements ---
Fiscal Year 2002-03 Total 

Notification of Truancy .. 
Agency Fee Arra·ngem·ents 
cai'if07n"f a·s"ta-te··,.-eatJ1e·r-s' -R-etrreme·nt-sys-tem ·1 CalSi'Rs) Service Credit 
Fiscal Year 2001-02 Total 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

_s _ 140,964 

Fiscal Year 2007-08 

Ch. 78"1/92 278 -IT 
is 

32,978 

32,978 

Fiscal Year 2006-07 

- Ch. 'iiiS/95 173 I $ ··3·91::'!80 
s 391,380 

Fiscal Year 2005-06 

~~-~[!_?, et-a-1~:-~-- -272 _______ -.:=:-~r~_--- ---- 1,0~_?_,_?_~9 _ 

=~~if ~f~:--•• ~~~~E -- ~l~ ==~ --=- .. ~i~i~~ 
--- ]ch. 975/95 --~ - -rr:r --1-s- i,711,162 

.... "fCh.-1423/84 --- ---------- 1- ----------rss------· -ts----- -51,118 

--:12~-.: }~~;:~:------ ---- """ :<=t=~:·:_·: ____ .. :"""~3626- ·:·_-_:-_::-:::_ _-1~ .. ~-:_:~~::-: --- _7~~:-~_~g: 
-:-~~:-~~~~~7 - -1--~§}--- - - ; ----- 1~~:~~~ 

-F~f;~~ =:=_]_ ~-; =~=-- ~1 
--~· 594_/98 ' _251 '- $ _ _ 5,_?74 I 

12~~=~g%;1______ -=F __ :_---~-I~-~--- !--~~=-:_: ---~:~: 14'!!} 
5,238,355 

Fiscal Year 2002-03 

$ - Ch. 893/00 
··-------- -f,'§"'7"6 269 

s 1,976 

Fiscal Year 2001-02 
-------------------- ------·-- -----·--·-·------ ----------- --TCh~-498783 __ _ 

1Ch. 893/00 
--2~?9_ ------- --- -1-1~- ---·--·- ::~: __________ --3:·:~~~-, 

Ch. 603/94 
286 is .... - _________ ,, ___ '3I~669-

~ 74,494 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Program Name I Legal Reference 

Fiscal Year 2000·01 

I Program Number Total Payments 

~Otifica'iion 'OffiUancy 
COifo'CtfVE;"Bii·rgar;;]';,-,~oo-d~c-0"11,-,c,c;,-e ifafiahi'iilg .. Agreem·ent Disclosure 
Agent1i-Fee-Arr·a;:1ge·ments· - -

-=~ m~~r~h ,,:7,, -1~ ·····- ,~r~- 1 l ~---- "ib~lli 
137,065 

2,469 
Fiscal Vear 2000-01 Total 

!-:----:---------------- '"''"""""'"" 
Notification of Truancy 
lntradistrict Atte·n-Cf8i1C'€---
Fiscal Vear 1999-00 Total 

The·St-UiTAii"' 
Fiscal Year 1997-98 Total 

0001-6100-2011-295 Total 

School DiSfrictStota1 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 

Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

Fiscal Year 1999-00 

Fiscal Year 1997-98 

fS 149,757 

CFi:"'4gs/83 
Ch. 151/93 

iCh. 498/83 ""'''266'''' ··rs 538,101 

I I i 
538,101 

6,632,032 

6,667,032 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Program Name Legal Reference Program Number Total Payments 

!-----"-""" - ---------
Agency Fee Arrangements 
Ci1Tifornia Grants --
California State>f'e-achers' RBtc;c-,-m-,-,-,"sy-,-,-em-{C:aYSTRs) Service Credit 
C"OffeCt1ve s3rgaining and conect-fve ·sai-gaining Agreemer1i:'"DiSdOsur_e __ 
Eii"rOHment Fee Collection ancrwarvers - - __ _,____ ---
Health Fee Elimina'iiO-n--(6r1-or ii her 07/01/1994f ____ -

IManda~e_:~~i:r::§:ur_s_ement ProcesS~~---~-------- - -----~­
Open Meetings/Brown Act Reform 
PreViiTlir11°;"wiige Rate ------
fUition Fee Waivers 
Fiscal Year 2010-11 Total 

RePorting lmprop:e·r Goviirnmental ACt1Vftfes 
Fiscal Year 2008-09 Total 
0001-6870-2012-295 Total 

Tuition Fee Waivers 
Fiscal YE!ar 2009-10 Total 

le-----···· ·····---- ·---- ---
Reporting Improper Governmental Activities 
Fiscal Year 2.006·07 Total 

·-He-iilth Fee Elimin.ati·o·n-{Ciri- or after 07 /6I7T994'j 
Fiscal Year 2004-05 Total 

HE!cilth Fee Elimination (On or after 67fi5I/1994f-
COTieCtlVEi--Elci r"E:iiYiiYrii-olnd Collective Bargaining Agreeme·n·t--DTS'ClOSure 
California state TeaChe-;:s•Reirr·eme·nt-s;;s-temTC"alsTRS) service credit 
Fiscal Year 2003-04 Total 

Collective Bargaining and COifEiCt(Ve··sa·rga-irifrl_g_Agreement Disclosure 
Agency Fee·-,a.;.-r·ang·emerlts- --- - · ·-·---­
c·anfornTa-·st-ate ·r-ea-che-rs·-R·e-tirement System (CalSTRS) Service·c·re·d'i'i--

Fiscal Year 2002-03 Total 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 

Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

Community College Districts 
--------

0001-6870-2012-295 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 

Fiscal Year 2008-09 

0001-6870-2011-295 

Fiscal Year 2009-10 

Fiscal Year 2006-07 

Fiscal Vear 2004-05 

Fiscal Year 2003-04 

Fiscal Year 2002-03 

Ch, 893/00 270 
;ch. 403/oo 

--~----~ 

"!Ch. 603/94 287 
Ch.·-96-1/is --'--------

iTitle -5 

!ch. 1/84 
--!Ch, 486/75--

rch. 64-1/86 
_ E~·- ~249/78 

Ch. 36/77 

Ch. 416/01 

iCh. 36(ii 

-!ch:·-.;fi6/of--

CU/84 -- --] 

I 

-----1Ch~17g;r--------------
-·ch: 961/75 ---
I Ch. 603/94·-------

I 

____ --------~~Ch. 961/i~~ .. -~~--- ------- ____ 
0 

__ 

iCh. 893/00 - -· ·- ------ L_ 
-- --- ·- --- I 

232 
- 267 

234 
-237 
238 
303 
301 

294 

"361 

294 

234 

232 
270 

-·--2s'y-·-

--,--$----

1 $ 

=~ _:H-
s 
$ 
s 
$ 
s 

-----rs-
I; 

s 
I S 

I S 
s 

I s 

$ 

! s 

=rr 
s 

1,000 
1,000 
1,000 
l,000 
1,000 
i:ooo 

--[606 
1;600 

-- 1,000 
---i;o-60 
10,000 

l,ocio 
1,000 

11,000 

13,000 
13,000 

11,708 
11,708 

-2,086;643 
2,086,643 

1,225,152 
158,351 -----rioir 

1,391,211 

10,203 
- 11,504 

44,751 
66,458 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Detail of State Mandated Programs Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 
As of September 30, 2012 

Agency Fee Arrangem!iri-t:S--
Californ-la State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) Service Credit 
Fiscal Year 2001-02 Total 

i-------------:------ -- ________ ,__,,,,_ ----
Agency Fee Arrangements 
Fiscal Year 2000-01 Total 

t-----------c-c· - - -- ----- ---·------
Enrollment Fee Collection and Waivers 
Fiscal Year 1998-99 Total 
0001-6870-2011-295 Total 

Community College Districts Total 
School and Community College Districts Total 

Grand Total local A!!encies School and Communitv Colle!!e Districts 

State Mandated Programs 

Appropriations and Payments Made in Fiscal Year 2012-13 

Schedule Al: Detail of Payments 

-

Program Name Legal Reference 

Fiscal Year 2001-02 
. --··· --

iCh. 893/00 
_.Ch. 603]94 

Fiscal Year 2000-01 
--

!Ch. 893/00 --

Fiscal Vear 1998-99 
----- ---ITitlE- 5 

I 

I 

I 

- Program Number Total Payments 

--.---210 ·····• ~ ~~= 
-- 29,244 

-- -,--------- --}87 
28,466 

I " 57,710 

! ""2'70 -TS 6,999 

• •$ 6,999 

. -,- -267 $ 1,059,773 

I $ 1,059,773 
$ 4,693,502 

5 4,704,502 

I s 11,371,5.:s4 

l < 60 109-602 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010~11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

I 
,'"co ACCOUNTS PAYABLE {A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) . .,, 

Fiscal Year (.~J' 
Pro,,ram Costs Less: Net Pavments' 

GENERAL GOVERNMENT 

LOCAL AGENCIES 
lnitial and Annual Claims I 2010-11 and Prior I Bl $ 1,294,248,596 s 427,684,313 
Initial and Annual Claims (Prooosition lA)" l 2003-04 and Prior I B2 $ 1,031,763,361 $ 303,939,963 

Total Local Agencies $ 2,326,011,957 $ 731,624,276 

EDUCATION 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS I 2010-11 and Prior I B3 $ 5,167,317,567 $ 1,416,030,688 

COMMUNITY COLLEGE DISTRICTS I 2010-11 and Prior I B4 s 384,049,240 $ 66,312,963 

Total School and Community College Districts $ 5,551,366,807 $ 1,482,343,651 

Grand Total Local Agencies, School and Community Colle!!e Districts $ 7,877,378,764 $ 2,213,967,927 

Footnotes: 
1 Total Payments less Overpayments equals Net Payments. 
2 Amount Due to Local Agencies, School and Community College Districts. 
3 Total accounts receivable established due to desk review and field audit claim adjustments. 

• Amount Due from local Agencies, School and Community CoHege Districts, 
5 Net Amount of Deficiencies and Surpluses. A/P Balance less A/R Balance equals Net Balance, 
6 Claims filed for fiscal year 2003-04 and prior payable in 15-years must be paid by 2020-21 pursuant to Government Code section 17617, 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule B: Summary 

Less: Recovered 
A/P Balancez Established A/R1 Amount A/R Balance4 

$ 866,564,283 s 97,168,039 $ 67,908,815 $ 29,259,224 
$ 727 ,823,398 s 58,432,333 $ 49,410,334 $ 9,021,999 

$ 1,594,387,681 $ 155,600,372 $ 117,319,149 $ 38,281,223 

$ 3,751,286,879 $ 202,703,682 $ 152,321,190 $ 50,382,492 

$ 317,736,277 $ 13,632,728 $ 9,680,257 $ 3,952,471 

$ 4,069,023,156 $ 216,336,410 $ 162,001,447 $ 54,334,963 

$ 5,663,410,837 $ 371,936,782 $ 279,320,596 $ 92,616,186 

Net Balance5 

$ 837,305,059 
$ 718,801,399 

$ 1,556,106,458 

$ 3,700,904,387 

$ 313,783,806 

$ 4,014,688,193 

$ 5,570,794,651 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/RJ I 
Legal Program i .. -- ! - -·-·TeSi Recovered I- - -: 

.. X~~~-~~::r iAb~-~~tee··s-~iI'?'i~----.. :~.:-~~-am N~_m~ _____ --------~:=-jd-j-jj'jeg~_ce --1- Nu-~~~:- j $ Prog~i~sji:-~s~9 ~ess: Net Pay~~-~j~~ $-----:~'~:,r:;;~g~-~ ~-L~-~a-~1-~~~.~d--A/~-- ls: ___ ~-~ou:~--- _:_~AIR Balance _ _:_]L:N~t ~:,1;;;~~-9-~ 
2010-11 ]Absentee Ballots: Tabulation by Precinct lch, 697/99 r 248 I $ 3S,138 $ - $ 35,138 s -1 ~ $ : s 35,138 

2010-11 __ jA9_~l~~~-~.~~-!.~\/~.~icenseSuspension _ ....................... ch.1460/89 i-- 246 -----~--$ 2,407,825 [_t__ 2,4_0?:~~-! ... !_$ _______ 5,384 ----~-- ....... _:_r------------ -, $ _____:___Li_ .. S.~? .. ?~ 

2010:_!~_ - J ~(1~-~-?_t_a._~l_s_!·~~ ... _'_-__ , ___ poct' foe the Depoct ___ m ___ '_ "'ofJ"'f"eJc~ _1172/89 L _310_ -[ s __ -_ ---~-6-! ... 1:_~1,454 Li____ --i s -----~§-~-~?1,454 -_ s ----- --- _ ____:__; _s __c_li____ -1 s 16,181,454 

2010-11 Ctime Victim''_Dome"icViot 0000 1o_cldeotRepo1" lch. 1022/99 _ 262 
1
_s__ 167,6931 S 167,000_ S _693__$___ _ -1· $_ - I $ ___ _:_;_ S 693 

_____________ _ __ , ______ ...................... _' Domestic Violence Incident ~-~_o_rts 11 _ .J~.~: .. ~.??lQ} _______ ___lQ_§_ _iL ---~.(',_?~.? _r ___ _i_ S7 ,81:.§_ ___ S .. ~ .. __ $_ _:_ji____ -_ .?,....... _ S7,816 
2010-11 IDome_~t]c_ IJi_o_l_e~_c:!:_~~'.-~~-t--~_?~.~~i!~ ... ~!ld Standards _iCh. 246/9_? -~?~-- ........ jL _ 6,993,913 L?___ _6,_984,~~8 _, __ $ __ _ 8,91S _$_ _ S -_[_$__ Ji_ 8,915 

I I - I I I ~ ' 
... ?.912.:!_ 1 l_o __ .~~es~ic Violence Arrests an~ VL~!_i_f!i_~--~~~i __ '_-_'_-__ '_"_-___ '_e_ .......... S: ... h_.: .. _§,_'_-_?L ___ 9 __ ? ____ ] ______ 274 _-_-,! $ -~~7 __ ,9~~ j ? _1_,3 ______ ?._'_-_-_'_-_' __ -_~ ___ -_ [i____ 128,309 . $ - i ?. .. __ S 
2019_}! --1~.'?~~~tic Violence Background Checks __ --------J~_ry_._?~~/Q~~-- j_ ~ _[i__ _ ___b_~_8!2QQ [' ? .. __ -_'

1

_i_ 2,208,200 $ __ : ]__$ _______ ____:__ S 
Domestic Violence Treatment Services - Authorization , I I j 

201Q~.1-.~ 1and Case Management _"Sl ..... '"" .... - ...... H......... [ch. 183/9?,, · 177 __ !_i__ __ _ 1,987,0_'.'1_~ i $ !!.~--~4,000 j_S ________ ___j_3~049 , .$ ___ - _$__ -.i ~----.. 

___:_Jj_ 1?§,}Q.~_ 
-L$ ___ __ __ ?!.?.9 ... s_,_?oo 

·Handicapped anCllYiSal5feu tuuents, and1capped and I • 

Disabled Students II, and Seriously Emotionally 

Disturbed {SEO) Pupils: Out of State Mental Health ! , 
1 

2Q10·!!._JS_ervices ____ ,, _____________ .......................... - ..... - lch.1747/84 / __ _173 ? 20,442,289 i S 

_ ... ~9.~_Q:_!l__l~i;;~t;h~;;sefits-~or Survive~~-~~-~:~_:: ... ~~~::~. and lch. 1120/96 I -~?_ -_$ ___ ---- __ }1.?.51,3131 S 
_?Q~Q:.!2: .... J.1.2~!l'i!.Y_Theft __________ _ ... ____ .. --· ...... __ ~~.:.~.?§'.QQ_ __ t· _ ___B_!_ __ $ 9,_?~?!_??~ ... _.L 
2010·11 In-Home Support Services 11 Ch ... 90/99 289 S 1S,S67 $ 

2010-11 l~"'"'"''-"o"''-A!e_"'-"'''•t<>"o_d~c1ee_oi~g-'--- !ch. 777/01 _ _285 jL ________ 77J4_9_]_S_ 
201Q:ii --- LOC._a_1 __ ~~~e;_~~·~i:i!~.~!:!!P ... lgy~e~R_f'..l.?!i_ons ------------ -- - - --_ --~:::_ ·a:;·: .. 901700:= .. ·:~~ ·~--- }_~? ______ __\..$_ .. __ ---------ws1;2s1 $ 

2010·11 Fandate Reimbursement Process l,Ch. 486/7S 
1 

41 t $ l,41S,047 \ $ 
201_9_:_!_1:__ __ ] Modified Primary Election .. __ ·~-~: .. ~.~.?[O,Q__ ___ J_ -~--Li_ __ ?,_S09 J $ 

' ' ' ' 

2 ___ 0 ___ 1 __ Q:_-~-~--,.t~-1!!1.~1:;ip~-~-?!.9r..~ .. 1!'.'.'a.,t~-?~ .. YI_.~?_!l ... ~ __ .1!_n ___ o ___ " _____ o __ ischaq:_:es Title 2 . . __ I' -------------3-1 __ '_ _ _ 11 _$__ __ _______ ?t.?.7~~??J .... L. 
---~~l_Q-_!!__Open Meetings Act/Brown Act Ref~r_i:'.1_ _ ... - ~-ry._§_~!{_?? _ ~-lJ_ __ _ i_ 16,181,289 Li_ 

Peace Officers Personnel Records: Unfounded I , ! 

1Zig:: 1 ;::~,~~;:,;d,~z;;;::~~r-.;i, ofRigh" lt~=~=i ;:; Ji- m6.~~::;~;H-
2010_:!.! .. _.Permanent Absent Voters II ____ _j~~: ... ~_22/01:__ __ f--__ ___B'!_ ---!-.? .. ____ .. 2,012,753 _1

1
_$ 

Ch. 704/7S I 56 S 1,275,498 $ 2010-11 !Voter Registration Procedures 
2010-11 Total 

2009-10 \Absentee Ballots 
2009-10 __ 

1
. A~.~~!:1!.t:~ .. El·a-ffots·~·:ra·bU_·~_ti_9_~ __ b..v: .. ~~~i ~~t- .... --~:~-

2009-10 Administrative license Suspension 

_ __?_Q_Q2-iQ_I Airpo'.!. ~?.~r:J .. !:!.s..e Commission/~!~!?~--
2009-10 ---· Ar:i_i:!l.~.~.Adoptlon __ 

2009-10 t~_cmservatorsh!p_:__l2~velopmen_ta_l~y _ _l?_isabled Adt:l_t_s __ _ 
20Q9-10 L~oror:i_~r's Costs 

s 120,259,so4 I s 
TCh. 11 /18 _____ .... _ ... \ .. ~.: ....... :J ______ u__ ___ .?~~?.!2~.?.23-rS 

1~~~:~%~9 i-m It -;:~::~:!!! 
I ---+-- -- •--- -- - --­-r 7S_?l...~-~ .. ---:--~ _ ___i_L -- ___h?}9,~~?--1_i_ 

_ ich. 1304/§9 ______ 1 ___ ____§_?__ ___ -i ... ? ... _______________ 1_?:.~.?_? __ 1_$_ 

2009-10 'Crime Statistics Re 

·~~-:.:!~8/77 ___ 

1 
____ ?? __ ~

1 
s_ ___ _ _ 8,996 r-s 

orts for the Department of Justice I Ch. 1172/89 i 310 S 16,so4,011 I s 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule Bl: Local Agencies 

'$ -=-+'- ---~.?~.Q49 

I ' 

- J. _s __ ?Q~~2,289 ._s___ -_j ? ---=-IL .t.? ... _ 20,442,289 

I - I 

~l-~69~5~,o~o~o 11- - -- 9;i~~'.~l%j: -ft-- ~1 ~ ~ ; 9.7~t;lt 
-~ 1.1~;:~~ L __ •• ______ _jr~--~:::::::------------------~1+-------- ~ 1 ~ --~ 

+s ---1,4i-~'.6~j--··i"" - ""'·-'--------4+----------~~- ---i-}---- 1,4~~:~:; 
:jL ______ 2,509 L_$_ _ -=-' s __ :ji __ __j s __ __2,509 

-• ~ 1;::;~:~:~j- .J- -:-rt- _
1 

; - 1H~i·lil 
656

·~=tt -~:~li;ili 1~ -------- •-tt:: .. ---~1--::=:--t-:-~:~~:ili 
- I s 1,275,498 s - I s - I $ I s 1,275,498 

1s,219,1s2 I $ ios,oso,3s2 $ - I $ - I $ - 1 s 1os,oso,3s2 

__ :_J§_ 24,710,823 $ ____ ~ .. -·- --·---?-- -----~ ..,_,, ______ ___:_u_ ____ ---------·- --~----- __ }~.(~~-0,823 
2,363,04~-L; -- .............. j!:~~~ :t -- -----2:93~ I ; -_______ .... ·-·:-rt--- · z;-93'3:.tt----- -j~:~·~6·--' 

:J?__ 1,263,401 _ _?__ _ _ :lt _ _ _____ :J_S__ :_j_S ____ 1,263,40_1_ :_Ii_ 1,639,5~_s_ -=-r- _ _ _:_j_s ______ : I s_ ____1&3_9,542 

-• J: 16,5~:::: :- ----- t ! -----r: ~:.5:::::: 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010~11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal I Program !- : --!-- - -I Less: Recovered 

2009-:~Q __ ,,~r!.r::!~ Y!ctims' Domestic Viol_~_<:,<:_l!)_~-~2.<:r:_t_Reports 11 Ch. 483/0_! ________ j__ ??~- ____ 297,792 j __ ?_ _____:J___L_ _____ 297,J.~? _j $ ____ : ___ $.__ _·_$__ ~2c?.~.? .. 
Fi.cal Ye" _l'c<>!".n>.r<.•.m.e. "'"""" _l'lo.m.b°'*· L Pmg"m Co>t' ] t''" Net Paymoot> L ... A/P Bala0£e _ E>tabli>hed A/R 1-· Amooot . A/R Balao" 

1

1 Net Balaooe 

--~-~~-~::}:6----·- ~~-~ef o~~~~-~~1~~~~~i~~~=Atto~-n-ey5;·-se~_y_i::~~---·-:::~ __ .... _.!~~'.·-~§~)~-~ -- -=!=-------~?~?~- - ~~--- j~:j§~-j_-~ .. J-i --=:= ~~'.~~~-: ; :---------~-~1._t_ ------=-=1=- ----: _ ~ 'l_ __ ----jj~·~_;_i 
_2_.0Q ... ~ ... :.~.o. ____ _j_.12? .... m ... '"''Violeoce • ...... r . ..r·."· '.-~--~. oncie>aod 5taoda1d' ............ C.h 246[~_1_.' .··.-·1·6· 7 ... 7,309,559 .I.$ 7,30. 9._c?~;.'_L .. - ______ ::,_, __ .$ 65,723 [_$_ _?_4,281 !.'j_ __ ·3····1······ ... ; .... S........ (31,442) I ' I 

200. 9-10 b.DOl]1~.' .. ~:'..Y.' .. ?!':0 .. " An"" >0d Vi·,·· '.' ... m .... '.·. ". . . ~~!~t.~~-- Ch·,· .6 .. 9 .... 8/._~_? _____ J _ __Qi_.. . ______ ~,?_?_? .• ~~5-~ ---1_2_6_6___,_??S I $ _ $__ 7,643 ~-$ ---·,_L··· _ ?,6~3 $ _ \,,v ... _,
1 

__l_Q_OJ~±? __ll2_<!mestic Violence_B_".~~g~g~n~ Checks - ---- ---1-;t· 713/01 ! ___ ?}3 _____ -I L 1,871,143" _$ - _;_i__ 1,?71,143 _ _i_ - _i_ ; $ - -$_ • n~• • ·-

?P_O~~ra~petd!§~ci-TI1~~t~:gr;t~~~n.tt~:~~Nmc-appecrancfr·-~~~!~-~ I-~ _ _i__ _4,732 s ~-LL - -~t!~f"' s__ i s ---=-Ls_ - ~L 
ioisabled Students II, and Seriously Emotionally ' I I ' 

iDlsturbed (SEO) Pupils: Out of State Mental Health i I 

1

.

1 
__ ?_009-10 !~~.r::tl~-~~---------------------------·-·-·- _____ Jf_~-.± 747 /84 L ...... .?!~ ___ L 

2009-10 I Identity The~ Ch. 956/00 I 321 $ 
~009"10 J!]~HO!:f!~_?_upport Service_~ .. ~.!.___________ .. ___ ---~-~· 90/99 ..... J ________ ~5!~----- $ 
2009·1Q _______ 1-~_?~ __ al_~gency Fori:n..~.~?!:S?mmissions (~£~'?.) __ Ch. 761/Qg ______ j __ ___l_QQ_ _ ___ $ ____ _ 

,_ ... ~.Q~:~Q __ Local Goy~__f_"!}-~.f'.'.':1!.~_mployee Re!_~i::_r:~------------- __ .~.h: .. ~_q!(QQ __ _j __ __2~~---·-- ~--
__ 2Q92·10 j l. _?~.al .Recreatio0.~.l_A_!~-.'.-.. -.~-;-. -.~-a. '. kground Screi:!J.i.Qg_~-.. -- __ Ch. 777 /01 ·--- _ __ _ 28 .. 5 _____ ~ 

2009-10 Mandate Reimbursement Process iCh. 486/75 41 I$ 
--- - ·Menta11y Disordered otten;:rer-S:--ireatment as a - ----- ~- -- - --- - · -

__ J~.h._1419{85 2009-10 Conditions of Paro,t~·-~­
Men'ialfY"'Di"S"Oi-dered otti:nde;:;;-; .... E.Xtenaea-·-

2009-10 Commitment Proceedings 
--·-- rvren-ta11y oisar·ae·;:e-Jsex o·""~,-,.~,-,-,,~,~,~,,-nae·cr 

Ch. 141_~1~5-

2009-10 Commit_ment Pr_oceedin!?s ... _ Ch_:_ 1036/78 
2069-10 fv1entan-f=Ret·~-~ded De_fen_dan'i:s: Diver;;-n ___ --- ---- C"tl. lli3780 
-ioo~_-10 M~difi€d Pr11"!1.~~y_El~cti0~----:~-~---- ----- ~-~: ~~~/OO --__ , 

281 s 
_____ --1QL_'._S_ .. _ 

39 i $ 
66 -;r­

"323-~$--

134,478,404 $ 
~61;:;·99· $ 

20,569 $ 
------7,0i·fS 

703,728 -s----
---- 512,685 --_ ·s­
s~ii'94:668 rs-

17,935 _rs 
?19,819 ]_i_ 

3,011 I s 
--1:3--451$ 

468,288 1-s - i-

-l $__ 134,478,4_9_~-"-$ 
' $ 9,361,799 $ 

-is 20,569.S ---=-r--s- --- -- -----1;011--s-

-----=-i$...... -103,128 s--·-
- i ·s-~ ---~= 518,6~~::::·:~--

- i $ 134,478,404 
-----=-rs---· -- --9,361,799 

- i $ 20,569 

-=-1r1=------ ~J~Oii-
-~-- ,,_$_____ 703, 728 __ 

-=-LL---------------~~~~~--• t .. SA:~::: ~- $ --_:_l - --
--=--L~-- ___ 5,49_~,668 

iL _!~~?_S_ 

LL 
· l.i. 

_L 

21_9~_$ _ 

3,011 $ 
·1;3-ii5$ 

468,288 s·--- __ 

_ _L . -~ .L _219,819 

-=-:_L _ -=- ; ... · _··-=-fr=. rnl:~~i 
2009-10 ~~.·-." .. '.1.-~~~p-~_Storm W~~ .... ~ .. '..'." .. d .. _\.! ... '.ban Runo·ff···.· .. p·~-.'·.h.-~~&~ Title 2 ·-.. -·-·-. _ 1- __lli_ l $ 2,806,0_Z§_ .... J_._$_ __:. __ j $ _ 2,806,07. '.·.--- __ $_ 
2009-10 );Not Guilty by Reason of Insanity Ch. 1114/79 200 $ 120,902 I $ -- ! $ 120,902 $ 

· 1 : - ··-·· J~-- ~-·· ,,:::!:~: 
__ ___ :_!__$ - j $ - $_ __12.Q~-~~3 __ 

2009-10 1 0-pen·Mt;,~!~:i&~f\-~.!fsrown·A--ct£~0!_~----·:.: .. :~_-_:_~------ --~~~-§-~_!Z~~:: __ - = 219 _"[ $ 15,_?36,791 'l_l___ __ -==Jl~ ______ !_?!?~_?,19i--l_ ___ .. 
2009-10 [~i:!f!~_!l_!:'_~~~-?_a_f_ety· Water Qualit'l_.~.r:i.?_~_l:;:,syr_~~ ___ _ ____ Ch. 961/92 . 122 i_ 1,466-..... ?.. _____ _:_l_i__ __ -----·-·--·-·------!~~-~-{) ___ $ __ _ 

l~6ij f 6 ::;,~:~7;~·;;,;:;''="' "'·"-.0.·.-f Rig __ ~_!_s_ -:--:-= ~ ... 6;~~.~.-•. ~ ... ~~~?~o: _ _ ___ ~~.~ . :=~ .. ; ~.. ~:~~-~5.·:·~ .... f;:~~-: jj __ .. -.. · .. · .. • 1} ... :.~~ ------- ?~?~~~~t1-: ; .-~-----
2009-10 PermanentAbsentVoters ICh.1422/82 83 i $ 1,310,491 i $ - $ 1,310,491 · $ 
'. 009. -10 Pe~;n-;;~e~t Absent Votersll .- --·1ch~ 92·2·· /. 01 [. 324- -- 1 ·s--- -1-21,57·8· r-.$ ..... - ----... --- -~ ·1 $ 121,5. '. 8 .. -. $. . · 

=--.·.·.-... (! - Jt ... = -! 
1

::::Hi~ 
- - $ - ! $ $ 47,464 
- ::_

1
l_____ _- - _L._$ __ ,,_ - _:_jj_ _ --(310,49_1. __ ' 

2009-10 Pesticide Use Reports Ch, 1200/89 I 121 '$ 47,069 )---~---- 33,025 $ 14,044 $ 
"2"6Cl9~10 l_Photograp_h1c Record ot'E~;~i81Ce_ .. .. .... -------ch.875/85 ~ i _ .2.~s .. ~$- -- --~7-~ --15 ~ii7"·$-

~~~; :~ ]~~:~,~0¢;::~0,~ ~7~="-"'·'~""-- j~: ~;~1k=1= ='if- r · .~:~:~ 1 ; ·· · · .:.:IL _ m .~;~:~_; •.• 

2009-10 Stolen Vehicle Notification .. ICh. 337/90 I 120 $ _1~,379 I$ - I $ 13,379 $ 
2009·10 Voter Registration Procedures ---- -~i~~h:-704/75-- - -- --5·5 - $ -i,205,59-8-iS ----=--rs- 1,205,598 $ 

2009-10 Total I I S 237,849,408 I $ 11,072,i2.9--l $ 226,777,279 $ 

2008~6"9 -[Absentee Ballots __ _ [Q!:..?.li.?§ _ ___ ! , .. ~ .. 3-..~ .. f .... $_ ........ _ .. ~!66~~_Q_?_? __ I __ ? ___ --- ___ ?~!§_§~,_?_?_? _ _!__$____ _ _ _L 
____l_Q_Q_?-09 t_c!_mJ.i:i_~!~~-~~':'.f'.' __ liS'7n_se S_uspei:ision !Ch.1460/89 · 246 ~-------· 2,674,_§.Q~ . ..?.~ __ _____ ?_~§!~~§_Q_.? __ 0·--$- _ . ______________________ _L 

2008-09 iAnimal Adoption :Ch. 752/98 213 I $ 23,049,564 $ - , $ 23,049,564 $ 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule Bl: Local Agencies 

. i $ - $ - : $ 121,578 
-: s - s -I s 14,044 -=--Is -- -- :--- --s-- -=-rs ------zj_Ti 

· - lL ·····•••··· ~1. ; _ ~ !+ ~f~~f - L~...... - $ - I $ 13,379 . · :is -·-· ·---: r :Js 1:2os,s9ii' 
76,299 I S 34,281 I $ 42,018 i $ 226,735,261 

1,012,417 $ 468,0SfTS 
103,932 s 2,658 Ii_ 

$ - i~ 

544,335 ! $ 
101,274 jj_ 

iS 

(544,335) 
(101,274) 

23,049,564 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal Program - -- ~ ---------- ---Less: Recovefed ;-

Fiscal Year 1 ___ ------- ___ Program Name I Reference Number • _ Program Costs ~~-~-~:_Net Pa_ym~!:!~-~--- A/P Balance _ Estab!is~e~ Alf!__ Amount A/R Bal~nce _,_ ~t Balance 

2008-09 1Conservatorsh1p Developmentally Disabled Adults ich.1304/80 67 $ 171,702 $ - $ 171,702 $ $ $ $ 171,702 
2008:09- Cornoec'; Co;t;-- - - rh 498/77 SS _i_$ ____ - 113,089 /-$ -- $ - 113,089 '$ $ -$ j $ 113,089 

2_0Q~:09 Come Stot,;t"; Repoct; foe the Oe~'~tm_eot :f ;""": C"-_11~89 3:0 . --:-; 16,060,195_\j_ _:_': ~- .. 16,06~1_95 $ -: $ ~ - .. $_ 1~,060,195 
200·8· 0.9. ___ Ctime Victim'; Oome;tio Violeooe looideot Repott; -!Ch.1022/99 26. 2 _ _i____ _ __ 1. 7 .. 2,·7·8· .' ... l. $... __l-72,?.-~~ ~- _ -~---- --~d2J._ $ . $. 2,2571 $ _ (2,257) 

2008~9~- Crime Victims' Domestic Violence Incident Reports II lch. 483/01 __ -~O~ " $ ___ }_fl~,?~~ J_$____ ----=--- $ 263,698 $ __ : __ $ ________ $__ _----=-Li_ __ 263,698 ~~~~~: g:;;7,~~~~il,ii'gi;:,,"-:•it0·~'\'.{se,~i,e;- ---j~~~l~--- 1i~_ ::: i ;:;:;;~ l1- _:_c[--------- m:m-t-- -~L =ti -'-!~----- -- ;;;'.H¥ 
~.Q_Q8_:_Q_9 DNA Database ____________________________ [Ch. 822/00 ___ j_ 266 I_$__ _ ____ }_:!_~!_!_?_Q __ ;_J__ ----=---i_i___ 146,180 ,_i___ ----=---)__$_ ---1· _? ______ :_.Ji .. _ 146,180 
2008:.9!? _Jl?~_f!!_~gL~Y!.9~~0-~~.l!~E~g_i:~~-d ~hecks 1ch. 713/01 _, ___ _?1_~_ 

1

:_? _2,_Q?_~-'~?~_J_?_ ---=-LL 2,086,981 ._i____ __-_)_$ ___________ :_ ____ ?_________ ----=---L. $ 2,086,981 
[Domestic Violence Treatment Services - Authorization _ ! , I I I , 

~q_o~~!?3' _J~!:!~.-~?.:>~~-?.~_gement !~-~-:--~.~?-~~--------L ___ __!?_?_ _ _;_i__ _ __b_17~~~-§! .. ? ~!}_?~J..§2_,_$_ _ ___ ,_i_ 2~~i~~§ _____ ?___ 11S,1Sl 
1
_i__ _________ 183_,_04~_J__$_______ (183,045) 

___ 20Q?_:Q9 _ J.~!;1_1_~--~R_Eports of Police Misconduct __ --------·-·j-9::_?.~_9/9?_ .. ______ L.. _ ___3_2____l__i_ ________________ 'l:?_~?_j § _ _ :JL _ 4,297 __ $_______ _ _____________ - -. §_ - ! __ L ___________________ _____::___~' $ -~,?~? 
2008-09 i Fire Safety Inspections of Care Facilities Ch. 993/89 ! 283 ! $ 100,886 : $ - $ 100,886 $ - : $ ! $ - $ 100,886 . . ---------------------------~·---------·i·- ' ------- --. -- ' ---- ----- --
2008--09 ! Fi~:ar~i:~e!ri~~JoJ-~~i~~~r~~i~ntr~;!~i-~ili-c-iipp·ea-·and_jl_~-~.:.?.?.?{~-~---------1----------?~?. _____ µ__________ 31,906 f-- ------~LL 31,906 ... _$ --------- ___ · __ ; __ §___ _ __ - µ_______ ---~' _S_ 

--~ . j' I Disturbed (SEO) Pupils: Out of State Mental Health i ! ~; -~ i 1 

}_QQ?.:Q~ Services ____ _ ____________ ---~!:!:l2'!?/8~--- ' _??_3 ___ ... $__ _ ___ ??!1:.?~!.Qil? .... __ §___ 2,291 $ 32,148,806 . $ ____ - _$ __________________ ----=---

1

i_i_ :_J_$ __________ }_2_~__1-~?~?_q? 2008~-~-~ ___ !_d-3:':1.~!.Y __ ~_~f!-.~·----- ________________________ 
1
Ch. 956/00 _l __ ____B_!___ _$_ 10.110.100 I s _. s 10.110.100 . , , 

1
_,.__ _c_ s _ , s 10.110.100 

' ' ' ' I ____l__QQ§~QL_ J_usii_~!a_~-~~~C::'!1:.2.~~i:;~_f_9_~--~-~r:.!~.!!.Y.!:'.~!-~~9-~_g __ ~~~~gi:i~ ___ K~.: .. ?_'!if~Q..... -___________ l?__ ___ ,_Ll_ 139,227 I $ _:_j._i___ 139,227 ' $ - "J _$ -__ $ --------~--.[__, _____ -
2008-09 Local Government Employee Relations !Ch. 901/00 298 \ $ 844,154 \ $ - I $ 844,154 $ - ! $ - $ -~ 844,154 

_ 200~::_.0·9··- ~c;isa! __ ~~!:~~-~!.~?i:i.~!--~~i:-~.~: __ ~?.~--~~-~gu.-.~--.s.i:r3' .. i:.i:.~.".-·.' .. -.. ···J·t:.··h·_···7····~ . .t..o .....• 1. -....... -... ··.··· .. ·.-.. 2.--~.5 ... · .. -.l_S____ 669,845 i $ ----=---i_i__ 6.69. ,845 .j_. __ -__ $_ --.. 1 .•.. s .... -.- .. . __ ..... : ....... ? .......... -- ___ 669,845 Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a ' ' I , 
__ __?-008-09_ Conditions of Parole ---~----- _________ ------- 9::_ li!~(?_? ___ [ ___ ?§_1 ___ j_i__ 383,293 I $ ----=---[i_ 383,293 ,_i__ $ _____ :_J _?___ _::____ $ _ 383,293 , 

Mentally Disordered Offenders' Extended I J I j -

Mentally Disordered Sex Offenders Extended , i ' ' ' 
2008--~~- iComm1tment P_r:QC'.:'.:2,ings _ _ __ __ ~-- ____ Ch. 1418j~1I·-~ _ _i_ 3,794,562 [i_ __::___ _i_ 3_?~~·-5~3 . $_ $____________ _ __ .::._ [_$____ _ ____ ----=--- $ 3,794,562 

____ ::~~K.:~~~ ~e:::;~;',%~~°6!l:~eot; o"°"'°" ::::j~~l~l~J§~ 1- ... ; .... ; .......... ·.··.::It ~~;~~!±. _ ~. _! __ ~.·. --- -------:J~~:~~--· --~---- ~~--------- ~ .. i ; .-............. ····· j+. == ··~ ; . . :1±~~~-~--
_l(J(J8-09 IMooioieelStocmcvote"od_Utb'"-"""°" Di;oh,tg~Title 2 m • L .... 314. _l_L_ 3,344,905 J_S_ . . _:LS_ 3,344,905 s rn : .s - . n _:J_$_ . _:_ft 3,344,905 

jiH~f ~~~1~-{{~~~~~;~~;~;;~JCio;~;e~~t~i~r~~-11 it~!:~:J -n- .11 mj},~[:!t l -- ::_-·+iH-H *- m ;! ··.~m 
, _ __-1908~-9 ... ~ ___ ,.~.-~.'. ·.' .... e. Offiw; Ptornd"''' ' .. HlofRig~' . -~ 465/2§ :.j·-. ·.-.. 187 :_l__. $ ~.' .. ,813,~ ---------.··.--: .. • .. · ........ J $ ......•. 12,813,444 $ .. ··. _:~·_- .. --.··.·-:-:·-.----~+-_- ___ :::: __ -_-_---~. ·.-. __ .. ~fL_:·:~_:_-- ---..•. ·: .-:---~----.j_i___ __!~,~~~!~-~~I 

-~~~~~~ _J.,::;~:~~~,er;;:~ ·····- J~.: .• -.: .. :-~~~~~--::_I'=-.---- 1
8

2

3

4 

.... -.-.. 1-~-----------~-t.~~~.: .. ~;.: l ____ :_-~:§~3~~. ~ -- , ____ ~:-~.-.-0-~.·-??~ .... ~ -~-- --29:·~. ; . -----------~--1+- - -i9;s.-1~U. 1·.1.i~~~;:J 
2008-09 ;Petm,oeotAb.'eot Votm ". JC~_922/01 324 i $ 191,573 i $ - I $ 191,573 $ - - -1 $ - m -- --:CT$ mm • ----~ --------- - 191 573 

f~~~:~~---~:~~t~~~~;~~]co~:~~~-~-~fO~~~d::~o~c~~~-~~g_, ___ ~~~-~:~/6~---·--·f- ~~:-_---IJ::·-·- -- -~!-~--:~~}!~----- --------- ~- ----- -~!~'.~~--T--- __ -: __ -_-------:~f- --·--:1 ~ -~ g ------ ---112:932 
Postmortem Examinations: Unidentified Bodies, j'-'~:.: ---- ---- -- --- ------ - I ---- --

2008-09 Human Remains !ch. 284/00 255 $ 1,122 $ $ 1,122 $ - , $ - I $ ' $ 1,122 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule Bl: Local Agencies Page 11 of42 92



State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE {A/R) 
' Legal I r ~ -""''""'TeSS':"ReCoVere~ 

Fiscal Year I Program Name 
2008-09 1searc11·war·ra~-i:·-A1·os·-- -------

2008-09 - - rs·e;;;io~·cfti~ens Property Tax pQ'St'POnement 
2008-09 !Stolen Vehicle Notification 

........ 1 .... ~~!~-r~.-!:lc·_e_···· _ _____!'rogram Costs ; l~ss· Net Payments --~/P Balance ,_ Established A/R Amount .. __ ~/R Balance I ... Net Bala·"" 
]Ch. 1088/88 I $ 706,871 I $ $ 706,871 $ $ - i $ I $ 706,871 

--\Ch. 1242/77 -- - rs- 195,373-i s - i s -- 195,373 . ·s s --r-s- -------:-r·s--- 195,3-n 
ICh. 337/90 i $ 551,7421 $ - $ 551,742 $ $ - I$ - $ 551,742 

2008-09 Total $ 162,270,401 Ts 32,505,880 I $ 129,764,521 $ 1,446,315 1--s 585,891 I$ - 860,424 i $ 128,904,097 

~·_q:9:~-0~ Admini~-~.~-i.Y~:~i~~-se Suspens_i2~..... _ ~.~.:.!~.?~Z'S[ 
2007-08 Absentee Ballots ~Ch. 77/78 __ 2 ---IL . ..? .. z.~???~-~~8~J_s ___ ---3_;_?_?.?!_?.?~ _ _L_ ___________ =- .. ? ---~--103;1·~35 I s..,.. ... __ 105 i s }9_3,18_Q_Jj___ __ -~~.~-~Q1 

-'---.46 ... '. s. .. 2,537,48~ 1 s ?_,537,487 s s_ _ _____ 1 ... 5 .. ·.' .. ~l.j_i_ ... ·.--- ---~!5?4 · __ s_ -~Q~?~-~ j s . {l0-,789) 
2007-08 Animal Adoption Ch. 752/98 - - ----·- ··-i-·-·----·---·-·- 213 ! $ 20,630,891 i $ $ 20,630,891 $ ~ $ - 1 $ - ; $ 20,630,891 

- H '"'":,_ cl' U"~ t --:1,---------67 i $ 2007 08 Conservatorsh1p Developmentally Disabled Adult~ jCh 130~/80 

2007 08 ~oroner's Costs Ch 498/77 

2007 08 Cnme Stat1st1cs Repo~for the Department of Justice Ch 1172/89 

2007-08 Crime Victims' Domestic Violence Incident Reports II Ch 483/01 
2007-08 Crime Victims' Rights ~ Ch. 411/95 

SS-!$" ---1 
•• 99,582 ·' $ =1: _15,6::·:··::: ·-·:--- -- -···_ - : -- -1~ ·-. -

__ __$ 275,3~? $ _______ :: __ $ - ___ _, _____ ::__]_ $ -

3.!Q____~ "' !.?.§S5_,_~jj_ 

306 i $ 
--·---158 --1 ·s--- 275,387 ; $ 

_,}~!~9 .. 4f:f}_ 
- .?~?!2,3_?__ij_ 

_'._L -_}_?1.~ - - $ ------=--1i_ -

- ls 
__ :_JS 

164,_?_1_8 _ 
99,582 

-_!_$ __ ~~5?,3?3 

.:J $ - - 275,3~? .. 
_ _____::_l_L_ .. ,,_ 321,041 

2007-08 ... _:oe~e1opmenta(1Y 6fS-abl-ed: Attorneys' Services ----~·h::·694JiS:-
2.007-08 --- DNA Oat~-~~~.~~~'-·"'-"""""""~~.... ~ c·h·:·s·2·2109 ---=-+--
2007-08 Domestic Violence Arrest Policies and Standards Ch. 246/95 

---- """"""'""" --- ------- -1- -- -

87 rs 
266 J_L 
167 i $ ·t ----

163,634 jj_ 
7,589,735 : s 

?_C?_Cl_?-08 loo.1.1'.l_i::.;;_~,1:'._'!_i_()Lence Arres!.~_'!l1q_~l_0lms Assista_i:~_i;___ ich. 698/9.? _____ L __?-B___ __ lj_____ 1,2?8,574 i $ 
2007-Q~... -~_{)~_~s_tic Violer_i_~~ .. ~~~~~round Che~~~ .. - _!_~.~.:.!13/0J__ _l:_?2 j i____ __ 1,94;_2 .. §_? L _$ __ 
?.007-0?_ FalseRep()rtsof_PoliceMi~co11duct_ _ ______ ]Ch.590/95. _ 257 i $ . 5,788 ! $ 
~?9~]:08 - -~.~~.~?.fi:_(X\6_SPec-tions o~~~_i:~:F-~_~\iit-\es ........ _ ---~Ch. 993/~~-.. -- - __ - 283 _J,?_ - ____ 146,ooo I__?_ -

20·0· 7 .. -.D.? ........... ~i!~ .. a_r_m He .... ' ... rin. g .. f.?! . .Q.~~-ci)_~ged .'.". P .... -~!.!.~11!~ .. -- ---------.--. -.. -.--_f .... h:.?!§/99 . 293 .. --i-L. __ ..... ??~.??~ __ l_i_ 
nanu1cappe an u1sa e tu ents, nanmcappe an · 

202?:.Q? ___ t,1~9hters'a~~110~e~_!'ri~u(I'Stioa11 .. ----rr====-~a .. ·--a- c~.1568/82 ----1- _lL ___Li___ 6_,0S8,218 ]j_ 

Disabled Students II, and Seriously Emotionally · 
Disturbed {SEO) Pupils: Out of State Mental Health ! 

___ ?QQ!:.Q? ___ lJudidal Proceeding_s.£g,r:,.~~f_l!?!l_y_ Retarded Person_ ... --·-- ................ , __ _ _ ____ ,_, ........ .. 

2007-0~ ...... ~.<? .. ~.~!-~gy_e_r_nment EmployeE,? ... ~.~-1?_!,i_(JE'.~--- ___ ~Q~[QQ___ -~ _i_L 

I 
76,180,8Q§_L S 

9,689,339 i $ 

I 
134,655 Li_ 

_,_, ...... ~.(.!.?.? . .i ~ 
___ !!?.??·.??1 j $ __ _ 

_§61,256 ! $ 

2007_:_Q8 _J~.?-~?_l __ ~g .. ~f_lS:Y Formation CCJ_~missig_r_i_~.J.~~~Ql___ ________ Ch. 76.~lO.Q .......... t. 3Q9 __ i_L 

_ ?Q,0_!-08 Local Recreation~.1-~~~.~; .. ~?~~-g_r_()_Und Screenings ....... ~~:. !??/91____ --~·~ .. ____ _!__$ __ _ 
Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a I r i 

2007-Q? ___ ,,c_gn_9!tjo_ns of Pa role ..................... ·-- _ _jCh. 141_~(?.'?__ ±:~ ___ L_L __ ------~1--'-?.Q.~ .I $ 

I Mentally Disordered Offenders' Extended ! 1 
1 I 

2qq1-03 J_~_(l_mmltment Proceed.~.f1 .. ~ .... -----------·- __ _ _______ lch. 1418@5 , _?Q_LJi_ 3,146,5.1.? __ $ 
iMentally Disordered Sex Offenders: Extended i I ---- --- -

2007~98 ---1f(J_i:r_ll1:!!r:r.1~11t_~~_{)-~eedings ______ .................. . ~.~-:J.Q?§f!~ _!~----- 39 $ __________ 295,550 I $ 
_?:q91-q~- _M .. e_nt_ally Retarded Defendan-ts: ~iv.e.rsi_:~ ... ____ .. _________ ~~ .. --~.-2 .... ?.?f?O_. ··.- ___ ji_§_ _ ___L_.' $ ·.-.- 16,698 i $ .··.-
2007-08 Modified Primary Election ______ _ _____ _ _ _ _ ______ Ch. _89?/00 _ ____Bl__L_i_ ____ 321,317 li__ __ 

2007·08, ___ ~-~.~~i_p~l _?!(Jrn; yv_ate.c '"' Ucbeo Roooff o;"hecg~IT;Ue2 1·-.---. - 314 l-. $ 4,934,428 I $ 
2007-08 Not Guilty by Reason of_l_n_~~-l}i_!Y______ _jCh, 1114/79 ______ ?QQ ____ _ J $ ___________ 3~?~~d'.!_?_J__i_ 
2007-08 Open Meetings Act/Brown Act Reform I Ch. 641/86 219 ! $ 16,500,776 i $ 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule Bl: Local Agencies 

_jj_ 593_,232___L ..... - _ ___:_[j_ ---- _ ___:_U_ -=-+t-.. - 593,232 

-7 ,589_,_7_3-~ 'l-~--=----- 153 '53~ --~-- _:=-- 17,8-_~~-t-~ - ~--~~--- 7,~§~:-t-~ 
1,238,574 I$ _ _ ___ -.L }20,918 i_ .. __ !99,7921 $ 

___ ..... ~ .. 1. $ 163,§_?~-
- 10,09Q. J ?_ (10,009) 

11,126 I $ 

-~u-: ":~t;~~=l _c_ t _11 __ 
~=IL _ 6.oi~:;:: ~ +- _c_W 

---$ 

-rs 
- '$ 

_ _:_[2_ 
-_j_$ __ 

{11'._1_26) 
1,94_~.??~­
- 5,788 

-- 146,00_9_ 

~-0.Q_.16 ... f. $ __ _- s 
70,833, 790 $ 
9,6'Ei9;~~~~ :-s-

-I s 134,65s s 
--·5;:;6~ ]}, .... : .. -----i';5·2·}:~:~tm .. r· 

-... ~- __ ::::::::··--
-- _ __:_j_$______ -~-~-~'.!~!.?.~_3 .. $ -

-I s 295,550 s 
-""$_______ 16,698 : $ 

_____ 1-~s--.. _j2i;ii7: s ----

4,934,428 $ 
- '2,'338,247'$ 
'16,500,776-$ 

27,775 
6,058,?.1_~ .. 

I ! 

_J_s_ ___ '-F, s -·- _ _:_Li_ ___ 70,833,7!l0_ 
- ! $ - $ - i $ 9,689,339 
,------- - ----- --, --- '""' --1 

_J_,_ _.:_1_s___ _ _ :(L 134,655 

It- ---~.:.~- : ~ ______ 1 l "::Hii_, 

--jl: _ ~: . ~: ,::,: 

-·'-··1-·f-·----·.-·----.-.. -- . ····· ...... -=-. ··!'-. S. . ..... _l ~csso_ - : $ - $ " ! s 16,698 
----- -Is - -- ______ -_ .. _}__ -~ --32i,m 

-! $ --~it~-· .. ~"-- $ 
$ 
s 

4,934,428 
2,338,247 

16,500,776 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
, Legal Program ~ .. --:-------- -- · - --- -----·! Less: Recovered 1 ·· -------

~~~~'.!! .... Year -· ·· .. -------.-- Prog-~.:-~.Name _ _[ Reference L- ~~!!1-~_e~- --1~.· .... '.' .. m Cos_!s __ \ _~_es.' .. '.--~-e__!_~_yments.1-..... •. [F!__ Bal_af'!C~---------· Established~'-·"····· ·1.· ____ -.·.·.··.-~ .. -~. o ... " .. " ... ' ...... -. !--~_/R Bal_a_.".··.·.'.·.-_e .. _~<I_~.'."'.'.·· }2_0?~08 Pacific Beac_ti ~~-!.<:!Y: W~ter_q_'.!_ality and Closures Jch ~61/92 122 $ .. 277,610 Li_ -_; _$__ 277,610 . $ ____ .. -_._$_ ___ __ _ _ : ! $ _ _:_It- -~?_?,?_l_O_ 
2007-08 Peace Officers Cancer Presumption jCh 1171/89 I 118 $ 4,951,263 I $ - [ $ 4,951,263 $ - : $ - ! $ - $ 4,951,263 

~-~~_;; ... ~ .. ~. --. ~ .: .•. ;,~:~7;',~~;[i;o~'"""' BHlof Rig""- J~: ~~~~*" ± ~~; ] ; i .. '.~.-~.·.~ .. -:-~-~.-§.1 !-... . ----.·. j~---.---~ ....... ··· - ::l~6:~:g.-~.--- .. --._-::::_-_-----.·.-------.-·.-.. -..... ·.---!I_.--.·.· .. ------------- -·-----.·.·:-.-1+ ... ::._ ---- - -. : __ :. ;... .... .. ;'.;~~. 200_~-9~ _fe_r~anentAbsentVoters II_ [5h 922/01 ~ ~ $ ______ ]8,688 _$_ _ - _t __ }_~c? .. ?~ ... L ______ i$ _________ :_tr ______ ._,_$_ _ _1~!..?.~?. 
...... ?.907-08 Post Conviction: DNA CO!-,lE~ __ P.r9_~ _ _e _ _e_i:!i_1_1_~---·---·-·-·-- - - c~ 821/00 _:_ ~ -1~ -------~~.?~.?2? ... LL -__::___~ __ 1_?3~~?!.~ __ ? _____________ ~,, .... ___ , _____ ,,,, __ - _s _________________________ _:_~._i__ ----- ------- - __ -"I",?_,___ 123,677 ' 

200?:Q~- ~~t~g~aphic Record of Evidence :Ch 87~8~- _ ~_Jj_ -~~?(~_?_?_J_? ...... _-----=__j_S_ _---1§_~~~5 .. $ ------- --------- ___ -_ $ ------·~;__i__ _ ___ -__ j§ __ _ ____ 163,955 

I Postmortem Examinations: Unidentified Bodies, I 
1 

i ! 

··.i-6.-b.·.·j-:-ci~----t~-~.:~a~.f.~.~~.~.--~.-~.":,,"''"•c'"te'."£"'~ ~: ~::;~ m- -~s .·.-.3 .. 6: .. '.~~~ /-~-- 36-(736-1~.-- - - ... ' ... ,~-~~ -.· -~---- : 12,360 1 ~ __ ----.... ·.··9··;·1··.-(j~-.1·· ... ~.-.. ... - 3,260JL ........... -1j:;~~1 
2007-08 'Search Warrant: AIDS Ch 1088/88 1 73 $ 841,064 $ --· _i_ 841,064 $ $ ____ ------------ .. ?.- $ _ _§~_1,_0~~ 
?9 .. 0.?: .. ~? ___ ?~~_i_9_~-~!!!~~0~-~!_'?e..~!t'>'..~?x Postpone~e~-r------- ,Ch ~12421!_7 18 - _? _________ 2~4;904 - ·s s ??~·-~-~--- ? s _ ~ _?__ _ ______ 2__?~9Qi_I 
2007-08 Stolen Vehicle Notification !Ch. 337/90 120 $ 551,719 $ $ 551,719 $ $ - I$ $ 551,719 

2007-08 Total1 $ 214,754,110 ' $ 39,638,131 i $ 175,115,979 $ 270,421 $ 132,066 $ 138,355 $ 174,977,624 

2006-07 Absentee B_<1_!!ots Ch. 77/78 _ -j _2 ______ J.?...... _ 19,646,473 ~ ~§46!473 ' $ 1,879,295 j $ _ ~!_?_~§-~}.?~.l'j____ 83,120_j_$ ____ .. 1??1120) 
2006.~9.? ___ Animal Adoption ____________ ---i-~..!,l:. 752/98 __ 

1 
_ __l!l_~__i_ _ ~~·-??.?~.9.?.~ ___ 

1

_} __ .. __ 17,578,031 $ _ _?~_1..?_?,913 µ.___. 3,196,190 __ $_ -~!-~?.?.~?~? ... ;__i_____ (3,977,72])_ 

2 .. 0 .. 0 .. 6· ... 0 .. _? _ --'.-.c·~-~ ... -s.·.'''''"~. Repo'" foe the Dep,'1mentof1,,11.c.e ··1'.c .... h .. : .. ~~2~-.@_.9_ .. i.- ..... 31. o.. .._J_S_ _____!_1_~99,081 ; $ --.. - J-... S. . .. 14,699,081 $ .. . .. ·.----------~J __ t__ ...... __::___µ_.. · ..... Ls.... 14,699,081 

!OQ§-9?_ -11 ~-~~~-i::-~!£t!~.D~JT!e~~£~~olence Jncldent Reports II c~.--~_?~_(9_~-- ---1- -- ~q?_J_s___ 253,715 I $ - - - : .. I $___ - 253,715 _$ ____ -- - - -'~$ - --- " __ ---1L _ -------- j $ __ }?3__._?~, 
2006-92_ -.-- -~.·.o._ n_i-~-~~~~.-.V .... ~? .... 1_~ .. ".".'-.. •. ' .. '.e~! .... ' .. ·o····.'·.i~.e_s_ and Stan_d_ar~-s ___ -.··.·.- _i_Q!:J4·6···/····9·····? _ -. ___ }_§.? ........ --: $. 7,245,32?_.·__i_ _ _?_'.?45,?_?? -. __ $ ____ ----- _....... .. - $ .- 511,677 $ _ 2q3,_?~f ..... 1 ..... ? .. --- 308,085 : $ J30?,0~?) 
2006-07 Domestic Violence Background Checks Ch. 713/01 322 I $ 1,613,395 , $ - . $ 1,613,395 $ - $ - 1 $ -----=----li_ 1,613,395 
20o6.07-1 Fir·e·s-aJ~:fr_-_i~~-p-~~!fi~~-::?f Ca~Facili~i_E;?_.~_~_: _____ : ____ ~_: _____ Ch."9~i3/89 -_: _ ~ 1 - -----~-?-~----~::_1_·~=:~- --· 99,516 ;_$_ _ __ _:___]""~---:-- -- -- .:.~-~~..!§ .. _~_L ___ :----------_ : $ -: i}- ---- -----=-1_L ___ --99,5i6-

---i~6-~·6?~·j·~~:~~~t:;~_~:~:~; ~::~~~~;i~~ne~t_ie_~!-~ -·------:_--·----:··-·-·-·-·-·1·E·~-:----~~~~j~2 .. -· !. __ -~- 2
2
9
3
3 _::-~. ~ ·4j-{~:-~-ii_-+-~--- --4,89~!2!:i.Lt___ - - ---- ~~'.~~~ -;- 3·z-9:·s~i~--t"~--- --~§_,_!_?_~_jl_ 232)34;--j--~ --------- --(26;:;;:) 

---------------1Hi.iii01cappedancrDTsa5iedSfUOents,RanOiCappeaarid---------------------T- ---1 -----1 I --- ---- ' I 

'!Disabled Students II, and Seriously Emotionally I ! ! i L , 
iDisturbed (5ED) Pupils; Out of State Mental Health 1 

• i ' i 

20. 0_6 .... -0.J_ .... J.s'""" ............. _!~.-~·-~ ... z:i .... ?l8···4····.···· i···.· ............ 2 .... 1 ... .? .. _ .. __ ·l._.L. . . 55,o55,56o I s. 45,839,884 .1-.s 9,2!_?.§?6 __ ? _ ?.~.9__,_80·9· .. · .s·. . .. ·.·.· .. -. ··········3···1···4····,··6···9·· 1 . . · ~, s Health Benefits for Survivors of Peace Officers and i I ~ , 

2006-07 Firefighters J~~:}!?Ql~? _ ..J. _ --~~ -~ 911,198 , $__ 911,1~~ -'--~---- .. ----- ____ .j_ _ 63,389 j $ ______ ??~?5_5_ ___ $ _______ _ 
200-6·-~?_::u~entitYTueft _ · 1ch.956/oo j 321 __ LS _______ 8,195,588 !=%= ---!-?__ 8,195,588 s ----~~---!--?- __ ~- s _____ _ 

I 

4:96,~1? _j __ ? __ _ " 8,719,564 

----~l-~ "(734) 
- ; $ 8,195,588 -""'" __ ;J~~=-:~~-- ... ~ i~~~-;~~-~--~§§~:§~ ----/t-~~-~::_~ __ Z~~~!~~~:~~;~;:~~~~-d-\-~-~~~e-~!~·is·::·- :·----/-~:_;:_:~_:J·~~----~-:-IL_t:~·--- :~- ~il_ ------~~:-~J; 1·:~::~;~-~ -~:::··--- - ----~; -- ----------... -----·--·-·---~tt=-

Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a ! I I J I < 
2006-07 l_f_9_~9~!_i_9_~~~role ___ _ __ --·-·-·-·-·--------··--- lch. 1419[?5 -1---- __ 2.§l___Li___ 6~~,~_?_~_1_1_ - ,_ ?__ 649,974 -~ ----- ------------ __i_ __ ,_i__ ----~- L_$ _______ _§_"!~,9(~--

Mentally Disordered Offenders' Extended I 1 , : I 
1commitmeote.oceeding• •Ch.1418/85 203 IS 3,003,738 1 S 2,950,4981 $ 53,240. S 341,376 IS 341,3761 S - S 53,240 

2006-07 I M." ... '.:.~.~!e.~_1 .... s.tocm w"''.'.· .. ".·.9-~L~~.~. --~u. _noff ~isch_:_r.g._e~.- -]Ef..itle.·2·.·· .. -... -.-... -.. -. L----~~~.· .. ---·---. ..i_ .. S .. · __ ~4S, .. 5.46·j_·$·_· __________ -~-.i-... ~--- 4,9.45,5·. 4 .... 6 , ..... ~.- ----.·· .. ·.· .. -... . .······.··.---· .. t?........ . . -.. -.-... ···.···. -.. .J ... -.. S-.. ··· ......... ·. . . . ----.· .. -..1...L. .. .. _____!9._ ~-.5._!_?~ 2gg_§~_Q_?_ _,Not Guilty .. b_y_~~<!SOn of Insanity - --------- _____ ,,_ - -- -~}_1}~7_9 __ 1__ 200 ______ _j _s~- ______hZQ__Z,9??.1?... 1,702,574 I $ - ___ 5,403 s 439,4:r 439,438 J s . i s 5,403 

l~~H;- ~::'~:·~;.·.f r~:;:£7i1'i~;~ .. ' .. -- =ri1i~ ..•. r. :;f 1~± ii~ ..... gt. ~:;. : ... :~:t-i ·· •. -;::. :. ;:: .. : .• ~! ~ = ''.:HH!f l l·O··· ,.~:H&:1l- · =s;l~~,~; j; ... rn ~+~::;~:·l·t ":~l::.'~i~; 
----:~; --1:~~~oag~:~~0:~=~~r~0~;~v:~enc~ - -- -- ,~t-~~j~~ =.l~_ ---ii~=4- _::)~~:~~~ 14- 29.8;32; I; ••m-~+ ·······-_224,11; [i rn 123,0s~if. 101;~3iH- · 1~i::~:1 
2006-07 I Post Conviction; DNA Court Proceedings :Ch. 821/00 I 279 ~ 359,305 $ 334,797 $ 24,508 $ . i $ - I$ - i $ 24,-508 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

I I ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Less: Recovered 

Fiscal Year I .. ___ . . ... Pro_gram Name 

Legal Program --:---------------- - [ -

Reference Number Program Costs I Less: Net Payments A/P Balance _ Established A/R Amount -~R Balance Net Balance 
------Postmorteffi-E"Xam-fr1iliYoris_:_U7o7i7de-o7t7ific"-d~Bo-d7i7e-s, - 1 

--------------- --- ' -----------f---------- - -

2006-07 :Hum<1;n ... Rem_ains _____ .. . _JCh. 284/00. I- 255 : $ _ 1,~_54 $ 
2006-01 lseniorcii.ize;.;s-i:;ropertyTaxp9s~p_12_ne·m·er1t- - ]Ch.1242/77-- -- - ·13 -1-s-- -- 273,46-8 $ 

2006-07 Totall i $ 174,653,042 I $ 

2005 06 inimal_Adopt1on __ C~ 752/98 _j_ 213 ,_$ __ 17,29~.'-~-??.J $ 

I- 2005-06 _Crime Stat1st1cs Reports for the Department_of Justice ~ 1172/89 -[______i_!Q___, $ 

2005 06 Crime V1ct1ms Dome~t1c Violence Incident Reports 11 Ch 483/01 __l_Q§_ _J_i_ 
t------1205 06 Domestic Violence A~est Policies _?nd Star:i_~ ~h 246~ _167 $ _ 

2005 06 Domestic Violence Background Checks Ch 713/01 I 322 $ 
2005-06 _/_Fi~e Safety lnsp~ctions of_Care Facilities . -- Ch: __ 993/89 ! _ i~ $ 

1~,208,617 i_i_ 

228,442 ! $ 
""'6,667,418 i $ 

1,404;-5·20··1 $ 

__7{994]$ 
~q~_:_qE·_:::_I Firearm H..~.r.1_n __ &T~_r--DfSChar~t_:-~_1_r:i_.e.~!i~ntS___ _ ~-h,-. 5·:;3799 - ~-~~=- 2_93 ____ $_ 

___ ?Q_Q~~~sJJE?f?P~-9 and Disa~!!r!l_!_~pe~----·--. _ Ch. 174_"ij~~ I ___l!_!_ _ $._ 
___ ?Q05-06 l_H..i3D-9.l_c.i3.el?_ed and Di~~-~~c! .. ?!l!_dents II _ _Ch. 1_!_? __ 8.[9..~- __ J__ 263 ______ _$_ 

2005-06 ildentityTheft Ch. 956/00 ! 321 $ 
·----·2c10~9~------~~-c-~Agen·cy- Fg::_m..i3!!~-~:c~~-m-iSs!.~n.~.J~F.¢6f"-- -- _q_:._ 7-?_~190·--:~1=-- __ ?.Qq_ _ l_ 

__ 2005-06 __ -j!.2~~.!-~?:iernment En:i_p~9Y!:.~--~-~lations ............. Ch. 901/00 _ J_ 23J_§_ $ 
__ ?-29_?-06 lixal Recreational __ ~E~?s: _Background Scree,_r:i_l_ng_s _1·Ch. 777/01 -1- 28~ __ ._$ __ 

!Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a · 

200_?·06 ]_conditions of PaE_ole . lch. 141~/85 i _ 281 i $ 
LJgQ~:§~ _ -l M0dified P!_i_~.,_~y~E!~-CtiOn :=191.:---~~8)60~---~=-- 323 ~Ls 

_ 2005 06 __ Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff D1schi!r:_g__§_1T1tle? -r ~ , $ 
1----2005 06 _ Qpen Mi:_e~ings Act/Brown Act Reform_ _ _ ~Ch §_41/86 _ 219 __ Li_ 

2005-06 Peace Officers Procedural~1ll of_B.!g~ ______,Ch 465/7_6 _ ___l_§_Z__ 
1 

$ 
2005-06 Permanent Absent Vo!,,ers II ____ _JQl 922/01 _ _ __B4 $ __ 

~OD_? 06 _!'hotogra@1E ~ecord of Ev1den~www _ I Ch 875/85 2~ _ _i_ 
~06_ _ Post Conv1ct101J,_ DNA Court Procee,.,,dings _ Ch 8?!LQQ___ 279 __ 1 _$_ 

2005-06 Senior Citizens Property Tax Postponement Ch 1242/77 18 1 $ 
2005-06 Totall I $ 

·4·1:s~1:~*-I+ 
-.·· " .. ' .. 1.3.,31} __ .. j-.•.·s.•·. 6,606,055 $ 

202,533 ·s 
- 624;~!36 -IS 
sz·o:4540 

~~:,~86 r~ 
224,211 I s -1 

4,426,4~!.J_~ 
_l_~J~??( 1 __ 4I__l_i_ 
13,310,225 !__ $ 

2-.~_,?_6_8.~l ~-
292,557 I $ 
i73,372 tL 

"" 258:165i $ 

no,590,578 I $ 

- 1,454 Li__ 
273,084 i $ 

114,931,295 I $ 
17,295,277 __ ,~j 

334·+----
559~j-~~·-l--~ 

59,115,141 s 23,385,912 I s 
__ - _1____ 4,_7_?1,540 Is 

-! $ 14,208,617 $ ·-'---

98,026 !_$_ 
384 ! $ 

15,269,391 i $ 

--~·~~o,6_o4 !L 
$ 

_ ____ '.1-_7~(136 _j $ 
$ 

s,116,s21 I s 
2,550,936 $ __ 

$ 

(471,136) 
384 

51,599,226 
(2,550,936) 

- 14,208,617 -!-- -- ---- . 
- i s _ 2_28,442 s s . - I s . -: $ 228,442 

6,667_,_~_~8_JS - ~---:-~: .. T 215,9?~. $ -18,621 fi--------- 251,352--[_} -_ (.'. 57,352.1 
- i $ 1,404,520 $ $ $ - i $ 1,404,520 

-·$ 74,994 -$- $ - $ - _:_$ _____ "7"4,994-

_____:_}__L_ -- ~'.'1,ii-1s·-~ s----- _-__ -Lt -~-~----·-----------u.::::.:- _______ 14:s'is--

46,036,314 i $ 1,548,460 $ 24,034,991 $ 16,222,065 ! $ 7,812,926 ! $ (6,264,466) 
:: 241,6oirs-~--- 1,17_~~z.q~·:. j=------- ______ ·--·- L --------~-:ii_ ___ ---------~Ji_____ 1-1.~?!il'Oi 

- ! ? - 6,606,Q~S. ____ -~- - - $ - jj_ _-_j_i_ -~~?_q§,_q??_ 
_192,604 ; $ -- 10,029 $ - $ - i $ ' $ " 10,029 

-···. - :; - ~l6:~:: ; -·- -; !; ..• ~; ~l~:~::. 

- ~ _680,286 $ ___ - S _- ; $ i _$ 680,286 
-=--s-- 2"2"4,"211--s - - s :·1 s --rs· 224,211 

- ------ -------- -- -,-· - --.--- ------- --

--..... : ___ $ 4,426,4_~}_ .. __ ?_ ----.. ---- _?__ _ ___ L?_ ----~J_?_ 4,426,491 
400,803 $ 1?,956,344 ' $ 187,248 $ 156,785 ! $ - 30,463 i $ 13,925,881 

_ 1i,015,-8og __ ?_ ··2;234,4~--~T- _ - 6;647~of_~ __ T --~- ·s-;925,5~_?__) ~ _ -- - ---12(4_?~.-L?. - -- 2,112,9§§ 
$ 2_1,868.$ - $ -i$ _$ ___ 21,868 

-2'9·2:551-$ ----- ------$- --2·1s;oB9 s --81,64"61~s- i27,4_43T$ ___ - iiii,443) -- --- ·---····· ------1 - --· - -········ 
~~::~~~ K-·--- 38'~~~ --~---- ----- 13; --l- -----------13·~-----; ~ l; 38'~~~-

s2,594,978 I $ 47,995,eoo $ 35,491,996 I $ 24,s91,411 I $ 10,900,s19 I s 37,095,021 

2004-05 ____ 1.~"- ... ~ • """ ul- • • "~-~ '" .,_ • .,.., 

1

. 
=~9:9..4:~ __ $ __ : f'D.i.~~-~-~do_etion - --·-· - ~--

1 

~h. 152198 ~+------.:z-13~-- ~-T _ ~~,?~~,_Q_?_~_J_i_ ----- 19;.<_;48~?~- __ _? __ _ 

20·0···4 .-2.?... JC::r.i_r:r:i_~-~-!~!!~!!_cs. R. epoctdmthe Depoct~eo< of Jo>tice Jcu172/89 I- 3···1···0· ...... J.? __ ..... ~~'~1§,0~?_l_t_ . __ __::_ ____ ?_ __ 1~!~~~~--.$. .-. __ , $ ___ _ 

I ! 1 t _?00~·05 iCrimeVictims' l?2!!1i!.~!~~-Y'.i~l-~f'.~_e_l(lddent Reports II lli~_8_3~Q,~-- j 306 __ $ _ 222,536 - $ 222,536 _ _$_ ____ ___ __Li____ - $_ ___ - ! $ 222,536 

2~04-05 \_Qg._r_n~e-~_!i£.\".~C?!!:_~_c~-~~~. e>t Policle< ood Sto.o.d>ed.>... . _ j_C::_h_:_ 246/95 - ...• ; ... ·.-.. ' .. ?--.7-.. · .. _____ __? ____ .· .. -.... · .. ·.· .. · ... ··.--?.~!~ ... 1_ .• s .. 61 •. _ ----. 5,1_±!2.?~-\--S... .. . $. . . ._1 .. r .. 1.1 ...... 9r· l·_§?_.-.!. $.... . .. 1,051,100 k --. _ ~---- ---~?-(9.??_~$__ . (5. 9. ,06. 7. I 

_2,315,8si_f_$______ _ _2,31_6~857 ! $ ___ --- =rs __ ,, ___________________ ~.?r!~? __ 
-- --- -4,215,9~~---i--? _______ : -- -2,8~i:J~732·u:=-~ 1,385,262 Lt ______ (!!_38_~,262J 

___::___~_ __· !_i_. !?-'~-~6(?~~-

-~QQ~-05 jDor_nestic Violence Backgrou_r:_d __ ~-~~S~-~-- !Ch 713/01 _ j _ ---~_?? _______ $ __ 1,301,244 $ - ! $ _ 1,301,244 $ __ _ - : __$ __ _ ----~_$_ _ ____ _ - _? 1,301,244 , 
2004 05 'Fire Safety lnspection_~_E!.C::.~~t_:-~~_i::il!~~es _ Ch. 993/89 __ j_ ________ _?~_?- __ $ _ __ _ _ ~1_$__ _ ___________ _:j __ $__ 83,670 _$ _____________ .,_ ....... J .. $_________ _ __ :_(l__ _ ________ ----=--_ $ ____ §?_,_§?_Q_ 

~~~::@~ .. ---- ~f~~-ff~~t=~~~:~J~; ~~:~~~~~i~~npatients -------- -~-~-i-~--~,J~z ·+: --- 2:33 
- ; ----- 2,98~'.~~~ ;-~------ -- ----z-;9-35;23:i--ff------ --- -~+-·- ·852~92i·+-~-----·- 831,514 ; --~if- (3~'.~~~i-

~-- ~-:-~~~~-;-~~-~~---:-~--6-:;-:-~-:~-~~~-~=~~I~ -- ~- ~-~~~~;~~; ___ ·:: ·:-·-------~~~~=---=1--~------ - -~?:~~~~~~~~rr 45,841,0s3 --~--- - -- - -~-~-i~·i:-~-~-~--·=f-~ --- -~~~~~4~05~-:- ~- :-_- 17,ii4,159 ~- - ---- 7 ,55~~-~-~-+-~ ---- :--=~~~f'.·~~~} 
2004-05 Identity Theft _iCh. 956/00 _ ~--·-·--·--?.?.!_.~·--fj ____________ ?!Q!_?1_4_'.1-? _l _L ~- _f!,015!.,4~-~---~--~ _ _:_1_1__ _ __ _ ________ $ ·---·-·- - j_ $ 6_!__0_15,_~_~?-
_?Q_Q~~OS [Loca_I Agency Formation Commissio._r:i__s..i~f~_D) !Ch:_]§l/00 -~ ____1QQ_ _!_$_ __ _ ______ _?1_~Q~Jj_ __ 4,880 _$_ ~--- -~- _ - i. _$__ _ __ _:_Li----- -=--~·-·- ~!?~?-
2004-05 !Local Government Employee Relations ICh. 901/00 I 298 ! $ 572,059 I $ $ 572,059 $ - I $ - ; $ - , $ 572,059 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

, I ~cou~-!~-P~Y~~~~J~l~L ...... 
1 Legal I Program 

Fisc_al. y. ". ' ·.'"' """'" ' .P.E~~-~~~--Name '' ' '' ' ' '' '' _j -~~-f~~~-~~1'! --- Number 1_ 'Program c~~t?__ -~_!:!~_~:Net Payments A/P BaJ_etnc~ --~~!.a!!!_!.~ed A/R L. -~'!l_q_'-!nt - _j ________ ~.l.~ Balance Net Balance 
200~_-_Q? ______ j.\o~I- ~~i:_reational Areas: Backgro!-!_1:1_~_?<:~~1'.".f!i~_g_s___ !Ch. 777/01 285 ;.1 __ $___ 423,486 $ _? _ __ 423,486 _$_______ : -~ _::_Is -; ~ .... ____ 423,486 

ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
-·---·-i-----·ie·s·s: Recovered I 

I Mentally D\sordered Offenders: Treatment as a I 

2004-q5 'IMun·1c1pal Storm Water a_n_(l ___ Urba_n Ru_nof_f _rn_sch_~rge_s Title 2 
1
! __ 314 '_ S 4,377,_858 1

1 $ : $ ______ 4,377,85_8 $ ...... . - $ _ -_ \ ___ $ . ___ -. $ 4,377,858 

__ _2~0~CooditiomofP4rnle ... -.. ·······-···-- __ Ch.1419/85 281 :.L ___ 427,477iJ__ , ... $ _ 427,477 .S --· - $ ······························+ -~---Js. .. _4?7,477 

t=}~if~!-r::::~~~r:~k~~~;°~;;_: - =t~~!~~!: J~ m }.lh ! •. -lli[ti[4= 14,438,4~8 ! ! ~3~4---'~69°"642tt~ !,688,o23tt= m2,6: ! ! . n:l~t~!t 
2.004.:0.5 ... Phot~•cePh''''-'P'd_of Evldeoce _fC:h,87_5/85 f- 215 _ ; $_ m 340,151 It: __ 3_40,1."1 s - -- . .L - 381,207 ±L-- _BS,9j s 155,_29_3Jj_ {155,293) 
2004-05 ___ J~.?~!-~£11~~!'.!.!<?~'. ... l?.~.~--~-ourt.f.~.i::£~dings__ iCh. 821/00 j ___ ??~-------L-~----- ----·- 31,183 : $ 17,053 _i_ _}~,-~_?_Q , __ ? ___ ------ ___ .............. --=: $ ___ _________________ · _i_ _:_

1
1 _? ---~~}30 

2004-05 I Racial Profiling: Law Enforcement Training !Ch. 684/00 I 282 i $ 126,355 ! $ - i $ 126,355 $ - I$ · ! $ - $ 126,355 
2004-0S Total! I $ 150,063,820 i $ 106,832,888 ! $ 43,230,932 $ 35;272,843 i $ 26,078,299 I $ 9,194,544 I $ 34,036,388 

-_::_j $ 12,995~Q_63 -2003-04 'Cclme Stefotl" Repoc" f~ctheDepectmeot of J"·'·"·" -~.~.:. __ ;; __ .~;.L89 ~ .. 31.~--. ---~ _g_~<;l~~~?3 -_I-$ -----~---! L 12,995,063 .. $ .. _c_l_i !.--?-- , 

.2.Q??._:!?~- _ 1 ~._r~.m. -.'.Y!~.-.~".1~ Q_. o~estic Violence Incident Reports II_ ~~:-~-~?(Q~-- -------~Q? _____ !_L 198,432 i $ - .: _$ _ ----~~~,-~}3 .. L -.. -.. ~ -- ! _$__ _::_l_L ... ·.-.. - ~'!_32 
_ 2093-g~ _,LQ9r:!l.'.-'.~-~~~-Yl?~!.:_11::!':~ackground Checks Ch. 713101 322 ____ J_$__ __1,445,585 i_L _::_i_L _!c._445~~85 $ ____ ,-_J_L _::_Li_ - _j ? _ --~~45,585-

___ _?_9_03_:_04 _ j_~~~~-!?-~~!.:!.Y .. ~~-~P.'.:~~i~-~-gf_~~-~i_IJ~~-~- Ch. 993/89 ___ 2_~-~-- .:.,? __ _ __ §_~:.!.§~J . ..?..... _ _::_[j_ ~._i____ '. $ _____ :_J__?___ _ - l_i_ -~9!__168 
2003-04 !Firearm Hear!_11_g_!_?~ _ _l?_is_~_~a~g_e_d Inpatients Ch._578/99 _ 293 _ [j______ 10,431 i $ __ ! $_____ 10,431 $ '. $ 4 $ ~ $ 10,431"-

_ _392~:04 iHandica. '. '. '. '. '. nd rnsa···b· '.'.ci.-St-~de·n-ts-ff .-----.·.··.------------Ch:ii28/94 ____ .. ?_§? ....... =LL ... - 1,·rn· .3·'.9 .. 5. s m - ~.- ---1..c!_?}_,_6.9_~--· _s ---j _ _?_ _ · _$_ ~;-~-- 1,_~~-~~§~-~--
2003-04 !ldentityTheft Ch 956/00 321 $ 4,922,194 $ - $ 4,922,194 $ - $ - $ · i $ 4,922,194 

-~~:!!: ~~r::iz:~t~f~:1~~~~=~~~~'s,~,~~~g, 1~: ;~T-1-m -w .. _:!::!~ l •• t ~1 --_ J! -~HU- 1 L -· · _B=~ H~, 
Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a 1 j---- I I I ' ! 

2003-04 Conditions of Parole ICh 1419/85 I 281 _, $ ......... _ .. ::!_:!_§,86~_i_ _ _____::__i_L_____ 446,868 $ ____________ _::_Li_ j? __ ,,_$ ______ 446,868 
2003-04 Modified Primary Election 

1

Ch 898/00 323 $ _ .. -1.~?.>:.Q_62__j_i__ ______::J_i_____ 138,065 $ _::_Li__ _ ___ _:: __ $___ -.. J _$___ _ !3~Q§~ 

,_____3_0 __ 03·04 ! Municipal Storm Water and Urban Runoff Discharges lritle 2 _L__ ~ ; L 4,_1_?§!9.~§_J_~- ________ :Jj -----------~!_l~P~~ __§_______ _ _ --------~---: __ $___ __ - _$ _______________________________ ____::_~, $ __ _ 4,166,0_~.8 
__ ?~Q3:_9~ __ J~_!';r.~~_r_o:_:_r:_~-~~-~-'.:'.:.!.~~~-::r:,,s_1_1 __________________ ,,___________ ______ .... J~.~.: __ 9_~_yg _ _1 ___ ....... ___ __i3i_ --~j_ ~LL ___ -_[j_ 14,834 __ L ______ $ - L.?_ ---~-- __ $_______ _ --~~, ~gg;g: i*~i;',7%i~*:~~\~~i~;;v~~::~~;;~:"g f2i;c~~gg -~ ;;; -ft- 6~~~:;;: I+- 124

'
059 ft- G.olt.m- ~ • h H -,} -6,6:~~~~ 

2003·04 Totall I$ 33,069,787 i $ 124,059] $ 32;945,728 $ - I$ - ! $ ·TI 32,945,728 

-~::::: r:~::,:~~i:~tiR~p~ct,foctheDepect:eo;ofJ">!"'j~-::::::9 ~· ::: t:- 12,::::::~l:_ _/~ ~2,~~~~:~-:~ i-
?002-03 1Crime Victims' Domestic V1Qle~nc1dent Re~lch_~83/01 i 30~ -1-s- __ 159,800 $ .-.... - [j_ _1?~,~QQ_ , __ $______ .-=_j_L 
2002-03. [Domestic V1Ql:_:nce Background Checks lch 713/01 ~ _]22 $ 1,482,019 rs· ·········· _____ ::_j_i_··· 1,482,0].~ $ _ .... ... . . ... -.-~ 2002-03 Fire Safety ln~ect1ons of Care Fac1!it1es 1Ch 993/89 I _ 283 _

1
_$_ _59,501 [L _----=-J __ ~_ _ _______ _?_~-~--- ______ :J ... L._ 

~-~~~;--.~.··.j-- ,~:~~~:~Pe:~,:~cr6,~~~~:~r;:~~:t/1ents 12~ ~~~~~:4 I ~~i j11 _b~~~::~~ f ~ ---------.···.-.•..• *!··;·-. · .. ·.• .. -.... --------?,:~~~:_:~~- ·;··· ___ -____ -_____ -_:-.·.·.· .. ·· .• ·.·.•·.·.· ... -.!. ----_:_:---
2002-03 _ ldent1tyTheft jc~6/00 _____ 321 _ $ ___ 4,322,291 ~- ____ - _$______ 4,322,291 __ S __ -------- __ - _L 
2002-03 In-Home Support Services II _jCh 90/99 I 289 $ 132,994 $ - $ 132,994 $ - $ ······· -- --!-7--

2002-03 Local Government Employee Relations ____ -~901/00 298 ___ $ 2'.!,7,798 __ $_ ~-- -_ _[-__ 217,798 :~- ---- ---:-s _ -i+-- ---······ 
2002-03 I Local Recreational Areas Background Screenings !Ch 777/01 285 $ 397,782 $ - $ 397,782 $ - ! $ --

State Mandated Programs for fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule 81: Local Agencies 

~,}?;291 
1~?_,g9~ 

-- 217,7~8 
397,782 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

~co~~!S __ P~VABLE ~!~---- ---------
Program 

ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Less: Recovered ! - ---·--

Mentally Disordered 0-ffenders Treatment as a 
Fiscal Vear e Program Name 

Legal 

Reference Number l _ _P_r:_ogram Costs I 1:¥ss· Net Payments __ A/P Balance_ Established A/R Amount A/R Balance t- Net Balance 

2002-03 Cond1t1ons of Parole Ch. 1419/85 281 $ 821,319 $ $ 821,319 $ __:_!_$ _:_ij___ ·--:-- -- -- -------

i 

20···0···2· 0.3 .- . M ... -" .. " .. ICIP·'·' 5to1m Wote. '. ood ... ". '.b .... '" .. RoooffD,,,hocge> T1t1' 2 - 32'4 ~-~_9} _ _9_? __ --f_P".~manent Absen_t .Y.'?!.E'.~~,,I! __ Ch 922/01 I 32~ __ $ 
2002-03 ~t Conviction: DNA Court Proceedings Ch 821/00 279 $ 

--- --2-002~1 RaciaTP~~-ffffn·g~i.aw Enforcement·r·;afr)(r)g -- Ch 684/00 - -r ~ $ 

3

-;:;:li~ It 
3,008,618 I s 

2002-03 Totall I $ 29,629,240 I s 
~-Q~ __ J~-~'.'.9_i_f1_gArbitration Ch. 906/0_Q_ 2!l4__ll_ _}§9,7Q~_l_L 

:Crim.-.-~-?_t_?:ti_~tics Reports fo.r ... t.~-~ Departm .. ent of Ju_~~~~_e--1~~:. 11 .. 7. 2. /89 ... L--.-- 310. ----1j_ _!_ .. 1~~~-~'~-4. 7 .... 1.}_ 
2001-02 I Crime Victims' Domestic Violence incident Reports II !Ch. 483/01 306 $ 51,990 $ 

LJ. 2._pg_;~o.--~--~-=-.1. Dome .. '.'.i_c··· y._i_9_.l_e_i:i_~ Backg··,···o·"· o ..... d ..... ~b_e_.~f~_:_=- ______ J~b_:]:i3)01. .::: •. 1-___ }~f ---.-=-~... . -.--?~l_l}_,46-~--lt$ . ... --2.?Q~-02 !Fir~~~!._elx_lr_i_,s_pections of C~_'..'.:X.?S.i~--- I Ch. 993/89 _____ [ ~---_1J_____ _ _?S,056 i_ 
1---• .?9!?.~~cg___jFirear!l_!_l:f _ _e?~h:'._g for Disch~g_e~ __ l_~p_atients 1Ch. 578/99 _ i ~ _l__i _ __ 15,208 $ __ 

__ 2001·02 .. _ .. L~.?l_l~icapped an,,9 .. Q~~~~-led Students _l_I__ _l_~b: .. ~!?8/_9_~ __ _! ___ ---5 .. ~?-- ~-- 2,34_?1~??. , __ i_ 

2001-02 

-~i 
112,687 l $ 

----,$ 
112,687 i $ 

-_ _i__L 
' 

3,642,082 $ - ; $ 
--- - - 9',310'$____ - ! $ 

---~~,7.~[~·s·-- -=-1L 
3,008,618 $ - ! $ 

29,516,553 $ - I $ 
169,704 ___ :? - i $ 

-LL 11,34~,~~_?_ s 
___ Is_ ~90 _ s 

~-~-------_--_-~:_$. __ __ 

, 

--.-~ 
- '$ 

I< 

- i s 

s 

- ! .... , 1 
583,468 s 

- . s 

2'titii~ ! 
t_L __ 1 ~1,4IL~ 

2001-02 !In-Home Support Services II 1Ch .. 90/99 , 289 $ 116,534 $ 
2001~! Locai ·G·o~·;;:;;:;m·ent Emplov~e·R-efa·;:;·ons·- -- __ .... ----- ·ch .. 901;00 --·r- 298 ____ s - - "if!~;;;735-·l-'s'-····················· 
·2001-02 .. 1(?-~~l.=~~-~i~atiOnal Art::.~~: .. ~-~E~~-gro·~nd screef1_i_f1.g .. ~_::· ·ch~~~]~----~ j_ -i7i:;Li61 -$ 

Mentally Disordered Offenders: Treatment as a I I 

s -
--

----

2001-02 Conditions of Parole Ch 1419/85 I 281 $ 565,634 $ 
_2001.02 .... ~99!_fi_ed Primary_~,t::,~!!E:r:i_ ---·- - Ch 898/00 __ 323 -$ -32,18}_ iT 
2001·~__?- ___ £' .. ?_s_t Convicti() .. f1.'. ... ~~-~-~ourt Proce _ _e_~_~r_i-~- _ ... ~b: -~-?1/00 __ L_ __ 279 _j_ __ :;'._?~(7? __ 1j_ 
2001-02 Racial Profiling; law Enforcement Training Ch. 684/00 ' 282 $ 70,053 I $ 

2001-02 Totall J $ 15,807,218 I $ 

____ }._QQ_~~f1-~J.f1.& .. ~'.-~)tration ____________ ·----------- ~':Z?J'.QQ 1- 284---: ....... ~.$ _ 36,299,:_~__$ 
2····0···00. -0.-.1 ... ---J~!!_(;!_Saf.' .. ' ... y .. ln~p_e. _ _£ti?rl:5_.'?f·C··"·e F~.<:_.ili!l,t;>_s ___ · .. ·.··.···.- ..... _ _jf)::._~93/.8 .. 9.. ..i ... ---~~L__ .. $ . 56,002 .. $ 

f--~9. 0.0. __ -Ql.. IFirearn,i .. H .. ' .. a::_.lr_i_g. for Discha::_g_~.c!_l_.ripatients _ -----... -I Ch. 578/~-~--. .l ~ _. ~- . 13,248 _$ 
1-------£QQQ:_9~ _)ln-Home_~l!R.J?.2!! __ ?ervicesll ------ ___ ... j'~h_.90/99 _ L _?~_I$ 112,301 ~$_ 

I 
Mentally Disordered Offenders; Treatment as a i r , 

2000·01 Conditions of Parole ich. 1419/85 I 281 i $ 235,446 1 $ 
~OOCJ":01 .... ---1·R-ilCia1 Profiling: L~-~·Enforc·ement Training -------------- 1ch. 684/oo ·--- -·-- --- · 213'2-- --rs ... ------4;292 Is 
2000-01 Total! 1 s --45i;sss I s 

1999-00 I In-Home Support Services II !Ch. 90/99 289 I $ 32,985 I $ 
1999-00 Totall I $ 32,985 TS 

1998-99 /Open Meetings Act /Ch. 641/86 49 / $ -- 5,866,645 I $ 
1998-99 T6ta1I I S s,866,046 i S 

1997::§8-TOPen Meetings Act iCh~-__ /8" 

--rri'86 

!ii86 

Ch. 445/00-, 

345/87 

1997-98 Totali 

1991-92 I California Fire Incident Reporting System (CFIRS) 

State Maridated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 arid Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Paymerits, Receivables, arid Net Deficiericies and Surpluses 

Schedule Bl: Local Agencies 

288 s 130,288 i $ 

s 
_,$ 

62,375 i $ 
-:-rs 

62,370$ 

- ! $ 

J+·-
___:_IS .. 

$ 
$ 
s 
s 
$ 

5,866;646 _I $ 
5,866,046 I S 
4,707,412 I S 
4,101,412 I s 
3,69o~i2i--I s 
3,690,222 i $ 
4,970,992 I $ 
4,970,992 I $ 

s 

565,634 $ 
-32,181 ·s 
11,4()0""" $ 

·10:053·s 
15,744,843 $ 

36,299 $ 
----s6,662' -- $ 

13,248 "$" 
--_ 112,30'(~:-~- -

---- 235,4~-~-----? 
4,292 ' $ 

457,588 ' $ 

3!985$ 
32,985 $ 
--$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
s 
:!: 

130,288 $ 

s ~$ T -:-T 
~- ---:-L 
s - $ 
$ - Is 

-IS ·······_JS 

-_ __:J{ -···1 }._ --
:.l S - $_ 

J $ • $ 
r ---rs 

- , $ - I $ 
. I $ ------=-T$ 
- : $ - $ 

120, 151 I S 119,988 I S 
120,151 i S 119,988 I $ 

183,902 I -s- 183,169 1 s 
133,902 I s 183,169 I s 
870,559 I S 867,771 is 
810,559 I s 861,111 I s 

113 I S ---1-S 
1131$ -is 

s s 

$ 

__:_:; 
_:_I} 

- '$ 
15 

8_~1,319 

_}_,_6~?,_!??~ 
9,310 _ 

22,795 
3,008,618 ' 

29,516,553 

169,704 

. __ - l-1__. 11,3'!_8,947 

$ 51,990 

_, ·s-- ~~?.!~?~ 
$ 75,056 

_ J:____ - 15,208 

-:-If.• .... ~2-!1!~:~-~ -1±= 189,785 

· 1 s.::: - 17l,461 

- $ -- - .??5,~?_i_, 
- I s 32,181 

---C-[L_ .. - 11,400_ 
$ 70,053 

• I $ 15, 744,843 

$ 36,299 
. _:_[$ 56,002 ' 

I~ -~:::::: 
- I S 4,292 
- I $ 457,588 

- i $ 32,985 
- $ 32,985 

763 ) $ (763) 
763 I $ {763) 

733 I $ {733) 
733 i $ (733) 

2,788 Is (2,788) 
2,788 i $ (2,788) 

713 i $ (713) 
713 I $ (713) 

s 130,288 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

! 
Legal 

Fiscal Year P~_o_~-~~ .. ~ Name ' Reference 
1991-92 Open Meetings Act '"]Ci;·: 641/86 

1991-92 Total ! 
!Ch. 445/00, 

1990-91 California Fire Incident Reoortin1< Svstem (CFIRS) 1345/87 
1990-91 Tota I 
Grand Total ! 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 arid Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule Bl: Local Agencies 

! 
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) 

Program ! L_Le~~: -~-e~ !?<tyr,!!_ents [ Number _____ ~rogram Costs 
49 s 5,350,067 s 5,350,067 : $ 

s 5,480,355 $ 5,350,067 $ 

288 s 85,888 s s 
!$ 85,888 I $ s 
!$ 1,294,248,596 ! $ 427,684,313 i $ 

ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
-- 1 ce·ss-:-Recovered 

A/P Balance Established A/R Amount 
- '$'"' 48,328 i $ -- -- ---45;·5'421 $ 

130,288 $ 48,328 ! $ 46,542 $ 

85,888 s s s 
85,888 $ $ - ! $ 

866,564,283 $ 97,168,039 $ 67,908,815 ! $ 

-

A/R Balet_nce -- Net Balance 
1,786 s (1,785) 
1,786 $ 128,502 

s 85,888 
$ 85,888 

29,259,224 $ 837,305,059 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2003~04 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

, ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE {A/R) 
; Legal ! Program [- f- ! ---- -- -· ----·--·- Less: Recovered "" ---

';"'' Y•oc • . . . . . P'o' .. ·.~-~r.r' .. N' .. m. '.. . ........ i ... -. Referen·~·e·-·t N.-- Ull_l:~-~r.·--·-1.·.-· Progra·m···C .. o .. sts__ I Less .... : N_~! __ Paymentsi A/P Balance Established A/R ~mount _I A/R Balance. l_____!!_et Balance 
2003-04 J~~senteeBallots _ --------------- __ jC~-_??!? .. ~- ___ 2 ___ ~ 1-~~9_0~~- I$ 18,909,670 $ - ~$_ JS -----=-I$ 18,909,670-1 

2003-04 !Absentee Ballots: Tabulation by Precinct !Ch. 6. 97/99 '•. 248 ! $ .. 2. 0,545 .1 .. $ - $ 20,545 $ 4- -$ -. $ 2. 0,54.5 
~q~iAllocation__9!~!{)P_~~~Y-.!~:1'-.~evenues ~-~:-~.~?f~.?._i ___ ~_ij___ __}.~ .. ?.:~ $ __ ____::__ $ 362,165 $ - $ $ - ; $ 362,165 
2003-04 !Child Abduction and Recovery Ch. 1399/76 ' 13 ! $ 12,782,459 !-$-- $ 12,782,459 _$____ - $ -$- ____::__~ 12,782,459 

200~--~-:- ~_{)_r:1~~r::'.?_~{)~~.·.h.·.·.i·p .... -~-.'"'opmootolly o;"bl•d Adol" .... c:.-1~~~./;~~----j-___ ... - - 67 .~-=.~· .. $ ... - ---...... 136,4-~~-;-~ - ·!.· .$ .... --~.- 136.4 .. 6 ... -.2 S - l S - .. . ·!1-······· --_j-_L $ -:~:,:; 
2003-04 Coroner's Costs Ch. 498/77 I 88 $ 83,566 I $ - i $ 83,566 $ - i $ - lJ____ - ! $ 83,566 
2003-04 CountywideTa;Rat-es Ch.921/87 + -~Jo·--------s·- -- 151,074 ~ Jt-_-·-s--- ---- 151,074 _$___ j $-- -- -----=-1 $ -- ----· $ ---151,074 
2003.-o~. Crime Victims' Rights __________ .. ....!C~.:.4~1/95 _ lSa-- _ $ 228,501 .?.. ----::--$ 22·8;5-_oi -$- ----- ~-$- - $- _- ----' .. ? ...... --- 228,501 

¥a~~!:.. 6~~~~~-~Si~i~~~i~-~~~:t~~;i~~~~~;;~_ ~-~"~~;{t!s ____ --~!~~~~-~ -.--- i
8l1- ---=1 .. l-f s :~:::;; ,f - .-: l_ -~;~-; ··- ~.tr--~...... --: -.. : -~- .. ----.. -- ---;r:-· ~ - .. ?!.~-~;:~i; 

Domestic Violence Treatment Services - Authorization ' ! ' j..? ...... 
2003-04 land Case Management I Ch. 183/92 ! 177 ! $ 2,194,518 i $ , $ 2,194,518 $ - i $ - i $ · $ 2,194,518 

2.00.-.'-... 0 ... ·'.· . /.YiE~.fighters' Cancer Pres_u_mption. ;.~-~:_ .. !?6B/82 ~ __ 23_ -.lj__ 2,84~-'~~~J ___ ?_____ ____::__.~ ...... ---- __.?:!_840,984 $ __ ____::__.) $ ..... ---- ... -1 $_ _ _____._____.-.. •.· $ __ 2,840,~~~ 
2003--04 ,Grand Jury Proceedings !Ch. 1170/96 227 : $ 2,781,851] $ -- )--?--., 2,781,851 $ -- f -$ $ 2,781,851 

--20·03· .. 04 ----
1
1Handicapped and Disabled SfU~~~~t_S_-_: ____________ .............. ____ Ch. 1747/84 · •. =-- __1_!_1 f}- _ ]_9,674,557 ;.'j_ ---~--!.--$ -- ~~'-~-?~ 1557 :j__ ______ ____::__}__ --~------=-; $ _ _:_TS-
, Health Benefits for Survivors of Peace Officers and : , : 

2o __ q_~!Firefighters ~_b.1120/96 ! __ _____!_gz__ __ ~-- 3_?~!??.~. L .. ~---- _ - ! $ 384,774, $ $ - I$ ~ t_ .. ? ____ 384,774 

l!!i~1.•11~!~~~;~s~:::::::~:, '""''' ''"'~' -1!~~1i~U -f :~ _3i '·1~!H '. ! ·· ......•.. ~. ! .• - s.!:Hlt ! H j ! '' - ~_L__ HH=f' -., ! ~!1i:ij}' 
Mentally Disordered Offenders' Extended , I • 

' ' ' 

200. 3_~_g-~-- __ ).~£,. ~r:!l .. · .. i·_.tm .... ~ ..... " .. £ .. ·.-.· ... ·o· .. '.' ..... • .. d;."''. . . . . .. . . ••••• J- ~~:-.'.-.~-.' .. ·' .. i..•.-.. -? ....... ].. ........... ~.~. ··.-·L···S ... · . 1,976, 735 l $. _ .••... -... -.L.? .. -.-------}·~-~?ii, 735 _$_. _ -.... -..... ·.-.. -.... ·.····· .. -.. -.. -... -.. ;j_·. .. '.-.. $ ... -.-·.-..... . ... -.. -.-.. -.... -Li__· _ 1,9.7.~?35 ~Q2~::2.~ .. _jcommitment Proceedings __ _ _____ ,r;l:.: .. !?l§l?.~ . .J----~ _ $ ------~~-6?? I $ - __ ?.._ __ ,..... 40,675 _$_ _::_ __ $ -~ ________ -_1 $ ____ -~-2,??? .. 
!Mentally Disordered Sex Offenders: Extended i * i j' I 

::~~:i 1~:It~:{~£~~1E~~1j~C~;~;:,,~~~•-_1f ii!?ii~ t' lcl ~ · Ji= ~:filil_l, JJ_ !1 · { ,;fil;~ 
2003-04 Peace Officers Cancer Presumpti_()l1 _ _ -!--C:-~:.L~.?-~(§_9. __ .. ____ ,_ ~--i $ 1,860,505; $ _ __-:_)_$ },~~gt.?9.? ..... .? .... _ _J_S _________ _:__L~ ---------~--!--? .. __ 1,860,505 
?_D_D~--9~- ---j_P_E::_<lS~_.9!fice~s Pr~i".9ural Bill of Rights _f!!:_ 4_§/76 'I _!~?. .......... n:=. 9,674,908 [ $ _ _:_j $ _____ 9.,.?.?~!~_o~ __ S _____________ _:Jj_ -j~- .. .? .. .,..... _ - j__ -~,6~~,-~_o-~--

'
2 .. 0.0. __ 3_·Q~-- _ ~~~~~_(l-~~-~~ervices .. --·--. -. -. -. -. __________ ... _ i_c;-~: _!§_D_?f .. ~.°"---- .............. ~.2. "--..... -. Li_ _ ___ 1,002,3?~ __ J $. .. ........ _~Jj___ 1,002,334 ·-... $.. _: + .. ~ .. -____ --. . _ -.·j__ _______ : __ .Li_ _ _ 1,002. ,334 
?_D_Dl::Q!_jPermanent Absent V_o!_~'.~-- _ ___ ____ __ Ch. 1422/?~ ! ____ __?} ____ Li___ 2,923,144 j $ ____ - ! $ 2,923,144 , $ _ ------- ___ - $ · j $ - it' $ 2,923,144 

.2_o_o_?_:_o~ ___ _P_:~i~~ntial Primaries 2000 __ Ch.18/99 ___ ?~3 _______ L__ _ 170,703 _$_ _ __ _::_Li__ ___ ______!ZQ2q3 _ $ ___ -----=---iL_ _ __ --__ L __ - ~ $ _____ 170,703 2·0·0·3·04 Ph' ot·o·g· '.'p.hic' R' .'. ' .. o. cd,,of,,E, vidence ~c· •h' .· 875,/85 'r '' ". 5 .• 1 .. ·$. '''' ' 410,002 ' $ ' - 'i '$''''' ' 410,002 $ ' '' ... - ! $ --- '' '''''''' .-. 1·. $'' -.H.-....... - s ' 4i6,002 

2003-_D~---- ,-~~pe Victim Counseling ___ C:_E:"'~~~~-~iS_E'.!S ___ _Ch 9gg/91 ~--~1.27__Li__ 277,6_27 LL __:_! $ ....... 277,627 $ :H-_______ / S ___ _:_I_?_ 277,627 
2003-04 Prisoner ~~~E;"'_l1_t_<!l_~~':ls.__ _ __ C:.~- 820l2.!:_ _ ____g_§_ _; _$_ __ --~~905,875 _i__ .J.?........... 2,905,875 $ _____ ____::__ $ _____ :_ ,_,? _______________ :_; _$ ____ 2,905,875 

1Redevelopment Agencies -- Tax Disbursement I I ' : ' I 

2003:04 1.~!::e_orting_____ ------·-·------ --·-·--+~~: .. 39/98 1

1 ?~? ___ .. 2- _ J?:!??.?....l_i__ _____ :__[J _____ l~,_D?~- _ _? _________ ....... J....t ... ________ : . .L..$__ _ .' $ 13,075 

~??~-:-~~ ':;;;i~f ~~:~~'.~f~: ::~';:::;:~;::,, -=1. ~~ : .•. ~!!f.~;~---·---.L ' :L ~.·11-.·.-.!--~ --~---:.' ';' :~~H~tri.···~· -'1 i.-- . ;:~~ .. !.·~.---.~}· .. i ==--- ' :,I' i 1 ! ••.. . .... ----~~! ! ' t~H.m 
Seriously Emotionally Disturbed (SEO), Pupils: Out-of- ! I - --- I - .. - : ---- ----

State Mental Health Services ____ lch._6?4(~_6 ___ j __ ~ __ j $ ___ ------~?,135,367 !-2_ -----=-Jj__ _!§!1:?:?~~§2._j____ .. S - l2__ _ $ 16,135,367 
1Sexually Violent Predators jCh, 762/9S ! 175 i $ 11,614,420 j $ : $ 11,614,420 $ ----=--1$ ~1 $ ~ $ 11,614,420 

2003-04 :Voter Registration Procedures !Ch. 704/75 56 ! $ 1,608,634 i $ i $ 1,608,634 $ - I$ - $ _ I$ 1,608,634 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 
Schedule B2: Local Agerides for 15-year Payment Plan Pursuant to Proposition 1A 
Proposition lA specifies that all claims must be paid by fiscal year 2020-21 Page 18 of42 100



State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNT~ __ P_,l\Y~_BLE (A/P) __ ___ ___ ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE {A/R) i 
, Legal Program --:----- - - I -- --- -- -1 Less: Recovered 1 

_Fi~ca_I _'!'~L ___ _l'.!~g-~a-~ Nal'.!\_i:!_ _L__ Reference _Number I Program Co_~_!S. ____ J. ~ess: fll_et Payments, A/P ~_aJ_~_l_l_~_i;!_ _ -~stablished A/R Al!)_l:l_l!D~ ,_ _ A/R Balance Net Ba!~~~-
2003-04 Totali I$ 163,172,332 I$ - i $ 163,172,332 $ - I $ - ! $ - I $ 163,172,332 

200~~_93 _ JEl __ b_si:!i:i_~ee Ba Hots ·----- ____ _ _ _lfb.:_??i.?~ _ __2 __ Li_ 11,979,511 ! $ L_$ 11,979,511 _$__ $ - I $ $ 11,979,511 
__ ?9.?~:93 ].ll,bsenteeBallots_:_T_a_!:i_1;1!.~!!.?!':'_~_y-~recinct ----ifb_:_§~_?l~_9 __ ~--·:_s___ __!,652 LL -~ls-- --- 7,652 __ $_ $ -LL ------ S: .. - z,_652, 
2002-03 1AIDS Testing iCh. 1597/88 1 , $ 784,083 I$ 983 j $ 783,100 . $ 17 $ 17 ! $ $ 783,100 
2002-03 1A_ll_ocatio_nof_P_ropertyTaxRevenues '_C_h.697/92 _ 152 __ ; $ _ 298,804; $_ - ! $ ____ 298,?04 $ $ _ $ $_ 298,804 

--2002-03 An1m-~i'Adi:;ptfon --- --- - JCh.75?/98 ___ 213-- ·r$~ 1~1 s - _--------=-r ·1,(655,349_s_____ -s- ·-s s-- 14,66-5,349' 

2002-03 Child-Abdu~tion and R_ecovery .. _:_ - iCh. 1399/~ --13 --. $ 15,960,547-r$- --- 99_~_ j$ -_ _ 15,9_5_~,548 ·s $ __ j_S___ $_ 15,959,548 
-----ChildAbuseTrea·t·m-entServicesAuthor-iZiltiOnand ~----- - ---- ·· ---,---- __ I _____ -- - · 1 "-- 1--- --

2002-03 -~-".~i:!--~-~nagement . __ ________ --\Ch.1090/96 __ J____ ~~-----ji___ _______ --~5_4!7_7?_ ;___i_ -:__Ji__ 2S4,775 _,_j_ - __ '.____ 

2._QQ?-0_3 _ c .. onse .... ~ ..... i!t._9_~~~-ip. __ :_oe····'· '.'.o·p·m··'. -.°'.··.' .. !!_.yo1,,bledAdo1t; .. c ... h, 1304/so ... 1· .. ·.···.--- 67 ____ ... ·.-. li_i_ _, 1_28·····'1·1······-. S 1 •. 00._g_I·. S 121,.' .. 1-.1 ._S_ ...... -."-.t 

254,775 

2002-03 Coroner's Costs Ch, 498/77 88 $ 79,570 i $ 1,000 i $ 78,570 S - : 
2Q0~"03 1-~~-~~tyTr.~~~l;l!'V Ove~~.lght Cp_f'.10'_"l_i_tti:!~- __ _ _ C~. 7.8 ..... '. /.·.9·5.---- :-;-.- 2Q7 --.. ·1J_ 427,17·9 ... ·1]_- --~~i_. --- 427:.17·9·- ~__[_ -.. - --_- :'' 
~002-03 l~?l::!,t:'!Y:Y!~e Tax Rates _WWW___ Ch. ~2~~?_7 _ l _ _Jl_Q_ __ $ 180,07~ __ ?_ 871 $_ _ ~~q? $ __ ~29 
2002-03 j'Crime Victims' Rights Ch. 411/95 158 ~ 403,295 I $ 975 i $ 402,320 $ 25 

, 2002-0} _______ f?_-=_velopment?_l~'l_f?_i~_a_~led: Attor!:l.~Y~'.- ?::'_rv~-- '" ______ ~-h_. §~~~-- ____ ~7_ ___ $ _____ 3~?,_!76 i_ 995 [j_ .. 334, 781 _i_____ _____ _s_. ___ --~.Q.9?:~~. o .. . r:r!-'=-.. s!iE.'!_1.·_c:lence Arr,;;_~ ... ' .... ?_l~~-i_i:~_ and Stan~_~__r_i;I_~--- ____ Ch .. 24_§!'.~_? __ . f__ _ ___!§Z__ _____ ___ $ 5,979···,2~.---$ __ 9-~5 j _$_ --~??: .. '.·.·.o.~ ,_S_ 34_. fs___ --·.- . --. . . . __ 
Domestic Violence Treatment Services -Authorization ' -=-~--1 '[ 

2902--03 ~!1-~--~~se_fl{lanagement ,Ch_:_183/92 _J_ __ 177 _'_$ __ 2,S0_'.1,_!?_9 ;_L 999 ( $ ____ 2,503,7?_~-- S _ __1 __ $ ___ 1 ! $ -------=-----$-- 2,503,721 
2002-03 Elder Abuse Training Ch 444/97 205 , $ 22,714 ! $ - i S 22,714 $ - $ - ! $ - $ 22,714 

~02 03 jF1ref1ghters _ Ch 1120/96 1 -~ __ ___$_____ _ 323,1241 __ $_ 323,124 $ 
5,353,787 -- $ 138 

s $--- ' s s 323,124 
I Health Benefits for Survivors of Peace Officers and ~ I 

2002 03 Investment Reports Ch 783/95 161 $ 5,354,628 $ 

_2002 03 !Jod"""'°"°dmg; Foe Meotolly R"ocded Pec;o°' Ch 644/80 __ .. 3.5 .. __ S . ---------- _?6,0···09 ·Iii_ .... 
2002 03 Mandate Reimbursement Process Ch 486/75 41 $ 6,660,335 $ 

. s 
841 ,i $ 

1,000 ! $ 65,009 $ 
- 9_33 _ i $ --- __i,_659,402 $ -

133 _J_s_____ Sl_s _____ 5;:3'.S-:3;'782 

s s -I s 65,009 
47 1-$ 47-1 $ I_$"___ 6,659,402 

- -- MentaTfy Disordered Offenders' Extended -, I ----- I ----- - -- , -- • 

2. o. o .. 2-03 ... c ... 9.~_m!!f!l_~nt Proceed ... '.".'; .. ·· ..... -.... -.----------- -----.·--.. ---- ___ _J~-~-:_~-~.1. -~ .. /._§_.?_ _j __ _lQ_. 3 ···J:j ______ . ______ 1,9.9_~5···2· 4 .1'.j_ -_j._S__ --~.Q~ ... ~.s. ___ ?~ ,_ ~ 
~ ..... ···-. Is ~I~ . 1,909,524 

·--·-- ----- 11_j;-~~--d; . -~:1iil~i !Mentally Disordered Sex Offenders: Extended ' i 

2002-03 Commitment Proceedings Ch. 1036/78 ! 39 $ 95,696 $ 989 i S 94,707 $ 

_ li~-*~ __ :_~;~~J~,;;~~r~~:;;;~~~-;~~~-~~-~-p:~!n-ti~g_ ~-~: ~ii17~~- ----~r _ -~~6-_=; _ ~-:~~:~~I-l-'-f ~i; --{_~~~'.~~~f · -~ 
?_0_02:03 Open Meetings_J~.~!{_~!,?_~~=~~I~~-fo-;:m- - -~~§~}/~=6:- -- 219 __ I $ _____ _iffe_;§~~;9_~4 __ j_L 2,199,511 l .. t. ---- '1Q~8s_6,433_s_ -------15,792 
2002-03 Pacific Be"..~~_?-~_f€:.~'.--~~-~€:! Quality and Closun~s Ch. ~_6}_/92 122 L.$. 206,0_S_2 :' $ _ 774 I $ 205,278 $ 226 
2002-03 PeaceqfficersCanc_€:_rPresumption "' - - - "'1C'h:'ii1l/s9 --~--: s· __ ------ij_90,0s3T$--~ -~-- 997""* 1,289,056 $_ ' - 3 

;::; :~ J::;,~:~:·;:~::r::;0"d"''' "" 0' ,,,ht; j~ i~b~7:0 -:J~ Ij - 1
: i~Hri LL. ~-~-~-------_:_-__ --~~. :~~f __ ;_ -.- -- -- -~i'.ii-f~~ _; f .--- s;~_ 1 ;; 

2002 .. 03 !Permanent Ab~-~!:'!~~~~!-~ l9l_ 1422/82 1 83 ' $ 1,749,664 j $ ----- ---- ·s-- -049,664$___ - --- ---:-·r-
2002-03 !Photogr_il£~i-~-~~£.?.~~--?_f ~".1?e~_ _____ =-=2' 87_~/85 1 215 _ =~ 241,133 t·-- ________________ --~·-} _ 241,133 $ - --------~: ____________ :__IT 
2oq~_-03 _ j_~~i~~~er Parental Rights Ch 820/91 128 $ 2,_7~0-~_600 __ $ 999 j $ 2,789,601 S. 1 $ 
2002-03 iRope Vittim Cooo._se_l_!.~JL~~~!~'.-~9!!.-~~s ___ _Ch 999/91 -;- 127- S ---_- iSS,0'24- --f- ---. j-S- -----m,-024 --$"- --$ 

!RedevelopmentAgencies-TaxDisbursement I - --- ,--- ----·- - ---

2Q_Q_~ Reporting_____ __ _Ch ?_9}98 '. 245 _ ___$__ 8,394 $ ____ :_!_$_ 8,394 $ _$ 
2002-03 Regional Housing Need Determination Ch 1143/80 I SS $ 3,242,842 i $ - I $ 3,242,842 $ - , $ 

State Maridated Programs for Fiscal Year 2003-04 arid Prior Years 

Schedule B2: Local Age11cies for 15 .. year Payment Plan Pursuantto Proposition lA 

Proposition lA specifies that all dairno must be paid by focal year 2020-21 

- i $ --_--: _!-~-- 1,566,S98 

~y···········.····JI .. ji 
78 I $ - 1 $ 15,746,855 

,~ -:= ... --rr ·· · ·· .. ~}:~:~~} 
- ~ i ; -----.· .. ----.~~----: - -----:ci~~-:~-b. ~-

-LL ___ ____:__~ __1_55,0?:'.! 

1 S '$ 8,394 
_$____ --- ---=-rs- 3,242;'8'4'2' 

Page 19 of 42 101



State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

! ------------------··1=~-:-~-- ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) A.-C:co_ UNTS RE_~~!X~~~-~- {~/_~) -~ 
Legal i Program 1 ' ! Less: Recovered l 1 

Fiscal_!_-_'--_'_' ._. __ -_-_ - --- - ---- - ----- ' __ -____ ,_-__ o __ -~ __ t~-~_-N_·-~-~e ---·--_____ --------------~----_ Ri:fe~_· ___ "_-_-__ '_-~- ~Nu~~~gram Costs Less. Net Payments
1 

A/P Balan_'_' __ - ____ ' ' __ " ___ b_lis_~_e_~--~/R _ Amount _ I!___ A/~-~~!-~.i:!~-~_J zoo~~<!~ ... :?earth Warrant: AIDS - ------------ --- - :ch. 1088/88 73 I$ 1,310,317 $ - 996 $ -~l_30gJ~ __ $_ - - - _______ ,_Li_ ___ :1_ __ L _:_J_i_ 
2002-03 :senior Citizens Property Tax Postponement iCh. 1242/77 18 $ 230,252 $ 997 $ 229,255 $ 3 $ j $ $ 

!Seriously Emotionally Disturbed (SEO), Pupils: Out-of- I I I 
' ' - I. \ 2002-Q_~ JS!~~~--~~~!a!_~alth SeI_V~~s _____________ ----~i/96_ 191 '. $ 21,030,S9S _ $ ___22~ $ _ 21,~~~(?_~_? .5. _JU__L_ ___ __ 8 _$_ 'L 

Net Balance 

-~'~Q~~?~.!__ 
229,255 

21,029,603 

_ 8~;3A~!. 03 L?~~-~E~i:!:~-~-C?-~-~-~~-~-~-1!.!Y__ __ ,,________ \Ch. 502/92 ,_ 220 __ ;,_t ----~Q_?!.~-~~.t:L -- ____ -----=-J_$______ 803,497 '$ -1 $ __ $ ____ ft$ 
!Sex Offenders: Disclosure by Law Enforcement Officers Ch. 908/96, i I , 

_l~~l~lji~:k;;e,,,07,::··--------~-----~:j~~1,5±;~~::!; _ 1N~~·m!l _c+l- -&~~:;;;_; _ -,; __ __ ,; __ _ _; ------&~~:~i; 

i~~!~!---- 1ii~Ei~~!ff{ijif.{:!~;~:,0~;; - ---------.-.~i~J!i~!t=t!it=lli .____ ii!.mJt·· _____ .ji(11i mj~U!~ t ___ rnrnH~jt- if Ii= ---- --- -~ -- ~Hf:m 
2002-03 Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones !Ch, 1188/92 1-- 181 i $ 177,184 ! $ - . $ 177,184 $ - $ ! S - j$ 177,184 
2002-03 Voter Registration Procedures lch. 704/75 ' 56 · $ 928,546 1 $ 

1 
$ 928,546 ' $ - · $ - $ $ 928,546 

2002-03 Totall 1 $ 281,819,901 $ 2,224,035 $ 279,595,866 $ 17,197 $ 17,192 $ 5 ! $ 279,595,861 

-.. :--~~-Q~_:_Q:·.-·--i~-~~:~_r:!~-~-~1.?.!.~--- ____ lch_._~Z/_7_?__ 2 ____ j_~-~ . -_-~1,238,372 _L s,873,491 $ _5_!}~~-~s-~_1 __ :$ -----·----~?_?_(_?g_~--- .l.---:.. _ ·_==i±_::-- _L_$_ __ .?!. __ 3_§_~~--81_ 

,_ ~-~~~_§j __ ~j~~;~_;_;~er:.~af~~t;~;;:vu~~~oR:~::~=~inct -f~-~~ ~~jj~-~ -_: ~~~ ·::~\- ~-~ --- ---~~-§~:-~~~--]--~ -~~-?:~?.? ,_; -~---~ --~::.~- .. ?~j~- .. ~~ ~ ------- ---37;4·5-~--_1--~----_-_- -- _-~:-~·3·7~45~ 1l - ~Ii -~ -- -- --~---§·t;j:ft 
_?QQ~:.Q~--J~r:iJ.~~ .. !:iE~.!l~f! .... ___ .., __ ,,"'www'-'----------------- Ch, 752/98 ' 213 I $ ---- _!_?,_?_§~!_!)}~--l-~-- ______ :_J._$_ .www .. !.?!_364,5_~ ___ J_ " ' $ - - - I $ ------------------ - -: __ .. ? -------- -~-?:.?~!.?i.8-.J 

2001----02 _J~-h----~~--~_'.:l_d __ .'!E.!l?.r:i~n~_ecovery ........ ~--·--- Ch. 1399/76 L ~--__li_ 15,_8 __ 1 ___ '·_649 ) $ 12,32_~0-fi·T-_ - ~,~;S __ ,_ ._5 ___ 8_6 _______ $ __ ---_-_-____________ 1_._-~--2 ___ 6_._-' ____ c_'_-_-'_-_zJ_i ....... ------~ __ ·_269,9E_µ_ ________ - _$ __ -~84,? __ ~_§ !Child Abuse Treatment Services Authorization and i _Jj__ 

.. ::::_~-~--~~:::::,~::~;:.~::p-:: ___ '-.'°~Y~~:::~••• I::::::;:: ___ 1 ____ _:_} ::: ................. 103,::o·_~.-.rn 2::::::~ m•••• •••2051~1:.. --~~111~ j: 
2

:::::: 
20Dk?~--- ~ounty Treasury Oversigh~~mmJ!~ _______ . J5=l!: 784/9? ____ j ______ ? _ _G? __ j_$______ 399,060 I $ __ _ - _$____ 399,060 $ ____________ - $ - ' $ -~-i- $ __ }~~!_o_§_o_ 
2001-02 Countywide Tax Rates !Ch. 921/87 90 \ $ 105,665 1

1 
$ 70,603 ! $ 35,062 $ 5,710 i, $ 5,710 I$ -[ $ 35,062 

2001-02 Crime Victims' Rights _!Ch. 411/95 _____ !?.§._ LS___ ??_G:~?? _j $ 18?~-~1? 1__$ ___ ?~t!.?_? ... ~ J§:~_l_?_J.§___ _ _ __ ?§!~-~? ___ $___ _ ___________ ::_J..? ......... _________ !)~~?L 
__ z_o_o~::C!~ __ Jl?_E;_':'.r;_19Er:!l~!:!~l.~V_g_~~-~!?.~~_9;_!\~!?rnr;y_~_2ervi_~!,s _______ ~-~-:.?~-~!.?.? __ :_ -~---ii_ 339,466 i $ 189,000 I $ 150,466 _i_ _________ _ - ~-- - S ___ _::_t __ }??~.~§_§_ 

2-001-02 [ D-om-estic_V ____ iole ___ "_ '_'_ A-_' __ , __ '_ '_-___ ,_--_-~_?~-i<i_ __ , ___ s __ ~_-_"_' ___ S_t_~-~-~_ards ___ -~-~---____ 2 ___ 4_ ---~(-9 ___ , __ --_- -- - --._I·_-_ .• - •. _ 1 ___ 67- --- -.-_-_II $ -_ -____ ?,:?_?_?!_5 ____ 8 ___ ? __ ,_lj- 4--~~.?-_?:_~ __ ?_O _______ I...$ _________ ----~~--1_9_-~_--_:?-.. §_.'_----- j___ _--__ ---_-_____ -__ -__ -_-___ -__ 2 ___ 4 ___ , ____ , ___ 0 ___ S_.· ____ o •. _-_-_-___ -__ $ _______ ._·--·_- __ ----~_l'.,_G__?.Q __ ; __ ' .. t_ - ---- ___ -_-_--_-____ =-__ -__ -__ $_-_ - 2_._1 __ ' ' ___ ·_'_ 6--5--
'Domestic Violence Treatment Services -Authorization i j l'iS.Bl

3 
I ' 

~~~~~~~ ~~~~~:~~:~;!~;nt __ ----"'"--- ~J~~-:~~~;;~----~l~----~;~--~L; -~~~~~~~1-;-- ~~ ;- -- ~-~--t- -- -~1 17~ t 4~:~~-~_]-~-- _____________ ;_]__~----- 1,4~~'.~~-~ 
I=_ -~~~: ~; . :~;:~~~:%';::;::;;~;:'"mp!_-_'_~ __ "_-_:.-._.:_:_._- -- . . . . . ... ···_· l~h3}~~);--t 2~37 _-ft- ___ :~;::~:: it . rn 

29=
9
D ~ t;~j~~~ ~t_ -------~~----· ___ :_~ ::_~-~L~------_- ---- -.......... ~'~_

2

_-; __ f ~ -- - ---_-_:----~ii- ---:.-:·t-~-~~;~:~~~' 
__ X~0_1.:Q~Ji:landicapped and Disabled ~tu9e:r:'.~- ----------- _____ /ch. 1747/84 _ 111 _Jr __ ---~Q!!;~1.!..~~~-Li_ 46,876,924 $ _ 54,?!Q!_~~-~- _$_ _ __ __ 67,076 ~-- 67,076 ~ _$ _______________ .. _ --=---iL __ 54,370,816 __ 

2001-02 Firefighters Ch, 1120/96 i 197 i $ 360,814 i $ - I$ 360,814 $ , $ - I$ - I$ 360,814 I Health Benefits for Survivors of Peace Officers and j' I ' 1 , I ,. 1 

' ' ' ' ; 

2001-02 /'"- '_ '_-_"_m_e_i:it __ ~_r;:p_~!!, ............. """''"' ____ -- -_ -_-_-_-_ --_ -- .. ~0:..?~~~-?: .... ·_ --~-___ 16_ 1 -__ I' $ $ --_- -- -- ~!-~_??(~-~_-_? __ I _ _?___ - 3-.2 __ '_ ·_~LL ____________ .?!~?~_!}?~-"' s_________ 214,181 ~- _?}}_._·-_~_?__2_._---1---s___ 2,549-- L.?_ .. ?(.~!_8!_§32__ 
I- 2001·02 ___ M~i:i_?ate Reimbursement Proc~-~-~-------------- !Ch, 486/75 ___ ---~!__y_$__ 7,439,972 -, $ _ ~1_0?_~_i__$ __ ~D_,~4-~ __ , _$__ 79,707 µ___ _____ _?~~?Q? __ .j_ _ 1, $ ___ 4,400,344 

Mentally Disordered Offenders' Extended j' , ! I j 1 1· 

ZOOl_~O~IComm1tmen! ~!:.i:J.~!'.'.i::9~gy. . ------ Ch. 1418/85 ) _ ?_Q~ ............ !_$_______ 1,68_§~_3_~? _)__$_______ I $ 1,~86,347 $ ___________ __::_IL_________ .... $ ....... _ .. i __ $.. 1,686,347 

2001-02_ _ _ ~!~~.i::~!~ors: Boo.king __ a_i:i~-~i_i:i_g!!:!:Jt.i.i:it1ng_ _ -!~~: .. ! __ 1,_ __ o~~-'-2 _____ -_-~?- __________ $.~ ..... _._ . ... ~,254,7-?:_?) __ $___ _ 343,177 S 1,~11,575 $ __ _ ________ ?_._'_-_~810 __ Jr_s ___ -_-______ -_-_-_-_-_-____ 6.? __ • ___ !~.!Q..i._L ___ -_-- ___ : ___ l __ ._s_ -_ .... __ --1L9..!_1_.!.?.7°S __ _ 

2001-02 Open Meetings Act/Brown Ac_! Reform__________ _ ~~·--§-~}!~6. ....... -·---~ ___ ' __ $_·----·------- 13,790,lOZ_j $ ___ _____ _?_!.,865,951 l_i _ ___ }g!~2-~g_j__ ______ ______ §§LO..?.?_G_ _________ 6fitP..?.!. .. $ _ -J $ - 10,924)~"1-
2001-D_?_ Not Gu1lty_~_y_!3,i;:~_s_?_ri of Insanity -~1~!-~(_?_~---- _ _3__Q_Q_ _j_$ __________ 1.!..~14,676 jj_ 2~1.~~_$ ___ 1,123,~19 .. L _______ 16!}~-~--'-L _ _!6,_?_~? ___ ~$... _:_ j_$__ 1,123,019 

2001-02 _ jp~~~f_i~--~e~ch Safety: Wa_ter ql!.?!!!Y_<i_nd Closures ~~:-~_§_1/J_2_~ __ __ll?-__ J_$______ ___ __ 183,179 J_$_ _ . -------- _51,474 I $ ___ !_?!JQ? __ $ ___________________ 18tfi.Ei.! .... _1 __ L __ _____i1_~~l ... $ .. ___ ----: iS --13:i;795· 
2001-02 '_Pea_c~ _ _2f!1_cers Cancer Presu_r11p_~!.?.1:! ............ _ _ __ ~~·-!.!!!L~.~-L-~ $ _________ 2,090,618 '__? ___ _____ ?§_?,_~§_!_ $ __ 1,?~~~}_5J _____ i____ ___±':1_,~_-?:!J..-? .... _.___ _ 29,'!_57_L.-? ... __ j' S 1,528,3_57 
2001-02 Peace Officers Procedural Bill of Rights Ch. 465/76 ' 187 $ 14,448,269 $ - $ 14,448,269 · $ . j $ ------- - 's ------ - ·:-$ ...... 14,448,269-

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 
Schedule B2: Local Agencies for 15-year Payment Plan Pursuant to Proposition lA 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2003·04 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

I ACCOUNTS P~_YABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS R_ECEIVABLE {A/R) 
Legal Program · - I -----,- --1- LesS:-Recovered ! 

Fiscal~~! ... l----·------------ __ __P_!9_g_!_~_f!l Name -'---~-~!~~~-~£~ Number ___ j_ __ Program Costs ! less: N_~t--~~Yl!'.E!.l:!!~_I _ A/P Balance Established A/R _ _ A_!!!c_>~_I_"!~ __ j A/R Balance Net Balance 
2001-02 !Perinatal Services 1 ~h.1603f90 124 _ i $ 9?~~3.40 I$ 727,025 LL- 243,_315_ $ 1,208,147 $ -- 1,208,i47 .. ;_s-_ -- $ 243,315 
2001-02-- '.PeftTianentAbsentvoters TCh:-1422/82-- --------s3---rs- --1:203,466-I $ 327,388 Is ------ -876,0:is- ·s-- 7,612 s 7,612-r·s·- -$ 876 078 

2001-02 
1 

Photographic Record of Evidence lch. 875/85 215 ; $ 440,624 I $ - $ 440,624 $ - i $ - I $ 440:624 
~-~Q~:Q? _____ ·frI~-~-~~;:-p·;;rental -~__i_g_~!~----·---·----- ~~ .. ~:~---- ____ :_=).~~: __ ~?_O.t~ .. i-------= 12s ---; __ $___ ?,_?_54,996-T s· 1,176,944 _ L_ __ __ i;i57"8,0~.~--:_? ___ ~ ----ls6:548- ---~-8.~?~:?~-~ Js:=________ ~LJ.: ..... _____ )~g-18,05:2 _ 

2001-02 RapeVic~---~.?.U..i:!~E!!~~-g_CenterNotices ... _ .... _____ _!'Ch.999/91 127 Ji_ 288,8491__$_ _127,2SS $ ---~_61,~94__i_ -~-3.? ... -~- 30,632 Ll_ - L?_ 161,S94 
Redevelopment Agencies - Tax Disbursement i ! I 

20.Q.~-02 _RE!porting . . . . __ i~h. 39/98 . 24_5 : $ _ $ 8,212 _ $ _ . __ ... _ .- : $ -. _$ ... $ 

1--- ~~~~:-~~ _-_-- :~:rnF\1~~~-d--0:~~-~~~--------~ ... -~~~---:Jt~:-t6~~7~ --~~- ------i-ffi~ -~~~'.~~~ -~---- - -- - -~-,-~-~~:~~~ · ~ --_~1~--:::i~lr ~ - ____ 1~ .. :~-~-~~--~r- -- ___ J____ --
3:~;-~~~-j~-

Seriously Emotionally Disturbed (SED), Pupils: Out·of- I ; _j' 

8,212 

~:Q.? ____ StateMentalHe~.l!~?_i:;:i:y~ces Ch.6S4/96 --·--1--- 191 _µ____ ___!?~C>.?:?~ __ ?__l_~--- ________ : .. _$ 15,007,S47_ :$.__ _ __ - _i_ _ _$_____ - _L lS,007,5_~_7 ___ 

1---2-~9}_:Q_? SexCrime .. C~ .. J!f.Ji:J~n!!~!;t_y ·-·-·-·------ ___ C .. h ... 5.02(~~ ______ ?_?_Q_·_· .l__· $. ?_?9,?Q~ _ _Ll_·$·· rn r .---- ___ _]_ .. 7 .. ~?_g_~--- $ . ... :_..!__~ -.----·-. -~---- ___ ___::__ $ 77_~,?_ .. 0····9··· Sex Offenders: Disclosure by Law Enforcement Officers Ch. 908/96, : ; j 

lci6:~; !~f rit~~~f~~o""'" ... . .......... ~Jf iilf:i9 ~~ 1t!~~t~- l~'J!~~;~· 1i*- u~·itt:!t t- iHf f =/f _ -_. -r,4t ··· ···~ l .. ~~if i~f 
2001-02_ Stoleo VehideNotifirntmo .. Ch. 337/90 ....... j .12D___l$____ 4~9,9161 L 213,002tt· 246,907 . $ 43,206 Ll_ _43,206. _ 246,907 

2001-02 J.Y~ry--~-i~~--~_i_re Hazard Severity __ ?:£'!~_s _ _ f~.:--~-~~~[91-_L _ _____!§_!_ ________ $_______ __97,093 i_ -~-~~~- __ .. _ .. ,_?_?!.!.?.~-- $ -~-?.?. __ )__?__ 2,132 _.?..?~!?? 
2001-02 !Voter Re istratlon Procedures Ch. 704/75 ' S6 $ 778,3Sl $ - ! $ 778,3Sl $ - i $ 778,351 

2001-02 Total $ 2S3,887,663 $ 90,736,768 I $ 163,150,89S $ 5,051,072 $ 5,048,523 : $ 2,549 $ 163,148,346 

.

2 .. 0 .. 00-01 __ .~!:!!!"" ...... '.··.'.• .. d.opt.io. n ·--... -·----.-·-·-----.· .. ·.······ ·-·-·-·-- ~h: __ 75.2/ .. '. s _L .... 213.. ···[ _?_ 14,2s1,63? .. L?.. 1.4. ,251,637.J.j____ __$ _______ },s_~3!.§·'··2· $ 1,0·0····9.,5.21 LL 2,s84,_?_?_·1······i.·S··· . . (2,584,331) I Domestic Violence Treatment Services - Authorization 
1 

I ! 
1 

:1t_ 
-~~-~~:~~ ~.;i~.:.·ffga~;.'. ~;~~:~:e7~~~.' ... " .. m. p. ' .. 'o.~ .·. --- ~~. ~-i~~,~-~2~ .... - 1

;;- -- -~ ~.:.'.' ... ~~.:.:~.~ 1
1

---.~.. i'.~s·
1

·:···::. ~i. : ~ --.·· .. 
36

-'

5

-.... 

9

-.. 

0

.-.. ·+-. ~~~:~}~- ~. -- --- ~~~~j6~ i ; ---... -. . 84 ..•. 3. o~-- ---~---- (~:.:~~~.I 
2000-01 !GrandJurvProCeedings Ch.1170/96 j 227 $ 1,812,095, $ 1,804,629 ! $ 7,466 $ $ $ - $ 7,466 

.... ?~22:2} )H,;n-diC~RP<::9 .. a..~9-~i~ab-1e--dStUde~t_s ____ - -9:.~.~!~!L~i_J_~ _g~-- -T 68:191:228-l_?_~ 37,161:9s·4·j]~-~--:~ 3_1,023,244 ----s- ·-----· ___ ~! ?_93,011 1--·s·--_ ---------~!~~3!.Ql!___! s ---~- - -IL ___ - 31,i:i~:~~2-:~.~:: 

~6~~:~~ 1 6*~-~~:: if~:.~- ~~!)~ro-~~ ... A-ct:~~fOr:~ _ ______ _ _____________ ... . . ~){· ~:~~!~ ___ i .~i~ ---+ ~t-~·~!~-~~-~ \ t- _ 14'~i::-§~!~. -l---l--------1~~~~~~- ~:- 1' 10i:-~-~-~--j- ;- -:- - 1 ' 10_~'._!I~·-+-~-- __ ------ 3_,_9~~ j---~---·-- - (~:!~~) 
200--0~~--~ _ .. ~=~-~~3r~ci~tt~~,~=ri~~-~~;-ti"P~~s:--out-o_;_-~?176 -1 -·1s~~-~f}=--- 14,?.~t.??7 j' $ -- -2,787,-0CiDT$~ ______ _!_!;_884:f$L·--$-_=:- s,~4§~~-si-,[ $-- ---US3--,468 j1~- -3,59i,8i3--1 s· 

_.--32.2.2-01 __ J~!?!E! __ fl.ll_~ntal Health Serv_ices _ ------- ------·--- Ch. 6S4/96 -~l-......... J __ $__ _ 9,999,~_?~ li_ 248,697 !.2. -----------~!.!~..9!.~~-~ _ ~--- 614 $ ------ .. ----·-- ____ §~~J $_ __ __ __ _________:__ _i__ ___ 9,7S0,4~ 
2000-01 Sexuallv Violent Predators Ch. 762/95 17S "T $ 8,540,313 i $ 8,379,743 i $ 160,570 $ Sl0,604 I$ 510,604 i $ - $ 160,S70 

2000·01 Total ! $ 136,654,796 I $ 83,790,3S4 I $ 52,864,442 $ 15,152,306 I $ 8,887,925 i $ 6,264,381 $ 46,600,061 

1999--00 AbsenteeB<l__l_lg~s.: __ !.??~!~E?_f!_b_y_~_r~c_j_~--- _j~~.?f.9.~ _ _ 248 IL 28,513 I$ ______ J~}_!~-1--$- 4,799 $ -------·---·--:-1_§__ _ ______ ----=--1i___ - I$ ----- -~~?~-~-
1~_~9-00 Animal Adoption 1'Ch. 7S2/98 •• 213 ___ J $_ -~,_3~5_§7,069 ls 13,566,5S __ "!_._$_ --------- _ -------- 51!)_: _?_ __ 3,S22,28S $ 1, 7_49,_~~Q .. J..? .. _______ }_,772!.~'!?_J.:L___ (1,772,330) 

1999-00 !and Case Management Ch.183/92 j 177 $ 2,061,037 $ 2,023,S58 I$ 37,479 $ 587,701 I$ 587,701 $ - ! $ 37,479 
>Domest1cV1olenceTreatmentServices-Authonzat1on i , ~ I · i 

19. '. 9-oo Firef·'' .. h ... '.~. rE: .... ~-.?DE~r-~!-~~~-~_p~ic_i~ .. Ch. 1S68/82 '__ 23 _L_. _______ __h_g~~_'._~.§-~--. .J.-$ ......... -------.·.}. _ _,g.·.' .. ·.1. '.·.'.····6····3·.··.·.· ... ·.1···.s ..... ·.·.---- .. ·. . . . $ 1.3·6. ,1. 3. ' I $ . _ .. __ --.-~.9~.:? .... 9 ... s_ . . -.$·-·-·- ________ } .. .!( .. ' .. ·3···4·······1· ?... _(~_!-_4. 34)_, -~~-~~:~_g ___ §!a_f"!9JuryProce~dings ____________ Ch.1170/96 227 i $ l,S9S,32S i $ 1,587,332 $ 7,993 $ - $ -1 $ - : $ 7,993 
1999-00 Mandate Reimbursement Process ________ _Jch. 486/7S 41 I $ --------s.248,634"!$-- -----"5,248,03_4 ____ $ _________ -------- ------- - -----~-$- -u5T5i1 $ 114,140 '. $ 1,111 ~$- - (l,lll) 

1999-00 l.~e_aci:: _Office~s Pr_(}~~u_i:_al ~_i!!___?!_~r~~ _JCh. 46S/76 ·--.· ··.-.... 1 .. -.. '.-.. '--...... ·.· .. ···E'-... $ ... -----.· 14. ,.4. 7. '-.·.5. 5. 4 .. _L -4-:-461.~.'.3"5 --s. - - ---lci,6i7:16s- s·---- ----·s:sa·g·;o-g·o- ·--$-- - --s:ss2~3--os· ~ ""36,iss" $ -.. - ·g;gs·o,38"3" 1999-00 :Perinatal Services !Ch. 1603/90 L _~ _ $ 811,698 $ 811,69?_ i__ _ _ ____________ $__ 1,488,386 $ 1,402,610 ! $ 8S,776 1_$___ (85,776) 
'Seriously Emotionally Disturbed (SEO), Pupils: Out-of- ' - - -- · · · · · · · ·--· · ·----·-·-----------·------- --- ---- -- ---- ---·---·--·--·-·--·---·1·-·-- ------------- ------------·------:--- ---- - - .. - --·-·----·--

1999-00 _!State Mental Health Services iCh. 6S4/96 L _ 19} .. ___ ?___ ~'-~~§~~9-~--- ___ 3~~,-~!? __ L?____ 6,097,097 _$_ i_ _ I $ _ ! $ 6,097,097 
1999-00 'Sexually Violent Predators 1Ch. 762/95 ' 175 $ 8,243,006 8,224,S93 I$ 18,413 $ 9S2,022 $ 9S2,022 Is ----=-rs- - 18,413 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 
Schedule 62: Local Agencies for lS·year Paymerit Plan Pursuant to Proposition lA 
Propositiori lA specifies that all claims must be paid by fiscal year 2020·21 Page 21 of42 103
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2003-04 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYAB_~E (A(P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) -- """". ---- .. ________ _, -legal Program I ____ . _____ _ 
Fiscal Year _ P~~~~~-f!l-~.~-f!l~ -I' R~!~r~~E~ Number 1 Progra~- ~?_sts . less: Net Paymen~si A/_r:_ ~-~!lance Establrshed A/R Amount 1--~/R Bal~mc~-----1·- Net Balance 

1999-00 SIDS Training for Firefighters Ch.1111/89 180 I $ lOS,659 : $ 105,659 ; $ $ 14,707 $ 13,726: $ 981 $ (981) 

i 

1999-00Totafl Is 53.577,267 i $ 37,393,803 I$ 16,183,464 $ 12,705,581 rs - 10,776,649 i $ 1,928;93.iJJ 14,254,532 

~_i 1998-9_9 __ j~n~~-a-~-~-?.?.P!.i_<?n _ _ _ _ .. .J~~:.??f/98 _ _l__ _ __l_!L __ ~ 2,531,9_0,~ ___ $__ 2,531,909 I $ $ _________ l,329,182 Li_ -----------~18,3~3 _$________ 410,: 
!Domestic Violence Treatment Services - Authorization 

1998-99 \an~ __ Cas. '.M. ·.'.".·.·.~-~. ~1!1 ... '.·".·.·'.··.··.-. .. _____________________ __,ch~ ~8?/~2 .... } .. ?Z_ .. -..... ,. $ ....... ____ 1,860,575 $ 1,833,?~3 -~ .... $....... _ 26,812 ,_$.____ __2~643 $ __ .. ----~-~.~6 .. 4 .. 3 _S_.. -.. - ... -. __ _:__j.'_ $ ... __ 26!g~ 
1998-99 '[Investment Reports !Ch. 783/95 161 $ 4,004,788 $ 4,004,788 L~~~--- - $ 38,458 $ 27,831 $ 10,627 ! $ {10,627) 

1998-99 _f~-<l-~-e-~:)~f;~~~~:~~? ... '.·.·.'.·.· ... ~:.~~i!.~~°"'f..'_.lg·h··~~ ...... ··. ·-.·.-.. -.. -.. -.. C.h. 465/76 -- - '18']"' ..... rs_ - _1_4!~y_g,_~.~.?. ,_L 3,439,305_-_i ~. 11,030,883-- .... $ 5,~?7,~~§_ .t _:-__ 5,267.106 l $ -- -.. -89,910-lt- - - . l_0,~4_Q,9~? 
1998--99 !Regional Housing Need Determination Ch, 1143/80 55 : $ 1,323,819 ! $ 1,323,819 i $ $ 647,104 $ 481,403 i $ 165,701 $ (165,701) 

l5eriouslyEmotiona11Yb'fStUi-·b'eC!'(S'E'D);·1,-LIP-ilS:--out:o1.-- --- --- -i- ···----- '. - -- :-- - - ---" -- ----1 -
1998·99 !state Mental Health Services Ch. 654/96 191 $ 4,900,892 i $ 249,311 ! $ 4,651,581 $ - i $ -1 $ - i $ 4,651,581 

1998-99Totall I$ 29,092,171 I$ 13,382,895 IS iS,709;276 _____ $ 7,587,403 I$ 6,910,326 I$ 611,011 l S 15,032,199 

1997·9···8· I.' .. ". v. e_stm~!_!.t __ ._R_epC?rt_~ .......... ____________ __ _ ......................... j~h:.-.-.-.? .. ~. 3.]·~-.5~.----.:_.----.·.L. · .. ·.---.:·--161 . ]._i_ 3·,0·8· 1 ..• 6 .. 40 .. 1. s _i,25~,(557 ___ S --.·.---------- __ }_~f~~?--·-.. s ...... _______ --·~_!___.,®-.' .. ·.·· s. . ·4···2·,··9·5· .5. $ -... • .•. l.}_<t ___ ~S .· ·--- ~~ · · .. ':'.~9.?t:~ .. R~!!n~!-'i:~e_l!lent Process _

1

'Ch. 486/75 j_ ___ 41 ___ ) $ _____ .. ?~.?~1_}~4__.i__ 3,841,394 _i____ _ __ $__ .3?g!}3.~-- _?___ _f._2 __ 6,466 '~' $ ____ -~ $ 
pen Meetings Act !I Ch, 641/86 ! 202 ! $ 5,881,449 i $ 5,875,788 i $ 5,651 $ 11,613 $ 11,613 i $ - $ 

1997-~98 -iPeace Officers Procedural Bill of Rights -- C'h:'46'5]76'·" t - -----w'?-rs 12,868,309 I$ 3,269,388 I$ 9,598,921 s· 3,359,034 1 's 3,3'59,Ci.34-rs- ---- -------=- $ 

16,849 

--·:·1~~;?~~.i! 
-----~·~?§_!_ 

9,598,921 
1997·98 Totali I $ 25,672,792 I$ 16,043,227] $ -9,629,565 $ 3,652,061 ! $ 3,640,06ST$ 11,993 I$ 9,617,572 

~:::::;~ 1·:~:~~J!~W;i~i~~;~em·en·t·pr·oc·ess-···-·-
1995.97 Peace Officers Procedural Bill of Rights 

-1~: ~mi; -1- 1
:,, -11 ····· ···· ::Ht:r~11 ·· :.ii~::i-}~.1 'ii:~:~ ! . . "::::!!~11· i·::::m11 ··-··· ;~; 1 l ··· '}~1ri~1 

1ch, 465/76 f 187 is 13,976,9671 s 3,578,658 Is 10,398,309, s 2,223,8261 s 2,221,701 ; s 2,m I s 10,396,184 
1996-97 Tota1r $ z:7;·5·sz,575 i $ 16,983,779 I $ 10,698,896 $ 4,378,739 I $ 4,376,437 I $ 2,302 I $ 10,696,594 

!.~~?-~.9.? ..... L~_a::i..~.~!e Reimbursement Process 
199~:~§ ___ J!:~':'.~~-Q-~fi.~~rs Procedural Bill of Rights 

_,~_h:..??.~Z~~ __ . .l. _ 161 ...... J_S __ .... _____ 488,976 LL 444,101 ] s 44,869 ,_i_ - - --~-~- _ ~,Q~§ ·U---- ___ ......... ?cQ~§J .. ?.... __ ·_l.1____ 44,869 

~:mm, 1 -~~ 11 ,}:~fi:mn ;:m:1~t1t~ _,,Q,_9,649_ ! '·~;::m rt- ~~It ,~:m11 .. ,,,;:;::~; 
1995-96 !Investment Reports 

1995-96 !SIDS Trainingf9rEiTE;!fighters 
1995-96 Total $ 1s,852,389 1 s 6,101;s111--s - 9,144,518 . s 3,188,766 1 s 3,164,166 1 s 24,600 1 $ 

1994-95 Business Tax Reporting Requirement 
1994-95 Mandate Reimbursement"-PrOCCs"S- -

--199--4-::95 .... -- ·pe,;·ce Officers Procedural Bill of Rights 

E~ .. ..!~-~~I.~~- "---1··: ... : 1 .:=LL 4,719,935 _i__ 4,719,93s s ____ L 130,m s 12?,.2.1.1 .. i .. s...... •· .. Tsao ff 
iCh. 486/75 41 is 3,097,183 s 3,079,535 s 11,648 s 201,105 s 199,020 Is 2,085 s 
1ch. 465/76 --- - - 181 --i ·s -·10;0T8·:;::15·s--, ·s- -- - --·2>1·1·6,091 ·1s 7,542,877 s 2,220,331 !-s- -i;i74~i12--1 ·f 4s:·Gi9-- .. $ ______ .. _ 

1994-95 Total i s 11,836,086 i $ 10,215;S6_i_I s 1,560,525 s 2,5s2,213 i s 2.491,009 I $ 55,204 ; s 

1992-93 I Firefighters' Cancer Presumption 
· ·f99·2~9·3 ·--rr·e·~;;·;;~·;i'·A·i~·~·;;:;-oevi~e~ 

1992-93 ISIDS: Autopsy Protocols 

lch. 1568/82 i ---~----l_L 4~3~~§? Ji$_ ~~-?;3Q.~_:_-

1
' ... ?..... _]~..!::_~-$-- ----~:_----48,175 1-s __ 48,1751_?___ .... : .. L.? ... 

- /~~:·8955/89 -~-- 121~ --rt----- -- ---~-~~:~~~ ! ; -~§-i:ji§-1--~- 793-t- -- 2'~~~ ~-- -- -----?"si .. , .. ~-- ... .. 
2' 25~ it---

1992-93 Total] 
1991-92 Mandate Reimbursement Process - ----!Ch. 486/75 

Structural aild\r..1T1diana·yi;:eTfg}lter Safety Clothing and i 
1991-92 Equipment iTtl 8 Cal Code 

1991-92 Totali 

1990-91 !Handicapped and Disabled Students 
1990-91 Totall 
Grand Total I 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2003·04 and Prior Years 
Schedule 82: Local Agencies for 15-year Payment Plan Pursuant to Proposition lA 

Proposition lA specifies that all claims must be paid by fiscal year 2020-21 

Ch. 1747/84 

I 
I s 2,113,116 : S 2,112,06s I S 1,051 S 51,221 I S ---48,968 I $ 2,253 I s 

41 :=rs .... ~:--:· 2,102,1_43 j $ _ 2!}0.~~!i~r-- . $ ___ .. !?-~.~µ.___ 109,451 _j _$ 

7,347,344 i $ $ 293,2791 $ 

~3,981 !L 
64 !s 7,347,3441 $ 284,557 i $ s,122 I S 

$ 9,449,487 I $ 9.449,487 I S - S 446,111 i S 394,008 ' $ 52,703 I $ 
111 I $ 14,952,686 $ 14,840,118 I S 112;555·- s 3,649,063 I $ 3,649,063 $ . i $ 

$ 14,952,686 $ 14,840,118 1 s 112,568 s 3,649,063 rs 3,649,063 ' $ • I$ 
$ 1,031,763,361 i $ 303,939,963 I $ 121,823,3"~18 $ 58.432,333 I $ 49,410,334 $ 9,021,999 I s 

9,119,918 

(7,500), 
15,563 

7,497,258 
7,505,321 

258 

_J2,_2_5_~! 
793 

(1,202) 

(43,~~n 

(8,722) 
{52,703) 

112,568 
112,568 

718,801,399 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010~11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal d Program i -_I _______ - ---·---·-1- I Less: REiCOV(!iE!ir·-[-- I 

Fiscal Year j . ··.- ----·-.. -·.-.. .. . Program Name---------. -. -· -.-.-.. -..... ____J_" ... i ...... Re .. __ f_e_r_~~~f:: ____ ,, .... _N_. "m ___ ber j-·· .· P .. ' .. o .. _' __ '_'_ ~-f~~!~ . . Less: Net Paym.en. ' ... ' .......... ~/~_Balance ._ Establi .. ' .. h. ' ... d .... • .. __ ' __ R 1_---.·.-.. __ . __ , __ •_m __ ·o·---" _____ "_' _ _ . • __ ._'_··R···_· __ · __ "_·_· ___ ' __ · __ ·'_-~-_"_·_· __ ' __ '____ ·'.- ... --- Net _Bala_l_'l .. '.' .. ·.· ... ·.-2010_!_!_1Academ1c Performance In~ Ch. 695/00 305 ! $ 383,245 $ - $ 383,245 $ - $ - $ · ! $ 383,245 
201o-11 I Agency Fee Arrangements ------- .. (h~893/oo :- 269 -! $ .... - -- 8,679 ;T i;OCfo __ i_$__ ~ · $ -- --- -- ----=- $ - - -- ~ ·

1 
·s·------ -- -- ----=-[$ ---- :i,679 

2010-11 -1AIDSP.e"ntionln>twctlonll.. .·.···.--------------.. Ch.818/91 __ ;_ 250 ___ j_s ... - 1,300,948; $ - 1_,_·_QQQ _ _L?___ 1,299,948 $ _ _ ________ :_. __ . ___ ? _ .-.... -.... ~ .. - i $ ___ - '·1--~-- 1,299,948 California State Teachers' Retirement System (Ca!STRS) : i i ' 

2010-11 Serv'iceCredit _ -------------- ch.603/94 -[' 286 _$__ 48,564 $ _},OOojs_ .. _____ 47,564 $ _ ____:_JS __ ---=---t-------------=---c ... -2- 47,564 
Caregiver Affidavits to Establish Residence for School , , i 

2010-11 Atten~an_c_e __ . . .. . ________ !ch.98/94 ~ __ 172 $ 507,658 $ 1,000 $ S06,658 S ___ b$ _ -$ . ~J .. s ___ 506,658 
.. -~Q!Q~ll ChartefSchoOi"S_C_ll;"lff- - ---=__~_:__ _ _____ __ -____ -_-_j~~: .. T~.~l~!-=- -278 __ j_l_ -- ___!&6~,628 -$-- i,ooo_~ 1,862;628 $ - ----:- $ .. ,,$- ·· ·· - $- _1,862,628 

2010-11 __ -~h_i!~-~E.l!~.<: .. ~::.? .. _N~_g_l~_c1 .... ~-~porting _1Ch. 64Q{?7 ~Q~-----·---~-.?...... 13,640 i_i_ ___ _::_1_~ _ -~?·_~4~ ,, .. ~------ ____ - _$ ___________________________ ____:_t_i__ _ ______ _-_J?......... _ ____!_1-640 
Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ' i ' l I 

2010-11 Agreement D_~~-~_l_!:'._s_u_r_~_" __ -----------------------·-- th 961/75 __ _____!_2_ _[j_ _}_~!~00,707 [ $ -~!2.QQ_J§___ 19,799,707 _i_ _:__;j___ ~~--_ $......... _.i_ 19,799,7Q? __ 
i Ch 736/97, i i i ' 

201q-1~ _J~_!:'._f!l.J.'.lr.~!1-~~-~~-~hool Safety Plans I and II ___ Ch 9~~J 313 __ --1 $_ _ _32 _175,858 µ__ 1,000 f- _3_,_174,85~ ... $ _ ---·---=--i_L___ __ - _L -_J $ _ __ ?_,174,858 

lconrnlldotlon of Ann"'! Po.ent Nouflrnuon/Sohool>lte '1 ! I · 

2010-!!__!Discipline Rules/Alterna_~_ve __ ~~~-'?9!;> _______ ,, ....... _..Ch. 448/75 L 272 ___ _)__$....... 9,407,102 ! $ 1,Q_OO J_$.. 9,406,102 $ :_J _~-- ____:_li__ _:_I}- 9,406,102 
Consolidation of Law Enforcement Agency Notification I I I µ___ I i I 

2010·11 and Missing Children Reports !ch.1117/89 ~ 276 $ 930,888 $ _ 1,000 S 929,888 ..S -~ - $_ 1 S 929,888 

I 

onso1 at10ilofNoffficat1Ciri'to"leaalers P~ I I - - ------- .... __ ---- --- -- -~.- - ----
5ub1ect to Suspension or Expulsion and Pupil D1sc1plme ' 

' ' Records, Not1ficat1on to Teachers Pupils Sub1ect to , 1 
, , _ I 

2·0-·1_·_0 .. :.1_·1 · .

1

?uspens1on or Expulsion II _ _ _ ICh 130§[89 ,_ ~ $ _ .. -- .... '·' .• 1 .. 3 ••. 9 .. 53··· .[_ .. $ .•• -.-.- -- --·--- .1,000 l_-$- .. ___________ ?_~_?.1_._. ___ 2 ___ ,9,.5. 3. '· $·.···· -. ·i·$. ······ .. -.·.I_$ ----------- __ ·_-_-_·-_-. -_: _ _L, .... -.. -.-...•.. 7,712,953 _2Q10·_1_1__]ery"t'~' Ch 917/87 l 209 - L -- 300,245 I $ _1lJllll_ $ 299,245 $ - ____ _ls_ I$ - dL --- 299,245 
I County Office of Education Fiscal Accountability 1 i i 

1 i 

-}~;~11 ~:.~~~:,~:;~~~~~~~'"ent ___ _J~:~;;:~~l- m_ t -~:i~ii~tt= ::t~~~ L -~l -ti -:i=--- ·-It _~___§&11_ 
2010-11. Expulsion of Pupils Transcnpt Cost for Appeals _ ~ l}~j75 _ ----2_!__ _$_ _ ____ ·1·5· ,·1·3···5 __ 1 ~. ___ j. __ $ _______ -----------~-?~.!.3--? ... ..?_ ... __________ __:_li__ ----------.. -. !-.$.. ...... -_] __ $_ _ 15,135 
201Q:~~-- Fma__f_!C~~ndC9f_!!_PlianceAud1ts Ch 3_~1_7? 192 ; $ _________ ?~Q~~-9~f-L 1,000 !_$_ 279,193, $ -1_$__ _ _______ : ..... ?. ___ -+- __ 279,193, 

?_Q~Q-}} __ -~r.:,as!~.a_~_1_£1! .. ~~9_~!!:!':.f!l_e_rgs (On or aher 01/01/2005) Ch. 498/93 1 297 j-_$ }~.?~.?.?.Q.._~B..J_s__ ~1 
$ 265,330,232 $_ _ _ ______ -J _ _s_______________ ~-- ____:_j $ _ ---~??.(?_3_Q~~?-~_, 

___ 2_Q1·····.9···:_1 ...... 3c.; ........ j ... ~-~--~i!_ual Truant _ 0: ... 1 .. ~4/75 __ ~--'_i_ _6,_2 ... -~?!~?~J,$___ _ 1,o __ o_o ___ ·_L. -. 6,_?_.1.~/1J_~- , __ $ _ _ __J ___ -_ -.$ --.---- . ___ - _j_ S ---------_----- ......... _ ___::__:_·$··· ... -.-- __ _h2_~6(~?-~--
---~-o_ 1_9:1 ... 1---j .... H_ ... ' .. ' .. h. ~-choo! Exit Examinati'?!:I Ch. 1/99 26 ___ 8_ _j _ _?._ --~~42,005 ! $ -~ogo. '.$. ________ § ... 8. 41. ,005 __ $___ _ __ ::J $. ·. ·.··· .. ·. ------ _-__ -_____ '.j_______ ~-.·1· __ $ __ .. 6,641,005 

.. ~q1_q_:!~---l~~!"!'':lrl~~~ion Records Ch. 1176/77 L __ ?2 _ -1--~------- __ 4,525,744 $ __ 1,0QQ Jj__ _ _____ ~5_3__4,744 _$_ _ __:J __ ~----- _ ___::__~ --------- _:_ _ _i___ 4,524,744 

2010···1·_·1 __ ... !.r:1:!!1 .. L1~i-~~-tion .. J3.~ .. co-rd_s - Hepatitis B _ . __ ----- _ ~h_:ES_. 1_ 78 _ _J_ __ ~_ _ _ _$_ ---~-645,071. __ $ _ 1,Q .. QQ-1 __ _$ _______ ----~644,07 .. 1 _$__ ----_·-·-.. --.. 1-.. L_______ __--=-.. I ~- ___ -. -.$ __ 5,?~~!.9.?~. 
2010:~:1-- lnterdistrictAttenda_n~_e ~ermits ______ Ch.1]2/?_6 ___ _J __ .. _148 _J_$ ______ ~1?,2~~-' ~-- --~-!_L 4}-§_,_?_~~- :_$_ _::__ $ _ _:_ii__ __:_Ji_ ~}-9 

t~i6~ii- -lj~~;6/~~-~-~~il~~~-;;~c~1 _____ ------------ - .. ___ .... ~i:~~~;4 ---! ----::1~~--·-:·------L~ ... ---~~~ .. \-~-- -------------~i:ggg li-::~-----~~~~~~-j~~-------~~-- ____ :~1:.l-_: ··-- ---·-----...... _·--:::~', ~ --:_-- ---------~--!--~-- - 4·:~::j~~--
~~i~i:-ii---_·=1~;,:i;;;,;;~~~;::~~;"'''~oe~;___=-~ ······- _j{~J~iii~t+s=Jr rn1;~1 mrn ~~gg-ft=m ;;:~~~~FF --~tr:= m __ ± -:-IL •-- ;j:~iH~f 

~0-1_~- __ gpe_? Me·et·ing~A~~t_~~'?~_n __ Act Reform ______ ............ I c_h .. 641/86_ _ __ j_ ____ .... ...2.-."---. ·8··· .. __li_-- _______ } .. :.? ... -62······43. 4 i S ... l.'-.o ..... O.__Q_I S _____ -- 3!_5 ... 6 .. --~.". 34 _$ _______ ------- ... ------=---~------------ -·_·_·_-__ .. j __ s_ --.---.-. _______ __ -_ i $ ... - _____ _?!_?61 __ ,434 ?_Q1.Q:!!__1Phys1c:~1 __ ~9-~~ation Report_s ______ [~~· 640/97 _i _ ---~_!:!5 __ _J_$_ _ ________ 9~Q_O__g____li_ ----------~- .... _____ J_poo __ $ ____________ _::_J_i____ - i S - Is 9,000 

~~i~: ii -~~. :~;'.~~:~~~;~:;:_ .!.~:-----.'.'. ''''' -- -- -·=l~-~.·.-.~.:~-~i~,j~8 _--_-__ 
1 

__ ~-.----~-~. -. ·-.·.-.·.-~.···.i--~·-·--_·-_ --_: ____ ~--~~.:~ .. -~ .. · .. i .. ·.~ •..• J .. !.·.·-~"---- -};~§ ... [f·6-.. r -.;· ..... --.:•_-~-_-==-~--- _1:~-~6 ___ :,J~~.·-·--'"'"'.;---=------ ------~--~: ';' - - ---~-·-_ : .~;.··.··.·_·_----- : r.~.·.-- "_- __ _1,~~ ___ '_ :~~f. ~ 
1 
P_l_J_P)l_Health Screenlng_s ___ --.-- ___ _J~h. 1208/76 f _____ }_6_1:, ___ _j_L __ ??~!-~?Q_l_i_ }-_,QQ_Q_l_S_ _ _____2?~.~-?Q ___ $_ :J_S __ =------ ~ _i_:__ --=-] $ ---788,180 

_J_~_L/P!I Promotion and ~~!-~.ri~1_9_ri ------lf __ h. 100/91 _; ~~~-- __ j_L_ _h?_!:!Q,?:1:~ ) _L 1,_QQQ,_1 .. $- .. 1,889,716 __ $ -1 $ - $ - j.' $ 1,889,716-
Pupif Residencv Verification and Appeals Ch. 309/95 ! 182 I $ 10,283 I $ - - $ ---------u).283- --$- - - -$ .. - -- ------ - i ·s--- ------ -"!"$"- ---10,283--; 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010~11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYJ\.BLE {A/P) :'\CCOUNTS RECEl_\,IABLE (A/R) 
. Legal , Program I ---· ----- - .. , -·-- ---- 1 ""LiisS: Recovered 

Fiscal Year ...••••..•.. · ·.· . . . Program_~ame .... . . . . ... i.---- ~~ .. f._f'.!_r.en .. '.·.· .. J__ __ r:-!_umber.. • p, .•... • .. "m .. ···C·o· " .... s_ ; .. L. ess: Net P(ly_m. • •. " .. "... .. .. A/P Balance,... . .. _Established _~f!l_ Amount _ _ A/R Balance1Net Balance 2010-11 p,p;i Sefe!yNotkes jCh. 491li§_ ~- _lB(l__ f $ 119,811_;j_ __ 1"000l[ $ ~-$ $ $ $ _1lJl&1! 

2.010-1·.1·.· .. P.up!l .. S. "._sp~. ·.".s.ig.-~~.·. "P"lsions, end ''.P·".'.'.·.'.• ... " .... Appea ... ' .. ' .•.. ic. h .. 1. 2. S. ¥?. 5 .. -· .. ·.·_·_·_~, . l?l_ •.. -. •.I·.$. _ 4:-·8 .. Q.~(?·8· __ ? ...• i $ _ __ 1,0_QQ· ... · ... $ .. ·.----- 4,801,6 .. '.2. _$___ _$_ _ ___ $ .. - $. . ____i,8Ql .•. ". 2 2010-11 Removal of Chemicals Ch. 1107/84 57 i $ 89,704 ! $ - $ 89,704 $ $ '$ -1 $ 89,704 
2010-11''"' SCh'0'01 'ACcountability Rep·o-~t car·ds - --1c-h:--1:i6'3/89 171 -rs-- -- 2,654,6441$ 1,000--$-- ------z:m644"''$" $ ~-rs-- - -- $ 2~653,644 
------ -- School DisfrT(iFfSC';:IT'Accountability RepOitfrlfi'ilri(( , · ----------- -; ----------------1 - -- I --- ---- ' - -·--· ----- - ---
2010-11 5.'.!1.J?l.?Y1:!'!~enefits Discl_9~1:1Er:'.... J.~b.:_!QQ~_ 258. ___ : _? 3,195,555 ! $ _ ~,000 li__ _______ ?.~!~~!??5_ ,_i_ ---=--jj___ -=-Li_ ~~-9-~_,?_55 

-~?-2010-~_l_SchoolDls.~~!-~."..?!_ganization __ __jCh.11.~~.f~.Q .. --~li_- .. _____ 7,4~j_ _l!_OO_OJL -~~.9,?_, __ $ ---=--lj_ - [j_ __ _ 
2010-11 ____ ?~~)!~~-~s Screening_.. ____ .... ., .. ___ J~_h. 1347/80 ....... ~~- .L 205,~Q§J _$_ Jj_ _ 205,106 _ _j_ - i_i_ [_$ 

"'"""" .. .-- " " "'" "•-•~"' -- ---- -"'""www'-""""'" - ----'"-""""'"' -----' "" "'""" "------- ·- ' " _____ ,_.,,.,. 2010-11 Student Records ~Ch. 593/89 ~ 308 i $ 242,733 i $ i $ 242,733 $ $ - i $ $ 
2010-11 The5tul1Act Ch.498/83 260 i $ 17,985,103 ! $ 1,000 i $ 17,984,103 $ - $ - i $ . $ 

205,106 
242,733 

17,984,103 
2010-11 Totall I $ 418,17S,4iO I $ 34,000 I $ 418,141,410 $ - $ - i $ - ! $ 418,141,410 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies arid Surpluses 
Schedule B3: School Districts 

~~~.~- ''1:iI~iji J 
3,802,000 I s 866,681 s 
4,600,235 $ 1,105,381 $ """"""'"' ------ '$ - 448,120 ,_$_ 

3,396,996 s ~ ·99·7:·;E~7--- s 
------s93,ii6'1- '$'" 18,020 ___ $_ 

__ $_ 

___ li':?!?~, 

~-
89,765 

2,325 
~,530,753 I 

- 19,_?38 

?J-,475,765 

__34?_!3_62 

~~- ::~:::· 
' I 

_·5····'·4··· 84 I $ ... 2. ·'-----9···9·'· .. Ii_·$· . __ 

·····i· ~- ··················· '.J.J · l_ :LS 
. s . __ :_I s 

2,125,516 

_S?._~-~?. 
3_2,~?2" 
_79!_16_~ 

--~-~ .. ?.?.~ 
8,765 -__ ~ rL_- ______ -_-_ ________=:J ·s--

___ :.J ?... - I s 268,156,436 
- j $ - i $ 4,874,553 

-rs - s -: s .1,6.43 •. 1.6-6 

wwwi~-l .. -_ ------- __ .:-.·:Iz?.:.IJ_~~ ---~[f--- -- -1~~-~f:;_:~--
---=--!L --.... -..• Li. s _ .: .. 1·--~-- 4~?._l~o 

- i $ - ], ~ - $ 997,457 ----=-rs- · -- : s -, s- ---18,020 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 

F_i~_c_al Y.'. ar i_. __ _ ------------ ~E9gram Nam~.. Reference N. l!~-~~-r ... -J~gram .. Cost.~ 1,l __ Less_:_".:l_~_t_!'.!~.'."''.~ .. ~al~n~~--- Established A/R Amount I A/RB .. '.'' .... ". '.e __ i __ Net Balan··" 

Legal Program - ! - j - --- -- ---- ~ess: RecoVered ·r·--------

--~~~: ~~ ~~~~~~~-~-~;~~;~;z~7o~-~--~_c_t Reform --- -~;_:_;~~j;_~ _____ ! - 2~88 --- L ~~;-~_~;:~~~[l_ --~,-645,ooo !.,~ ----~--~;~_~;~~~~ J__ ---- -- _--Lj __ -~l_ __ ------------ --__ : __ --~ ------------ 1~:~~!:~~~ 
,zqg_~:~_Q ___ ~_?ndate Reimbursemi;_l]~-~~9_c_e~~ _ _ Ch. 485/25 -~ __U_ }_?_,_!'A7,869 i_i_ _______ 99!5J$ _ 16,546,874 $ s_ $ 1, $ _____ 4 ~ 16,S_46&?D_ 

-.-.2.-. 00 ...... 9. -1.0 Physical Edu __ ca_ti_o_~--~!".P.?~~~---- -- --_-_--__ -_-_- c_~:_?_._·_4 __ 0 __ !~? _________ .t .......... 1 .. 9, .' .... ···--~-'-- _-_--_-_---_-_____ lQ,?_?_._~-_L?_ ---- --. 1,0''''0' ,0, i $ ---------~,?~~ .. ___ $____ - '---. -.-. i_,$______ - - ___ : _L.$_ - - ' .. -.... · $ ---_ 

__ __ ?_99~-~-~-Q__ Prevailing Wag!__!late ____ _ __________ ---------- _______________ !Ch, 1249/78 _ .?.9:7 ________ , _ _? ____ ----------- 22,223 $ __ _ _ _________ $ ____________ ,, __________ 22,223 $ __________ ~- __ $ ---------------------~ $ _ - :__$ ________ _?:_2,223 
-----~O~O Phys·1cal Performan_c~.i:~~-~~ _\-9:!:_97~(~~- -~ __ ---~?? _ -~=_$_ 1,540,3~~-~ 1,~-~~~6~?-~------ 84,788 i_ _ ~~~3?J_ $ _ 1,~ $ ___ . : L __ 

·-.···.2(] .. Q.9 .. -10. l~pil Health screenings ___ -_·_· __ ·_· __ ·_·· ____ ·_.·.··_···.···.----- ------------- -... !Ch .. 1208/76 _ -----~-~1 __ __;. __ $ ---------------~~Q~. $······- 746, 761 s ___________ }?_9.~?~:? ___ ,_$ ________________ ---. -.--. ·J_._f.s ·-· . __ : ___ -- __ - ! _$ _________ -·- ______ -----=-1_L. $ .. --~§-~3 _ 
___ ?_qQ_~:_!Q__~pil Promotion and Rett;ntion __ ------------ ---------- ------- ____ f~IJ.:_100/91 _ ~ _Ll_ ~!?§!&~!J_S _ 1,073,998 , $ 1,693,8~3-· $ ------=-tt=--------- __ -li_ -_I_?,____ 1,693,843 

, __ ?_O_Q_~-_1_q r!JP!~-~-E!~~~-E!D.~X,-~_!:_rification and Appeals '~~: ?-9~l~? ____ ---·-------}?.?. ___ li_ 113,910 )_$__ -~~! _ _!___?__ -- 112,929 .L --~ -i _$ ~-~-_.LL -----1i_ -- .!.~.?-~~-~-~-

;;;;;; _.lc.~ .•. :~.;'.~ .. :.,;;;;;;:~;"''':;;_,;:~,P"'''o"-~PP'~~ ~.; ;. ;.;~.~. i.---:.~ .. ··.·-::.

1
1.-----_·_ :;; ••:f ; ____________ :.;;: ; s.1:;_:_;._;; I ; ~;;;;~;~; __ 30.:3.--.-.. 9 .. 5 ·-~! ; _.-- 1. ; 30,3~5. -~ ~;;:;~ 

2009-10 SchoolAccountabllltyReportCards ICh.1463/89 171 : $ 2,365,488 !$ _J $ 2,365,488 $ - $ - I$ - I$ 2,36S,488 
-- --- jSCflOOTbistrictFTsCalAccountabilityReportingand ·r·----------------------;-----,-. ------ - ---:-- - ,- --- ---- --- - ------- ----- ----]- --- · 

.... lQQ~-10 ~Employee Benefits Discl9~_1J_re ----·- Ch. 100/81 I 258 __ j- $ ____ }!.~-~~812_li___ 2,666,881 I $ 7-~~,254 _ $___ __ - i $ _ - _I __ S _____________ .. __________________ ~i____ 79~,~54 
__ ?_9Q~:-~_Q __ J ?S.~2£~.!?!.~..!~_i_c ____ '_···_~_··-~o_rganization ________ _j_f_h._: -~-~~?f§_Q_ ___ ±------_·_-----?·~--......... $ • . . 1,019 It . 1,00Q J ... -------- ... 19 $ . =rs= --1--.?-_._-_-------------.. -. -. -.... ;-. S 19 
2009-10 ScoliosisScr~e-~ing___ _ _Jch.1347/80 ____J_? _ _ $ __________ _?~9~~'.!!_ $ _ _ __ 1,000 $ _12~~~_6~'.1:, $ ---------- ____ __ - I $ $ _ ----------~ i $ 3,291,644 
200222___ Student Records ---------j~-~~?.~~~-----· l -~-J_$_ _ ___ 2_~~!_1_6_? _____ _? __ -----------------------------=- _$____ 224,162 $ +·_? ------- -· _____ ,, _____ - J_S _______ _:_J__? ____ _____ ??~!~~~ 
2009-10 TheStullAct Ch.498/83 260 i $ 19,781,136 I$ 18,244,203 $ 1,536,933 $ - $ - I$ _-1-s 1,536,933 

2009-lOTotal I I i $ 429,909,472 I$ 77,683,407 l $ 352,226,065 $ 71,748 I$ 9,636 $ 62,112 ! $ 352,163,953 

2008-09 1Academic~_E!~f2'..~?~~~--~~-d_t;~ ------------------·-·-- ·- -----~-~--1---~--LL ___ _l_~~!_Q_§.QJ __ $ ___ ------------------.. -------·-----! $ 125,080 $ ______________ : __ , __ $__ _ ________ .... $______ - I$ 125,080 
2008-09 !AIDS Preven~_i_9_~_1r:is_~~IJ~_t_~9_r:.!~----------------------·----·-·-- .. - ......... ,1Ch. 818/91 ! ~--LL 1,5~~(.Q3?J_ $_ _ !~? .. 8?P?_?Jj_ _.j_ __ ____ _ _ 5,161 ti__?_ -~f~~?- __$___ 1,049 I $ ________ (1,049 

2008-09 !~;~~~~~r!~;~t:.~-e-~-~~:-~:~--~-:~_
1

::_:~-~~--~~~-~:: .. '.~~-'~--~~5--~ ~-~-: __ ?_93/94 __ [ ___ ~ _
1 

$ _ , _l_Q~f~-6~ _i _s __ ?~.!-~-~~--J..?......... _ 18,370 _$____ _ __________________ ___:__ $ _ __:_i _ _?____ __ ~--- 18,370 

lD08-09 l~:;:~~:~,:ffid•"t;to~;t,~l,;hRes'''"" foe Sohool Ch 98/94 ! __ m -~ ........... 6.1;!,_2_~3 _$ __ _ _ 598,478 ~ 15,805 , $ _1!.~_?0 _? ___________________ .. !~.!?Q,.l.L_______ J_L 1?,_?_Q?_ 

2008-09 Charter Schools !, II, Ill ____________ _____ _ __ _ __ ------,-~-~:..?_§}.[~? ............ ........ ----3:.~ __ Jl 2,559,473 $ _ !_J_6_?:P_2Q __ __$ _ 1,192,45? __ ._$__ _ __________ ----=----$- ______________________ ----------=---~' $ __ - j _$ __ _____ !.~!.~~_?~ 
Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ' i , ' 

_ _lOO?~Q~-.-··. ~.-~~!"._E'._r;i_e._~_t _ _!?_i~E~2~~EE'._ .. _ .... _ -·---·-- lch. 961/75 11 ____ __] _$ ________ }_?_.(_1. __ ?_Q .. '_!_?7 ii__ .. _ 2_,_1_13,53.9 I $ _ 19,446,588 . $____ __?O,_?_?_~_J_$ ___________ ---~2!.?.? . .9 ..... L___ 8,439 .Li_ __1~~38,~-~ .. 9 .... 
2008-0~ __ _fomprehensive School Safety Plans ~736/97 223 J _$ ~,}_:1_3,_~QQ ' $ _ _?,~~~5~Q_Li__ 495,S50 ._i___ 7,808 !__?_ 5,918 -~-- 1,890 J _S_ '.193~?_6~ 

!Comprehensive School Safety Plans JJ: Discrimination I i i • ' 

~and Harassment Policy, and Hate Crime Reporting iCh. 890/01; I , I I I 
.. 200.8-09 to"'"'" __ m_m rnrnrn ·-- --1ch.S06/02 _r_311_ ! $ m.m3,616 ,_L _:_1_L 3,616.L ~-'--- -,J 

!
Consolidation of Annual Parent Notification/Schoolsite i j i I 

2008-09. !?!~~~p!ine Rul_t'.:s/Alternative Schools _________________________ Jf_h. 448/75 -. 1
1 

_ ____1_?:~ J $ ______ __!_Q,098,477 l_L 10,092,~_40 __ $ 5,837 ,_$______ ~65,4Q? -1-?- _ ~___?__ 
Consolidation of law Enforcement Agency Notification I ! 1 ' 

200~-~_9~ __ !_and MlssinTg Childr<;_n_ ~!".E?.~~~----- jch._ ~-~..!.?!?~~---j'--s ____ 891,533 I $ -. I ... ~-- 891,533 ._$ _____Jj_ 
'iConsolidat1on ofN"ot1ficat1on to leachers: Pupils i j , I I I -

Subject to Suspension or Expulsion and Pupil Discipline I ' ' 
i Records, Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to ' 1 

l----_?.0···08-0~- Suspension or_---~-~e_~. -~ ... i.o_o_l_I ____ ----------------··-- _lch 1306_(89_r---- 292 - _ $___ ______ 8,511,·9···8·~.··.-'--s ............ ·_-­County Office of Education Fiscal Accountability r 
Reporting Ch 917/87 I 209 $ 346,268 $ 
Criminal BackgroUrld Checks -1ChS88797 183- -:$ "697-;261 $ 

·2008-09 'Criminal Backg;:o·un·d Checks 11 Ch 594/98 251 ---,$ -36-8-;Ei52-f"$ __ _ 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule 83: School Districts 

1,659,42~_.J __ s __ _ 

~~~~~-~1J-l __ 
3S5,003 ! $ 

852,S6! ___ $ 

60,769 $ 
----- 33,909 . $ 

- 13,649 $ 

------~-1,049$ 

- s 
" --- 825 $-

------- 1,055 I S 

'$ :f_ 
$ 

Ci._ 
- 82S : $ 

- - I$ 

_:_f-
~s~(?!~Jj_ 

JL 
1,0491 $ -

~-'---' s 1;o"SS __ l_s _____ _ 

~.§_!?_ 

(847,9_8_2)_ 

891,?3~--

851,51?_ 

§q,769 
33,909 
12,594 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Less: Recoverecr·-i I Legal Program --- I ·~ 

~c:!~-~~ar -1-------.·.. . _ _ _ Program N.ame. -----.------- ........ .. ___ ----- l _ ~~fereri~-. Number 1_ Program ~osts -.· ~-~~s .. '. " .. ".P•. __ V:lllents _.. A/P Balance Estab_~i_s_~E!-~-~/R _ _ ___ Amount 
_?Q9_~-09 ~~tf~r!:11tial Pay and Reemploy'!'~~~----------___ iCh. 30/98 253 _ i $_ 2,996 lj__ __ ___ 2,000 $ ~~-j_ ___ ______ $ 
2008-09 Expulsion of Pupils Transcript Cost for Appeals iCh. 1253/75 ! 91 ! $ 13,929 I $ - $ 13,929 $ $ 
2008-09 IFinanc_~!~.rl~_S.<2'.1'.IPl_i~_nce Audits ________ jch. 36/77 _j ____ ~_9-_? ______ L $ 439,129 ! $ ___ ?_73t?91 · _$_ __ 65,338 ,__§__ .. ____ 2,17_?_j_ 

A/R Balance I Net Balance 
__:_Ll_. ... 996 

· 1 $ - 13,929 
2,~7_? __ j_ 63,163' 

I I ! I i 
~~QB~9~---1Graduation _Re~tu_~~-E;_f!:~~!_sJOn or after 01/01_/?_Q,9_?)_ _ j~h. 498/93 I __ ?97 ( $ 261,471,058 t $ ___ ?_?,675 $ 261,4!~r??3_ , $ $_____ __:_;j_ ______ .. ~__I_$_ 2~!~418,383 
2008:.Q~------ _!:!,~_!;i_~t-~_~I Truant .. --------------- ________________ __j~!!: .. ~}_?~/?5 _L_ __ ~--~ ............. ?!?Q?,?34 __ jj_ 1,452,0?_? __ _$_ _ _ 5,353,546 $ 1!233 _L _____________ -~_L_S______ 1,233 Li_ _ 5,35221-_3 
~.9.~:Q~ ___ _j!-J_~g_h School Exit Exa_n,:ln_~!!?!:l_ _ ___Jf~. 1/_99 268 ..... -f, $__ _?,755,202 ~ ___ ????!?}'!_ j_ _ 1,978,9_?.? .... _? __ $ ____ ---~1-$- _____________ -J_ $ __ 1_!_~78,968 

. '. o··o·····s· .. -09 -~. '.m·m····.".!1!.~.·.··'···'·9~-~-e .... ' .. o·.'· ' .... ' •......•..•..... · ..... ------·-- ________ . !Ch. 1. ~.?l..?_? ______ , ·. _ }_·'·.·· .. --'-"--.. $ ------·---~L~.6._?_.~~?? .... ··. _$_···· 4,61 .. 4,0. ~ . .? ... _ ?.... -.. ·. 48. , 783 _j_. .. _____ _1~! 7}6_ .. $ . ___ .1.±.~_9._ ?___ _ 14 .. ,6. 17 ..• ii_. __ _ _ -.-- ~4,1. 6.-". 200_?:._Q~--- Um111unization Reco_~ds :_l_:l~p-~_t!_~is ~ - ____ _JC_~·- ~?5/78 j_ ~~o __ __j $ __ 5,708,071 _i -- 5,59?,176 $ -- ~Q_Q,?95 .-L ~? j_§ 2,366 tr-- 6,970 µ_____ __ ~~?? 
2_Q_08-09 !.!!!!~r~_!Els_t __ ~_~t__e_ndancePermit~----- _ __jfb,: __ ~_7}:(~? ____ ! _____ ~_[__§ __________ ~?~,_?_Q!__i_ ______ ,,_ _) ___ _ 363,?,Q± _____ ?_ _ ______ -LS.... - $ -_!_$ _____ ____i_§_~~g~ 
]-_90~ .. ·.09 __ ;lntradistrict Atteri~?0.-~~- _ _J.C. h. 161/93 _ .. _1?3_ .... -[·_i_ _1_~ .. }-.1.,§_Q9_ . $_ 3,607,4···'··· ·.- ~- __ __ 824,121. -... $. _ 12, .. 3 .. 23 lj_.. .. '.·.· .. ' .. .'??__~ __ __ 4!~.?~ i S 81.9, .. 9. 55 
2008-09 v~ye__11!!_e_ Court Notices_I) __ ------ --- -- ___ J~~- 1423/84 I ~ 155 ~- $_ 1,256,53~ .. ? 1,094,166 $ - }62,371 $ _ _:_Li_______ - $ - ---1·? __ -- 162,371 I 

2008-9~_ ---f~andate Reimburse_!l1_e__i:_~ __ P:?~~ !Ch. 486/75 .. r-- 42 __ ~ ~9~9,1_4~-j i_ ___ ---~~~?- S 15,985,605 ... ~ ____ _:_!j_ _ ____::__ $ _::_j_ 16,9?_?,~9_5_ 
: I I 
'National Norm-Referenced Achievement Test ' I . 

]-008-09 11~?.r!'.!e~'.y __ ?~~ndardize.~ .. T!~-~!_i:iga_11_d ReportingJ?!~-~)) 1Ch 828/97 j 265 ___ $ ___ ......... ~?,_Q?~ -l_i_ --·- L __ 6_?_,Q_?~ __ .,_$_ _ ....... :J_?__ ... ?___ _ __ - Li___ _ __ 6?,051 

~~]g~~~Tl~~;~~".---~-~t R_ef~~~.-...... ······· ~:& _ 24,88 -'; 'i~~Li 
4

'0(~::~; L 1~f~.~'.~~.t .... ;. --- -------~."'~ .. -~:.--! ~ --. -.;.. --- __ ~-~~~:::~~=:~:~~j.+ '::;!~::;: 
200_?-09 J!'hysical Educat~on_R::p?_rts __ _ I Ch 640/97 ~-[ __ --------- ~,262 j_ $ ___ ---~/??_2 _ L ______ -_ J _S___ _ __$___ _ __ - Li____ _ ____ 4!2_62 _ 
2003{)9--_~:PhysicalPerf9_r:_manc_eTestS_----- Ch 975/95 173 $ 1,813,?41 S 1,809,170 $ ...... _ 4,671 ___ $ __ ~,260 I$ 1,109 l._$ 3,151; $. 1,520 
200_8_-09 :- JP_revailing wa-ge R_a·t-e .-.-.. -__ -~--- :_.. -feh.1249/78 3o4 -s -- 8-9,256 s -- -- $ - ---3-9):56 ·-s-- - _ --- ------: ! s-- :. 1 ·s-- · : _s __ -. 89,256 
~068:()~----i-PU'Pu He_~,l~_h_~c-ree;:;J~iS"" -- ----" - --- - Ch 1208/76 251- $ - 927~647 $_ 804,471 $ -- ''""ii3;inf ___ $_ ------12,411 is--- 10,089 """If" 2,_322 j s·---- -120,854 

···~~.i:¥1.~~ill~~=r~~'~'"PP"'' -:~:;~;~: ~- :~~- - i ~:]~;:I~ l '·.'···1· 9 • 0'~ 1 1~.·.---~---
2'~~::_~ii __ ·_-~ . --=-~--~~~---;---~-- -.·· .. ---~ -----=-f- ----:-:~69.6;~~~-i 

200?:.2,~ __ J~';!PilSafetyNotices__ -~98/83 , ~- $ _ 87,954 $ _75,760 $ .. 12,194 $ ____::__~--- j_ _!?.c~94 

I ' ~ ~ ' 2008-09 . !.' ... upi.1 .... ~:1-~!? .. _e__i:_s_i_?_ns, E. '.P".lsio!:'.~!-... ~~~ E_x:~!_s_i~n- App~_a.'.'.-- 1Ch 1253/75 • 17L_ $ ______ ?!?.?~,}_O_~ $ __.?_~6~_D,~O~_i_ .. ·.·--·-??~!~?6 --. $ ...... - _ _lQ3-!??? j. i_.... -~?!.?.~?- $_ __ $_ __ 688,·1· .9 .. 6 
]-008-09 JR~-~~~_a~_ofChemic~s________ _ ___ ______ _!Ch 1107/84 _ __2Z______LS 1,148,847 j__ - $ _______ 1,148,847 $ _ _::_Li_ _ j_ $ ~·~4:8,84_~, 
200~:9,9-_____ 1_5-~hool Acco.~nta~i!~~_y ___ ~eport Card_~-~-------------- _ LCh 1463/8"9-- I __ 171 "_$ _____ 2,15.?J~~? __ , __ L _3.~.? .. ?_? __ I_ §_ 2,15.Qr_?_??.~ $___ · j• $__ ~- --~- 2,150,227 

School District Fiscal Accountability Reporting and I ~ 1 I ! 

~!!-~1~1~!:~~~o;~ HH=-~!0 j tis~-l i _!!:!j~J ·· ·· ~~=:~m:~t L ~=-=~-81 · =-~l =---=- -1 -~!tl!t 
2008-09 ]TheStullAct Ch,498/83 i 260 i $ 23,045,261 $ 20,001,947 $ 3,043,314 $ 31,751 $ 9,459 $ 3,033,855 

2008·09 Total; $ 429,143,096 $ 85,097,126 $ 344,045,970 $ 1,197,415 I $ 912,544 I $ 343,133,426 

__ ~QQ_7_-08 !Absentee Ballots .................. _____ J .. ~-~:--7.?!?.~ _ _ _ ! 170 I S ___ _ ________ !~,-~?~ j_ ___!,_QQ_Q ____ _?___ 18,654 S - 1 $ ___ - i $ ~ 
2007-Q.~ ... --J~~-~~_e_'.1_l_i_c __ Performance Index Ch. 695/00 _____ j___ ______ }_D_5___ j-L 117,677 $__ _:_l_L 117,_§?J ... _ _?__ ~_$_ __:___/_$_ 117,677 

-i6~;~~~ ---j1 ·~-~~~-~~;;;n~~~-~~;~~~~-i~n--i1 ___________________________ :_-_::::_~--~:-:.:.:_:::-::--·:·:~.~-~-: ... ~i_~)~----:=t-- ~~~ :_1 .. _~ ______ : -·- µ-o~~J~-~ -
1 
{~ 99i·--i·i----· -- --:-it:?Q~'.~~; __ :f- --- --~·-i--tl=__ --j--r.1 --s~-------· _ --- 1, 10~-:~-i~ 

California State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) I ! 1 I' I 1 I 
2007

-
08 l~~~~i;i:~;~~fcravftS .. to·-E-sta'bTi5h-ReSiifen·ce--fOrSChoOr--jfh.

603194 --j--~--l_i_ 72
'
2

s
9 ]J___ - ---------~----$__ 7-~i.? 5~-- $__ _::_[j____ _jj_ ________ ____:__!_$_ ---- - ~'259-

_?_2_Q.?-o8 _ !.~.t~~-12,~~i:_c_e_ _______ --------------- _!Ch. 98/94 l __ 172 $ 624,944 S 2,_327 _!. $ 6~2,617 $ $ - ! S _ - ) S 622 617 
2001-03 I Charter Schools 1, 11, 111 _____ .. ------------'~b:..!?~/~3 ____ =1

1-=-~- ?_ _h_?40,101 J_ --··3·4,973-J-·s ------------i)ClS~i29 ~ ·s-__ - $ --·s- ---=-is 1,705'.129 
iCollectlve Bargaining and Collective Bclrgilini'ng -- · · · · · · · · · - - j- .. -- ---- ... ---- -----· ---- --------- ------- ----------- -; ---- ' 

2Q0:7___:__Q_L_AgreementDisclosure ----------·----- Ch.961/75 _L __ ______!!_ __ j__ ......... ?:'1!_~72i??~ __ L? 152,9191 $ 24,817,380 $ 2 $ - IS 2 i $ 24,817,378 
2007-08 Com rehensive School Safet Plans Ch. 736/97 223 $ 4,039,484 1 $ 11,297 I$ 4,028,187 $ 3 -$ '$ 3 ! $ 4,028,184 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010~11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) , ... -J:~f :r.~'·=•a~''~"~'~· 
J~ $ 

' ~-' 
Fiscal Year J_........ Pr<?J:E~'!1~.~n:1.~. ______ J __ Reference 

Comprehensive School Safety Plans II: Discrimination 

Program 
Number Pcog"m Co,:-TLess NetP:yment'~. =/P Balance Net Balance 

and Harassment Policy, and Hate Crime Reporting Ch. 890/01; I 
2007-08 Ch. 506/02 __ J 311 --- Jj_ _____ - 3,730 Ii_ 

I . I . 

Consolidation of Annual Parent Notificafion/Schoolsite \ 'I J 
2007-08 I Q~~_c_i_el.~~ .. ~IJ. .. 1.~~/Al~~.rnative Schools ___ _J~-~-:-~~-?!! .. -? ... .. -1_. ___ ___JJ__3__ '_$_ 

Consolidation of Law Enforcement Agency Notification I i 

1 
2007-08 1ar_i_dJ•~i~~!_i:ig_~~!.l_~~~rl~l'.£'2!!~ _[ch. 11~:?/?~ j 276 __ ..!..?: ... 

Consolidation of Pupil Discipline Records and I I , 

- 9,232!_Q~81 s 
891,073 . $ 

2007-08 ior Expulsion 1J Ch. 345/00 291 [ $ 346,400 $ 
I Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension 'i; I 
1 county ornc·e-OrE .. dU-ca·dor1·r:-fs--c·arAC'CO·u·ntabilitv .............. , --- --i--- 1 

_2g_q_?.:_q? __ .. 1~~p-~r_!1_rlg .. _ .... _ ....... - ........ ______ .. __________________________ c_~: ~.!?!??_ j ---~.Q~ .... -- __ ..... L 309,5461 s 
2007-08 ,Qi __ rlli'.1_~! .f?~~~g_r:()_!,!_n_c:! .. ~--~-~,£~-------------------------------------- _ Ch. ??_8(9?_ J 183 _ $ 868,0_45 _j $ 
2007-08 _Crirn..i.rl.~1. ~ackground Checks II -~h. 594/98 1 251 rs- _460,761 ~ 

-2007-6"8 --- E"xp--ulsion .. Of ~.upils_ T. '._~_fl_S .. ~!!E!S .. ()_s_~.i().~ .. ~EiJj~IS ________________ Ch. 1253/75 ~-=91-1--~---- ............ :.- """'i3--;-o54 $ 
~i_n_~.f1~!~!a __ r:i9,ComJ?.lianceAudits l~~-:}§/_?_?_____ ~____,_$_ -~489 $ _ 

I ,__vu• vu _

1

_t::i_'. .. ~.9~-~~.o_r_i.~~~irements ... __ ._._. _________ !Ch. 4~?!_?_~ ___ 
1 

26 1 $ 27,025,365 , $ 

2007-08_j_§E~.d~~-!!£f1 .. ~."..9.l!.~~~f'._rJ,,t.~J.9.f1 . .9! after 01/01/2005) I Ch. 498/93 _ J _ ?.~~ .... J.$ ______ .. ___ 2l__l.!.450,482 [i_ 
2007-08 1HabitualTruant _ ----------.------ -·--.. --·~- ... - .. _.l~h.1184/75 1 _ 166 -~-- .?!_q~-?~~-?.?_J_§ 
2007·.08 . l .. ~i.gh.School Exit Examinati<",)_n _ .. q~::.~19~--.-.. ~:-~±:·----- ~9-~-~!??.? ___ $ __ 

---:·1~~I~.f. J:0~i;:::::~: :::~~:: -"'''""'" ············ ··· 2:m;;~1 .1 fI,i _i_L- ~::~;:!:; ; 
2007-08 lnterdistrict Attendance Permits Ch. 172/86 148 i $ 267 ,572 $ 

-- 2()07-08- 1~t-~ad1St~iC:t"Aite"'rldanCe- ----- Ch. 151/93- , .. ----i.53-- ----TS 4;238,386 \-$-
2007-08 J~yenile Court Notices ll_____ ..... - ... -- _Ch. 1423/84 I--~ Li__ -~,l?~(~Q? .l $ 
2007-08 1Mandate Reimbursemen! P!_()_~~~-~ ----------- -------------------- ].f..'.:.: .. ~.?.§1.?~.- .... l ____ ~ _[i__ 16,426,591 j $ 

I 

National Norm-Referenced Achievement Test ! I I . I 
2007-08 {formerly Standa_r:_d_~~~_d_ !_est~i:ig ~-'.1~--~.".P~'..!!.'.1gJ~!A~.U. .... ~--~: ... ? .. ~?12.?_"'-1----1§_ -~ _ 3,431,2~j__i_ _ 
2007-08 Notification of Truancy ______________ ........................... _._, __ Ch. 498/83 _[___ _____ ~? ___ j ? _ ..... ~?.J:'.!9.!.?04 ;_i_ 

!Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension I J · 
2007-08 or Expulsion --------------- ............... -·--------------~h. 1306/89 -j' .......... _l_?Q__ _$ _______ 6_Q~.1.~~~? J _§_ 

--~_?_~.Q? Open Meetings_~-~~(~!9~f1-~E! ... ~~form __________ ~-~:-~.~~(§§__ .... . ·--~--Li_- 3_,?~Q~.§~ __ LL 
2007-08 IP.hysical Education Reports Ch. 640/9_? · .~~.s __ i $ -~,014 i .. S 

.. ~¥66~~6:.·.-- -~f~jfl~:~~~·~;;~; .. :~est~----.··· - 2: ;~!~~;8 '1: -~. ~~~i~=~:~ff __ --~::~_::~I:~.·.:: __ 
2007::9?. Pupil Health Screenings Ch. 1208/76 261 ; $ 840,766 ! $ 

~~Zi*-1,::;::~~;~;~~;~£;1"~::~o~~~::i,.;,~ ........ =1%. fi~~)};- =E ;~; ]I '~/1 .. ----
20??·.Q~ Pupil Saf~~y-~_otices _______ J_~h. 498/83 _j__ 2~___li__ _______ 23,080 1--$ __ 

-.2007-.Q?_iP.upil Su_sp···_e_i:i_~!!:?_ns, Expulsion_s, ~-~_9_§'xpulsion Ap_peal_~---- Ch. 1253/·7· 5 __ J .......... ,1.J'i... ... -~$ 
-~007-08 [B~m~:r~!__ofChemicals _______ Ch.1107/~4 ---1------~ _ $ 

ich.1463/89 111 s 2007-08 School Accountability Keport Lards 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule 83: School Districts 

' 
. 7 .... ·.o. 11,212 l_s __ __ 

1,377,233 $ 
""2:194,113 -$ 

$ 

~?_'.?.?.~ .. Ls 
1,000 J_s 

3,730 -- ? ,-----

9,214,522 s 2Js 
-- ~-~?..'.? .. ?,~ .... _$ ________ -*----- -+-

• ! $ ' . 

-~ 
- ~ $ 

$ 

3,??-9 ... 

" _?__,_~~,_520 

890,073 

.t~g~j} .. ········l~H~~-+- .i.J; •· ;4-;;~ •~••••···· ::::!:~ 
~:~6~11} --------~:i~~~:~f,_.~_::- ------=-- - "11}__ -- ""'"""~"'-:: ..... = .... tc_-_=: ~~:::::_~::~:: ____ ----~Jf:·:---- ~ 

__ :JJ 346,400 $ $ 346,~9..Q. .. 

'·~1t1 .. ~ .......... ?_7,~.~.:. :: .. ~: . .L. ________ :---~_::= .... -~- .- --=-~ .... -=-.rt- ······-··.-.. ----.·.·.-:--r~.i.·~-.. 2_?~~~;;~~: 
2,117,081 I$ 229,333,401 $ - i $ - i $ - ~$ 229,333,401 

3,299 is --7;cl9·s;15·9·----S" ------1 !_s ______ -- --·-s - ---------------1. s-- 1,095,158 

~:-.-....... ~~-§.~-3~ s 6,938,629 s · _ :f s -· . ... JL -·-. , s &:''':"9 

·1-i--!:~-6{:-~ --·-~ ------ ___ -~:TI·~~f~: ... ~... ... __ ~ ~ ---~~-~~=:- ~~--- --:--1-~ .. -- ---------.. -- __ --~~ .. -11 

... t ~:~~~:~~~ 
- $ 267,572 $ - ! $ - '$ - . $ 267,572 

~-- ·----- """"""""""""""'"""""'"L."'""""-"'"' """""'"""""""'"" 

1,000 \ s 4,237,386 . s -\ s -I s -ls 4,237,386 

..... f.:9 __ Q?_i_$_ 1,158,907. $ _::Ji_ --J-.l------"' ""------=---li____ 1,158,907 

-3,_!?_~-!-?. ------- -~-§<'.:?~.(~Q? " $.,.. ---- ----=---~-- ----=---f- -i ~- ---- ___ }§~~-?--~~?06 
_J_s_ . . 

-?!}??.-1..? ·······;•;_,:;~~· 
34,735 iJ __ _ 

-';:;:; I+- . . ;:m::i6 } 
1,000 I $ --- --------8~0if.:$ 

_ ...... 1~70~ H=:::: - "1,~~~~~~--~~~---~"' -

- "" 3,095 ·__i____ 8_~?.,_?.?.!.~ . ..L 
1~ - 2,7?8,741 $ 

: .. _.::"-1,00~ 1--~ ______ :.-~~-:::·--~~:~~~ _: __ ~------
" -----1-- """"""""""'"'"'' ----...... 

6,137 $ ------vmo "$" -
""3,695 $ 

7,071,075 $ 
1,376,233-: "$" 

---"'2;-1'96,418 $ 

-12.1.L d ~ .... it~6~?~i --r------ """"""""'"'"'" 
. .!. ... f' __ ?_ ... _ 2:.·i__ _ __ __ !p17,656 
----=-.L _______ : ___ ,_$ _______ 3,822,?_~o_ 

~i ~ ------ -; .. ·lf-- ------- 1,90:'.~~i---tr """"'""""'"""' -~!"$"'-:·::·--- }:59&~~-
---------=---L-$ ______ .............. __ __ 2~ __ ----~__3J,669 _:H- ..... ~rt- ,,7~::;:~ 
-JI- ...•..... 'I= 23;0§0 

- ~~ _i._$_____ .!.J .. L_ _2,Q~~!Q.?'.:1. 
.. --Li_ -----=---l?- _1,376,233 

' $ - i $ 2,190,418 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
. Legal Program -: __ ,, I Less: Recovered i 

Fiscal Vear Progr.a~.-rol.<l!ll_e. I Reference ]1 Number f~E_g~_~_f9_~_t_~ ___ j _Less: Net Paym(:)_~!~-- A/P Balance __ Establishe~,,~/~.,- Amount -"- A/R Balance I_ Net Balance 
!School District Fiscal Accountability Reporting and · , · i ~ 

~2. 007. ···o···' .... J~.~.P .... ' .. O.Y .. ~.i:: .. ~ei;,~ftts D.''.'.'o. '."'.e... .•· .. ,1.f·h·,· 1 .. 0 ..•.. -.0 ..• l. 8__.1 r' ..... ~.·.-........ LL.. ·.' .. • .. 2 ... ~~1§.!Z .. l. $ .. ·. . ... 6 ..•. 419 . $ .. _le?:_~_~_,} ... '.' ... $ ·. 2,501 $ ---.• , ?. . .2 ...... 5. 01 ._$_ .. '. ,240,6971 7-08 School District Reorganization Ch, 1192/80 228 i $ 47,447 I $ 1,000 $ 46,447 $ $ $ - $ 46,447 
l-'oB ' S'Coliosis Screening ___ ,__,,,,,, -ich, 1347/80'" " s's' iT 3,358,946 ! s" 13,460 s --- 3,345,486-' '$" 2 $ $' 2 $ 3,345,484 

.~!J??=qs ... St~.(~i'entRecords .. ::=-.. .. .. ~]?E;·5·9·3/89 ... _ - 308 -L? ....... · 124,ii9 ;-s-- _-_ --. ~-L --124,119 s _ · s ----'.T- _:_JS- ____ }24,119 
2007-08 The Stull Act !Ch. 498/83 260 I S 22,168,457 I $ 55,548 S 22,112,909 __ $_ $ - i S ~-Li_ 22,112,909 

2007-08 Total I I ! $ 426,793,121 i $ 2,705,212 I $ 424,087,909 · $ 2,569 I $ 42 I $ 2,527 i $ 424,085,382 

~~t~i~_;~;f~~:~:n~i:;,~,~i[~e~i~n'll___ '"'"""" .-----~~~:~~-~~-~ .... -1. ~:~ _!}· .. 1,56H~Hl- ·-2-0-3,-7-60_., ! ....• 1,::HI!! .. ~4,,JJ ... ·-52-,385 .. ! -1,-9-~~-
1

~c~ .. 1.::H~ 
California State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS)I , i ~--1 

2006
-
07 ~:~~i;i:;;~~~davTiS"t'O"EStablish Residen·cefOr'Sd1ool ]ich. 

60312,~ ... ... j -~--_L ..... ??'-7-22---!L ,. __ _j_ 
87

'Z
25 

· S ---~---11 - ~ $___ _ _______ ____:____ S -- --- · ??'~25 

2006~07 j,~E~.~~-m!.~- .. ~-<:~formance lf15!.<:!~... __ .j_~.~:.?~.?{00 _____ ~-~--l-J--- 1}-___ _ 

2006-07 .. _~!!E!0.cJ_il_f1_<e__________ . ~_h. 98/94 --~'-------..... 1.Z~.. __ 4L ___ --~}._l.}~? .. f ~--- 106,_Q_~~ ... ~ --~ .. ~?--.. .. $. ___ 28,693 _J......... 15,027 S 13,666 ! S 593,552 

f--c····2·0·Jl.?_-07 CharterS·'···ho .. o.~sJ!....... . .. . . . Ch.34/98.... ... 249··· ----: •. ;.-~---...... 2,_~1_9,086 !L 148,060 .$. ,, .... }~}..?~~~. ___ ,, ..... 2._.9.,q3_~_j____ ...... ----- 20,0381 $ ___ E2,162,02~ _ .?,qg.?:07· CharterS_c!:_92~~ .. I!~. ___ ............ ___ Ch.34/98 _ ___I!! ...... .l $ 84,983 L$ .$.. _ 84,983 _§._ _________:J_$ __ ... . - S -_ S _84,983 
--- Collective Bargaining and ColleCtive Bargaining i i I 

20_2.~:9.? '.'\_greement0i~~!2~~E.~ ........ "______ __ Ch.961/75 _______ L. ~l ___ __u_ _ ___3_?!?3.~~?§.q i_$ ___ ~~--~?(?Z.~ L _ ____B2~?~.?9,~ .. .,.$. _ ___ 147,59.~_J.? ..... ---~---$-..... 31,091 $ 24,32~418 
t=foo6_:2!.. r_c?m .. p~hensive5c~-~-~~!:~Y .. ~L<!1:15 ' " "" ·j'Ch. 736/97 __ ;.' __ __l_~} .. , I.$ ---- 3,840,616 ].$ $_,,,,,, 619,014 s .. }~22~,602 _$ ________ ,,~}'.~.?O j ,$_ ------- 44,98~---1--?... 48,349 rL .. _ ,3,173,2~l_ 

1Comprehensive School Sa1ety Plans II: Earthquake ! I I ! • 

2006~71:~:~~~~~:;,~~eEd~~~:~;:;e: '"dU;eofSohool .Ch. 895/04 _[_ 312 1_$ ______ _3._0451 $ J? _ 3,045 _L -=-LL .:_1_$ __ 

I consolidation of Annual Parent Notificatlon/Schoolsite ' ~' · 1· 

2006-07 Jpiscipline .. ~!-!!E!~~:":~!E!rnativeSchool_~ ............. ------------Qt: __ ~~?IZ?, -1-~ --1,.$.. . 9,089,467 _J__ -~,-~13,223 ji___ 7,??6,244 .L .55_'.~µ__ 4?J9'.9:JL ~'~~2 ~--
)Consolidation 01 Pupil Discipline Records and , · / · ' , 

Is 3,045 

7,669,782 __ _ 

2006-07 .kr .. ~~fl_\J_[sionll ..... ,, .... ______ .... ~ ...... --- Ch.345/00 __ .... ~- S 2;s,~~2_ _ _j_ -~ ___ $______ ~I.?1~49 _L__ - j S_ J.$ ______ - _$ 215,949 
INotificati6n to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension 

1
1 ~ I I i 1 !I 

County Office of Education Fiscal Accountability , ! ! 
... Rei_:i_orting ..... www ___ ,. _______ .. __ ich. 917/.~.Z... ~ ___ _J .. __ }71,074 --~ .. .,.. 36,060 2........... 235,014 _ _i ___ ,, .. ______ 15,158 I$,,......... __ 15,158 ! $ ..... --- .. l_i__ .................. ~.?_?_,_9..!i_ 

r--c=~_,~-~-~!.r1.~! .. ~?.~.~~V-~\J_[)_d Checks __ ,,_.. -· ,..,J-~_h. 588/97 J __ lJ?~~ L:'?. _ 814,197 ~ __ .. !?±(?.?? ,$_ 689,529 $ ........ ~.Q, __ 1}_6~_$___ _ _ __ 39,439 .. .L~ .. -........ _:=Jll]_$___ _ _688.z~~?. 
---·-- Crimif!~! .. ~.~~~g!,cJ_\J_[)_dChecksll __________ ,, ........... Jf.~:.:?~-~{~§__l_ _ __l?_!__w------ ...... -~.?!9.?±.J ~ 41,213 _$ _____ .... ?.!?~?::?.! .... $. 6,681 Li______ ----~~-~-? .. 

1 

.... ?........ _lJ~;i__ 512,062 
2~0_6_:-Q?_I Differential Pay an_d_R_~_~plo'(f!l_e_i:i! .......... -------- _ _ _ __ Ch. 30/98 .... J ......... ?'?? ..... ,S __ _b2__!gJ_L ·--~ ~ _ 2,919 _j_ ___________ __h?_Ei_?J .. ?........ __ __::__ j_ ___ 1,262 $ ------~!?!??__' 
2006_::_QL .... J~.~e.1::!.~!.?i:t .. ~f. __ P_upils Transcript Cost fot.'.'\..P..!?~.~.!~.. ~-~-: 1253/75 L_-----2!_ _____ $ ___ .. _,, . ~4,0~9 __ J_j_ ~i $ . ., ......... l:J.,:J..55 __ ,, _$_ __ _ _____ ·_l_L__ __ ___ .......... .. : _

1 
? S ~1 

Bgg_§_:-9.,?_ .. ~.1.r1.~.'.'.~.1.a!_and Compliance Audits ______ ,,,,_ _Ch. 36/77 __ [ ___ ---~-~?- ... , _ ? 3_~6,700 jj_ ---~-~!2.~Q.fT 348,~_j_ _ 16,641_J_$ __ ,,___ .15,51~j_j_ 1,125 S ____ _?47,_?~.?, i 

20Q§:_Q?_ .. , .. <;l!~_d.\J~!i_9_[)_Requirements _____ Ch. 498/83 ~-----±.§ ___________ , .?. .. 65,2_8_~,_!~_j_j_ _ 11,544,_~?_L?... .53,744_~?__§Q____$_ 491,772 $ _ . 3,394 _j__S_ 488,378 $ 53,256,382 

~.006-0_? .. _" §E.~.?~~!i.C?.n .. ~~qu.ire·m· .ents. (.On or after 9..1 ... 1 .... o ... ·.1 .. f.2 . .99 .. 5 ... ). .9~: 49.8/9 .. 3.. L ..... 2. ". .-- " .. $ .. ., ... ,;?}t??O,fi~4_ij_ 3,0. 0 .... 1,·1·0·7·. S "" . ..!?Q1 ?:§9;.?~? ,_ $ $... . ......... --................. : .. ] .... $..... _ _ I $ 170,269,527-

~~~:~; J~~Ji~i~~F~;~~~Y'''0~ ·- mm. =~ft~~ jlJJ: 1t HiH~iih ~:~m.t· u:~:~ii .J - ~~:f1t=- ~7·::~JL H~ HiH~~ 
2006-07 lmmunizationR~<;_o_!9:s~ __ 1:_!~2.a..!~!~~--~..... ~~.:.?'.?.?{?? ....... ~ .. 230_ l_s ........ 5,373,009J.L 908,287 I$ 4,464,722 $ 10,680 $ 8,110 $ 2,.570 i.$. .. 4,462,152 
2096-,07 _ !f1_terdi~_!!:_ictAttendance Permits ____________ _____ _ Ch.172/86 148 ... : $ .... _ .... }24,~?.4 ___ 1 .. $ $ _224,}}_~ ; __ $ - i $ ----- ---- --- "$"" ~ ---------;$- -- -224 i.34--, 

2006-07 lntradist~i~!__A.!t~ri_c_l_aQ~!-- Ch_:__!§_U_~---- 153 =-1 s __ :_- ----4,509,'SiO r·r· - 783,9§~--~I~ ,,,,,J!?~!?:l.:1. __ .}::=-................ Ei?,,?;!3 r~-- S~_?~Q___j_ 6,023 ~ 3,719:8181 
2006-07 JuvenlleCourtNot~.E!-~ __ I.!._ _____________ ............... ,~h:.:1423[8::'._ ______ _!-__?_?_ ___ IL__ 1,176,856 i $ _!?0,7_?,! ____ $_ ......... :1.!2.9§~Q?? . . ?.. 28,_§52 ;L 27,448 S 1,204 $ 1,004,871 
~006-07 , law Enforcement Agency Notification___ ... .. /_c.~:}~.1}(?9 . _ 15_?_ _____ J_j__ 1,656,765 l $ 201,715 $_ _ __ b.~??t9.?9 .. . ? ............. ,??,1!8:. J .S ~-q_,_0}1-:__ 1_1__ 2,157 _j_ 1,452,893 
2006-07 ;Mandate Reimbursement Process iCh_ 486/75 42 I $ 15,562,513 ! $ 3,786 I $ 15,558,727 $ - I S - i $ - ; $ 15,558,727 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

I ! --- ACCQ"iJNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal ! Program ;- -__ [___________ ·1·--------- ! Less: Recover·ecr __ r_ .. ______ _ 

~~~I Ye." ,_____ _- __ Program Name Ref~-rence ___ j Nu_!'fl_~~; •• •. Program ~_osts ---- .. __ L_i!_~~-:_!!_et Pavme .. " .... ' .. ' .. _________ • ___ 1 __ ' ___ • __ , __ l?rt.~-- _____ Establisti_~_d A/R +~----- Amount j'--. A/~ ... l!~l~;--~~t Bala .. ". ce 
!- 200?_~0.? ;Missing Children Repc_>r!s C~-'--~~9/86 ~~ ___ : $ _ 23,761 !_i__ -

1 

_$__ _ __ 23,761 __ $ ----=-+-~- - __ $ ---=---j~ __ 23,761 

I 
National Norm-Referenced Achievement Test 

___ 2_006-07 ___ J!?.r:,ri:.i.~rly Standardized Testing_ and ~~P?E!~1:1JS:J?TAR)) Ch. 828/97 ---i-- 26? ___ _]___$____ _ 3,247,854 [ $ _2_~:9 .. ~~_jj_ 3,226,835 $ - I_~-- _____ -LL __ _::_Lt_ 3,226,~?5 
2006-07 .. l~ .... o .... ~~~.·.-f1on_gfTruancy _______ ------------------- __j· •. Ch498/83 L ~J $ __1~?.80,248···l_L·$· ___ 1,944,63~1 ___ $ 12!}3~6-12 - $ . 203,988 L1- 199,63_5_ $ ----- ---~1.-$. ... .... i.~,_:3}!~, 

Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension i ± I 
__ 2C?9?:9? ---1gr_~_~L_Jlsion _ _ _j_(_h.)306/89 -~- _i_ 6,~-~~·~-~-? -~-- 923,200 $ S,694,~0, $ ____ ?D_,_3_Q_Q_~ S4,923 _1__ __ S,3_?~_!_$ _____ S,688,713 
_?Q?_?:Q? ___ .Qp_~--~-eetingsAct/BrownActReform J~--~_. __ §,'.:lj§§ ___ -~--Li__- _},_72~~2??J.$ 4,639 _$ __ 3,719,S97, $ _ _ _________ : _______ $. _________________ -~•_$_______________ -- _$ ____ 3,719,S97 
200?:Q? ____ ':~Y~!S.':1.1 .... Edu_cation Reports ________________ ____ _ _____ j_~-~-:.?~_Ql~? .... ___ L ____ J:_~_,_1__ __ 6,_689 _j _$ _______________ : ... ( .. L_____ 6,689 $ ----... -__ - $ _________________ ................ ~._!_$ ___ ~_$___ 6~~8~ 

___ 29.Q.?.:Q_? ___ _J_~~Y~.i.£?.~~~-rformance Tests _ ~-~: .. 9-.?_?.{~_? _________ f _______ l~ __ j_i____ 1, 7S6,962 l ~ 6S8,8_8? _L.$___ __1,098,080 _$____ ___ 42,573 1_1__ ??!2_08 _j _$ _____________________ ,,, ___ S,36S ! $ 1,092,71S 
2006-07 IPrevailingWageRate Ch.1249/78 , 304 i $ S2,810 i $ i $ S2,810 $ - i $ $ - : $ S2,810 

'_ .. _?go6-o7i1-i~-pi1-H·e~;1t·h-iiC~ee·~1~gs--------- .. -- ___ --- --- ------- .~n: __ 1 __ 2Q~!z.~_J__ 2-Gi -_~Ji=- -- _ -·314~0-:s·6TS ~~~,~?~ __ i _$_ .. - 667,641--~ _::·_--_--_-_::~-----·12:2--!;-o-T s -- ~2~?-~§ __ J _?_ __________ ----~..z,9s4 ~· s 52·4:·59~ 

1 __ 29. 0~·07 J~~-P.~_l __ ~!.Q!:1_"1_0!Q_r_"1 ... an_d ____ R_e_tention ... ... .. _ _ _____ --_----__ ch. f-9_Q{9~ _ ._.
1

: _______ }~:l ........... _.1-4--_ $ ... - . 3,239,841 J. $ ~-?:4!~}_9_! $ _____ ?_,~:i-...... ?!_4 .... o. ___ ? __ . _ _?_ ___________________ 73,306 f-___ _sq··,}·l··· l······j_· $ _ _ __ ff_._ ,_9 ___ 95 $ _ __ 2,79 .. ~q~ 
__ 2_006-07 I Pupil Residency Ve!ifi_cati~n ar:~-~P.P~?I~ _ __ •Ch. 309/9S ___ ~?2 l -~ _ _ 68,26S tJ___ -~!~39 i $ _____ l~!??i____L _____ _ 1,388 -~ -~'}8_8_ l_i__ _ ___ ____::___~_ _ ____ f-~,326 

2006-07 IPupil_?_~fety_!".'.~!~~!::5. ___ _______ Ch. ~98/83 : 280 ____ LL 14,66S __ i__?_ · $ 14,66S _ _1__ - , $ ______ _::_LL ___ -_ J:______ 14,66S 

200607 !P"p'ISo>pen>;on>, E'P"--1-si(). i:is, a. o.d.--~~p~!~!90 .. ~P_E_~~ls c_h. 12S3~7S. ~ ..... -.-... '. 76 -----~I}_ •- 7,?_?.~~-9-.!.~_.[_j._ _ S06,S03 ~- __ 6,718,_41S . $ - -----_ - }?!.Q?iJ_i_ . . -.-.-.... -.-.-.--. ·-2· _5_,._9.!tlt5-$ ... -...... ···-·-- -------- 9 __ ._o ___ 6~--- •. J-_ ___ 6,709,346 2006_-_~ _JBi:_i:no.:'._~I ?!__C_hemicals _ ~~· -~~Q!{~-~- 1 __ ~ _ $ __ 964,2991 $ S4,28_9_ $ 910,010 _$__ _ 14,20S i_i__ 14,20~- _ $_ __ _ __ _!_}____ -·- -· -
2006-07 SchoolAccounta~J_li_!y__Rf'.'p_r::~_!_~_a__r:,c~~ ____ jCh. 1463/89 I 171 , $ _2,~9-?t~-~-? __ $_ 2,2Sl $ 2,194,747 $ ::y-___ $ __ __ __ ____ - '·_$ ______ ___::_!}____ 

School District Fiscal Accountability Reporting and : ! I i ~ 
?QQ_?::Q? __ ~~_pl_~~~---~enefitS. .. 0..i~closure _l_~-~~:i-_C'.9(~1 ____ __j 2S8 ____ _;__i____ 2,7S8,43S i $ 309,:!_0_3 j $ 2,449,032 __ $__ _ 42,82S $ ___ _ 40,4~3_ ! _$ _____________ 2,402 $ ____ 2,446,630 

~::~; t-~-~~~~:~i~~~~~:~~~.6~~~3l:=~~-!i.?__r_"I_______ ---------------- ~~: ~~~~~~~ _ : -:~$~--- ·:J:-~- _____ : :~9-~_;:~~~ l ~ -- 520,3S~ rt -2:s~jl·6i :-~----- --------~S,_~~; i_j___ 13,Sl~ : ~ -------- _ ----1:92~-- I~~------- __ 2~~~;:_~~~-
2006-07 !Student R~cor __ d.~-'"------------------- ------------- __________ -·-Ch. S93/89 _L_~ __ }__ ------~?.:?}§_J..__$ ____ ------------------·-.... :.J_$____ 83,236 $ _ $ _ _ _______ :_ L.? ____ ______ '$ --~?:_3_~-
2006-07 TheStullAct Ch.498/83 ' 260 $ 20,924,9S1 $ 148,316 $ 20,776,635 $ - $ - i $ $ 20,776,63S 

2006·07 Total $ 403,514,457 $ 31,205,542 $ 372,308,915 $ 1,740,463 $ 1,017,211 I $ 723,252 $ 371,58S,663 

2_.0_.o.~.:Q. 6.- Academic Performance Index Ch 69S/OO __ L ~_J_$_ 91,574 ~ ________ ) ___ $ __ ------ ______ _9····.~-.~-?4. . $. I $ __________________ ±_$ ____ · ____ ·_------------ __ _:_i_' $_. ___ 91,S74 
~qp_?_:9_?_ Ag~~y~eArrangeme~ _;Ch 893/00 j_ __ 2__?9 + $_ 13,832 __i_ - i $ ------- _1.?(??_? ____ $__ -----'~· $ ________ -_ $ __ :_J _?_ 13,832 
2005-06 AIDS Prevention ln~truc~n II !Ch 818/91 I 2SO $ __ }_~?.?:~~j_i_ 207,496 i_i_ _ 1,322,146_. _$ _: _ _L_$_________________ ______________ - $ _____ _ __ :i__ 

ICallforrna State Teachers' Retirement System {CalSTRS)I I ~ · 
--- 2. 0. 0 .. 5.-0 ..... 6J_ .?..~~Y-'~-~s~~-c!.!~-------------__ ··· __ ·· __ ·· __ ··__ uu - I Ch 603/94 ul.

1

___ 286.. I $ _ - ?.~.:.??.?: _ _i_i__ .. -.-.. µ__ 81,632_ - -$ -- ___________ :___i __ $_ -- - _$__ -·- ---- - [ $ - - 81,632 Caregiver Affidavits to Establish Residence for School i , I I . J . 
2.0.05:06 Atteod•nce _ ... -ICh,98/94 j 172. IL 789,966j_$ 124,84l_jj_ 665,125 ,$ - _$_ _ : $ __________ _:_Ll_ 

:~~:-~~ -- -!i~-~-fr~t~~-;:~~J1Jfr=::::~=------------------------ --- ----------~,_(~~-~:~~~ -=r-_---i;-~-- -J-~ -- 1·-~11 ?~,~-~~::·1
1_·::~~ 1 '3~_-i- ·-::_-:_-_:~::::_--_-~---- -'+-_- -----~-:j_j-= _ ------~==_-_-_::_ -~--1+_ _ -=-'~·?::~~~ 

ltctiective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ! I ~ 
D9_s:_06 Jf\ ___ gg __ n_~.'---'.11··· .'." .. t Disclosure _________ ·_-----------.--·---.. -.··-.. ------ _______ [ch. 961/7S _____ }·_·1·· ______ ! $ _---_-- __1_§__,1_?_~,-~f?8 -.LS.___ 18,933,286 j $ __ -~1~ .•. 2_0,182 ,_L _£,504,563.J.L 5,404,226 J $ ........ 1,100,337 I $ 8"119,845 

2005-06 ljcCc_>r_i:p~_E!gens!ve s
5

chhool
1 
s
5

afety P,_11_ai:i_~ __ 
11
. ,-----i::- k lch. 736/97 , ___ }_2~ __ r--s- __ ~1,_28,2Q? [_ $_ 282,342 Li ___ ?·!?~~~_$__ __:_ !.L :: .[.$. _______ _ -----=---Ll _______ 3,84S,861 

ompre11ens1ve c oo a ety ans : art11qua e I I I I I 

Emergency Procedure System and Use of School ' ' , ; 

JOOS 06 Bl!__l_ldmgs Duri~g Emergencies _ ~Ch 895/04 , __ ____lg_ I $ ____h.§_49 -j $ - j _$ __ __b§49 $ __ :: .. j ... L__ _ _____ :__!_$_____ -------4t-- 1,649 

1

Consohdat1on of Annual Parent Not1f1cat1on/Schools1te I ! : i ~ i 

200S O~,D1sc1pl~e Rules/Alternative Schools___ ___ Ch 44~1- 272 '.j_ __ 8,377,Q~-- _?:,8~_?,_1:?_~----2_ __ S,S2_9,g~ _ __i_ - ! $ - $ -1 $ 5,S29,937 
Consolidation of Pupil Discipline Records and I ; ' --i- - ---r- --- -----

!Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension I ·1 · 

200S-06 lor Expulsion II Ch. 34S/00 291 I $ 221,6371 $ -1 $ 221,637 $ - _ $ - i $ -1 $ 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS ~AYABLE {A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 

Fi·,····,·········'• V. ear -1. .. . . ·-.··· .. ·.·.··.·.·.·.··.·.· .... fP .... f?f· .. ·.·.m N .. ·al!l~---... __ -.-.·.-......•. ~; ... ~:~c .. e.·.· .· ... ·.N· .. , .. u .. 
0

·!· '.:;. _i__ __ P.··,··o····· ..••. ' •. ······m· ·C·o···".' .... -.. I •. L.· .. ·.~:_l':'J·e··· __ t_-; .. -.·-.v.m .. -.. ents~ .. Neo- . =·-·· .. 1' ·.· .. ·'°"~::':~,eced-r --- A/R B•l•noe ~ Net Balance 

County Office of Education Fiscal Accountability , : - - - - -- ----

_2_00?·06 1 ~e_po_rting _ ----------- Ch, 9~7/_?_7 j ~-~ 3391_968 i $ ~ $ 327,432 $ - $ $ $ 327,432 

~qQ~:9_? . le. c.imina .. l .B·•· .c.kg_r_? .. -".-~9S·_·h·_~cks - ..... ·....... . .. jC.-.. h ... 58.8/97. .J--... --~?? __ .. ·!·$·__ . 1,05 .. 4 ..•.. 716 .·L_s_············· 7.48,13 .. 8... $ -__ - _ ~q6,57~ -·. S ... -= 324,824 --s.:: _ 32.3,081.i $ ___ --- l,743 $ 3o4J!35 
399_?·06 _JC~iminal Backg_!SJ~i:_i_9_~~_i;'_cks II__ JC~. 594/98 _ _ ?_51_ _Ji_ 347,~6_7:__[ $ 11,457 ~ _ _ 336,010 __ S__ _ i_ ___ $ ___::_i___ --- -
2005-06 I Differential Pay and Reemployment iCh, 30/98 253 ! $ 9,089 f $ 968 I $ 8,121 S S $ - S -2oos:o5 rExpulsion of PLIPii~ Transcript Cost for Appe·a1s -ich, 1253/75- -9-,--is , ----i1,:i82T$ ___ - '1,6-96 Is-- -- -- 9,48'6'-''"S --=- s -=-is $- 9,486 
2005:05 .l~aT-an·d c"offi-plia_n~~~-udi!i_~----~--.,----- - ---u=h:-36;1i--~ -~~2 _:::_rs· ___ 34~,~-~? ; s 68,0_2_5 __ rs- ----211,m:T ____ - j_ _ ___ __:_Li__ ~:_L _ ______I!_f&i 

,

2 .... 0. _0_5 .. -.0 ... ' ..... --.• -.j.G .. '.' ... '. u. • .. ' .. '.o .. n .. ~.·.~.··-.~-~~.-~.m .. __ e·.-.• "----·"· _______ .- .. -. ___ c .••.. h .. 4.-~ .. S./_?·3·.. + .. _ _2_ .. ' .... --. :._S.... 4.3.,20 .. 2,51 .. 7 ·!.-.. $ ____ 18,60····' .. 2-255 .. ~$ --~4. ,595,2 .. " .-. S.. ---~~-?2~,221 _ _i_. -.9. ~-9.·.?~_8 I $ __ ........ 1,687,4?,;?. __ ! _ _$ 22. ,9. 07,7.8 .. 9. ! i ' I : 
2005-06 i~~~~-'.-l_at!on Requirem~_!l!~JO_n or after Ol/Ol/2_9Q_~L tCh. 498/93 j _ 297 __ _ ;i_ __!~_._?~_?,3Q2 j i__ -~~1!,?3?_ ~--- _ 172,404,_??.? .. $_ _ ___ $ ____ -__ S_ _ _ _____:___l_i__ 172,404,7~6 
~QQ_5_-0? ____ ]Habitual_i_-~n! __ ., __ ;!=~~·}_?_4/72__ __l?.§ _____ '. ~ 5,514,9~5__!_ S _ 580,255_ __ ?____ 4,934,680 ____ $___ j_ _ __ ------=--1__L__ _ _ ____ -----=-i_S ___ ~9}_~§-~0 _, 
2005-06=1_f:'_igh_School Exit Exa_f!Ji1J,~-t~9n__ _jCh. 1/99 _____ ~-LL- ______ ?_,_?28,053 l_i___ _ },0~5--'---~ $ _______ 5_1?_32_,_?l±__j____ $ ____ :_l_S _____________ : ! ~-- 5,832,6_?}-__ 
2005-06 Immunization Records Ch, 1176/77 32 ! $ 3,940,566 I $ 2,825,996 $ 1,114,570 S $ - S - ] S 1,114,570 . ' 
2005-06 lf11_munization Records_~ __ H_epatitis B _ Ch. 325/78. 230 __ ! S 5,03_3,509: $ 1,271,738 ! $ 3,761,771 S $ - S ___ - i S 3,7?_~,7_71 
~oo5-o_6 ·1nte-;:diStri~t_Attendance·permits:=- ch.1?2/86--- -148 -rs- ---~_B1An!T :- --_-is-- ---- -~87!ITT'_s__ s .... -=-:rs-:=~--- --- __ . -1-s-. --187,4_7i 

~f~iH-~~~E~i~;~;"'" -~;m~~!:_ m =11 -~m:;H_g= ~H=~!!i- ,:319_,~i -- 1,295;954~ - -,~509~ :::1u~~-
---~gg_s__~Q? iMandat·e· Reim_b .... ~ .. ~~-~-i:i_e_11 t P.' ... o .. ' .. '.ss ___ [_ch. 486/75 ·--.--___; ••• - .. ' .. ·.2.--. _

1

_L. . __ _!6!_s_q~,~6 .. '. ·.··[·-._i__ _l:L~-~-5!15 .. 3 .... 1 .. i__ 15,28_~,.Q~? __ s.... ___ ,, __ ~ _ _ ---=--L~---. __ -_;_s_. --~?(~84(0~?-
2005_..Q_§__) Missin~~~-~~?~_e~ Reports __ -------- ___ ~b: 2_49/86 _'.___ -~7_?_ $__ 3,95Q_ $ _ ~ S _ 3,950 :J _ ___::_I$ __:_Li____ -__ jj__ _____ 3,950 

I I i 

iNational Norm-Referenced Achievement Test 

2005_:.9.§ __ J\Xgrmerly Stand~t_~-~-~~_I-~sting and Re_p_9_~!_ll1_g l5TAR)) 
2005-06 !Notification of Truancy 

! Notification to Teachers: PupilS Subject to Suspension 

~~?~L~? 
iCh. 498/83 

_ _265_ Ls 
48 I S 

2005-06_ i_orExpulsion .......... ... _____ [Ch.1~06/89 _I 150 _IS 
' ?Q~?-o_LJ open fyl _ _e_~!l::g~ f~C-tJBr"O~n Act __ f{~[orm ,,, =~41)86 - i= 218 -~_r·s---

2005-06 ___ J~r.~~~iling Wage R-~-~E_'. .. ________ _ _ _______ _!Ch. l~~J:!{?~ __ ·---~ ... )__ $_ 
_?_095_::06 ___ _iPupil Cla_~~,r.~gi;i _5uspension: Co_~_nselins__ jC~: 965/77 ]__ _____ ~51 ____ _ _ii_ 

2005 06 Pupil Exclusions ~~/78 , __ _____!§_ __ I'_.? __ _ 

I 
- I I 

Pupil Expulsrons from School Add1t1onal Hearing Costs 

2005 06 1_!:or_~.pd .. ' .. 'o. '.YR .. ". om. meod't'o°' foe E>pol,,oo_ . I.Ch 12 .. 5. 3/7__5 __ •. ! __ .___l_?!__.-~; $ ... -. ·.-----
2005 06 1Pup1I Health Sc_r_e~-~r:_g_~------------- __ ., _____ ,, .... ,..l.f.~:--~-~Q~/J? ____ j ____ ___l§_!___ __ $ _ 
2005-06 I Pupil Promotion and Retention !Ch. 100/91 i 244 $ 

-?_Sl_Q5 ... -06 J~.".'. ii R~ .. '.jd--e-~-~y-v~-r-ifi-~--a-ti-on an_d_~_pp~a!~ --.. -.-.. -. -- 61. 309/95----,---.82 -i-~---
2005:06 _ __j~-~P!!_S~f~tyNotices __________ Ch.498/83 __3:§0 ~--

2_005-06 I Pupil Suspensions, E_xp_ufsi_ons, and Expulsion Appeals Ch 1253/75 j 176 I S 
2.0os-05 _ L~-~-~?'.'~r- o~ c~_~_mica'IS -------- -- - - j~~ 1107/84 I _ 5?_ _ 1_$_ 
2005-06 )School Accountability Rep0!!.5!:1E.~.~------------- ------- ___ ~Ch 1463/89 _ ---12!_ _, _S_ 

-~,832,985 L? ___ _ 
12,361,312 lS. 

5,726,692 s 

-~-~-~~:i~~ l:J_ 
- ! $ 

)s8,s3s-r2. __ 

4,310,781 $ 
i;;£8"3,0i4 -s­

-3,003-;ii69"" s 
- -283,789-$ 

10,081 $ 

3,178,106 ! $ 
1,056,004 : $ 
1,823,094 lJ .. __ 

2005-0§__jScoliosis Screening jch __!_?_47/80 1_ ~ _i_ ___b_~~_,?_O? _ ___ $ ____ _ 

iSchoo! District Fiscal Accountability Reporting and ~ 

·---.2. __ Q_Q?.'.2§ ___ l_~.-~p!oy~~ ~e:i_~fl_ts Dls~_I_~~- Ch 100/81 258 $ ________ ?!.1 .. 4.-.-.·._(4 ..... 9 .... -.2.-.- S. 

_?O.Q_5·06 jSt~dentRecords ]Ch 593j~_J-~- $ __ 6'§,77? ___ _? __ __ 
2005-06 I The Stull Act I Ch 498/83 260 $ 22,852,794 $ 

200S-06 Total 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule 83: School Districts 

s 382,887,882 I $ 

J..L l_s $ 2,744,822 

-.s "ls 
___ 3,875,457 ~ .. %?_______ 1,851,235 s''' 1,191,913; s rn 1,166,0781 s -

_3,67~--tl-- --- ~,2~~'.ii-i- ~-i-~------_-__ -~~-~------------~-I_~_:-- --
__ :J_L___ _:_ __ s ________ 154,5_2l___j_s______ _ -~s_~,626_~ 

88,1631 s 
2,308,281 s--- 2,744,822 $ 

u:i';o53,031 :s- -=--rs--- 10,053,03i-

'.'.·.· .. 3 .... ' ... I s ___ -~!-~??,_4oo_ -rs:-- 3,286,346 
--- --~- 6,121 

'' 

3,896 s·-.·:--.-- - - .. -.1.?!_8~_6) 
- --~---------- -~58,538 2 .. ., ---- __ · ,J __ ,,, __ ,,_ _ _______ ___::_P-·------ _ ____ ____::____ $ ----- ~5§2-538 

149,779 s 
139,749 $ 
412,997 1 

2,296_]_S 

---------~..! -~ 

, _?_Q?,_~_?_s_J ?_ 
_} __ ~~~-_s~_~J __ ? __ _ 

4,5371 s 

(201,618) s 
-~08_,39_~JI 
-- _:J_S --

2,723,402 I S 
68,815,441 i $ 

1 ' 

I 
4,161,002 $ " ! $ 

----1,143,2°75 ____ $_ ---$--

:i;590,6ii -$- - ---------:-rs 

':c:; - =-t-
2,874,911 $ 

937,413 s 
_ _1,818,557 ' s ----

2,350,020 $ 
2,313,212 ·s 

68,777 $ 
20,129,392 $ 

314,072,441 $ 12,123,so6 I $ 

1
• -'s - --~,-s 

~-s 
-- -------;$ 

-- -1 s - is 
-.. - ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,.-.-.-~··········-- 's - s 

:.LS -:- _s -:fL -------- -------- -_J.$_ 

4,161,002 
1,143,275 

_2.:?.~.9!_6_!_? _ 
281,49~ 

-_1_9.!_Q_~-~-

2,874,911 
937,413 

_1,~1_8!_5_57_ 

$ 2,350,020 
""$ ---------- 2:3i3-;2i2" 

-- ____::__µ____ 68, 777 
$ 20,129,392 

9,280,113 I $ 2,s42,193 I $ 311,229,648 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE {A/Pl ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 

1 
Lt::od• "'Ul>•dlll 1 : --1 - LesS:--R·ec·ov·e·r·e·a·-r .. ·------

Fisca~-~~.~r __ I··· . . .. . .... . ... Progr<l_f"!"IJ<Jame ___________________ .... " .. •.ference _ ~!:11!'.~-~!__t' .~gram--Cos-ts ____ I_ Less.: Net Pay!l!,l'!!l_~s] A/P Balance . ''.tab!!~-~~-~--~/.!!_[ Amount .. j -~ . .l .... ".·.".-~l~.~. 1· 

Net Balance 
2004-0? [!'~?-~_i::!l:'!£~rf~mance Index ______ Jf~:.?95/00 305 $ ____ --~-~~i_ _:_!_ S _?}(?§? __ j__ _ _,j_ :. ~--- _ _ _ _-____ $ 
2004-05 !Agency Fee Arrangements iCh. 893/00 269 S 11,498 $ - j S 11,498 $ - ! $ - I S ~ , S 
_?,Q9~_:.Q? _J~D.S Prevention Instruction II jch. 818/91 250 .'. $ 1,6_§.:?f?~~-- __ S___ 1,663,814 t-- S ------~-(Q~? ... LL --~_$_ 1,097j _$ __ 

I American Government Course Document i I 

:2_QQ~.: .. Q.5 ... _J.-.. ' ...... ~.u ..... ! ... '.-.. E:'.l'.:': __ ~ts ... _ ---------------------.--------. .. ~··.
1

_c··.·.h._ : .. ??.?. /.-.. 9 ..... 6.-. __ L 179 , $ 35,823 ; $ __ ··3···_?f .. ' .. ·'.} .... ? ......... _ ____::__,_$ .. --_ 1, 7281 $ .. - '.·.$ _____ ____ --·------- .... -1~?~. LL .. . ___ 5_QO~:Q?_ JA~l!_a~ __ ent Notification Ill ________ ~h:_~~?(?~--- , 22!_ _ $ __ 6,SS0,640 I$ 6,550,_§_40 l $ ___ . __ $_ ____ __ 11,682 $ - i $ ~-~·~?2 __ 1 $ 
I California State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) t i i ! I 

2004-05 IServiceCredit _ __ __ _____________ t;,~·--? __ Q_~/~~--- 286 _L __ 84,930 i $ ___ i $ _____ 84,930 $ -_[_$_ - j S ______ _:_,i_ __ 
!Caregiver Affidavits to Establish Residence for School I ' i 

'i-65t~}-::J~.6~e~~-i~§-g9E~1TI::=::=::::::1"'=:.~~~~:::=·=:::.:::=:=:~~:.==~--.1~.~~~~·- =~ ;;; - ; 
86

;::;; I; 862

'

29 '.!11 m 1,932 i -.. 3

'

341 
f i === =dL~ 8'3~1{ -

Comprehensive School Sa ety Plans II: Discrimination ; I ~- --1 
and Harassment Policy, and Hate Crime Reporting j.ch, 890/01; _ ' , I , ·1· 

2004-05 !Procedures jch. 506/02 311 I'$ 1,029 i $ - i $ 1,029 $ - : $ - i $ - $ 

I 
' I ' ' I 

Consolidation of Annual Parent Notification/Schoo!site; i '1 I I I 

2004-05 irnscipline R_l!!'.'._~/1~l~~~~a__!:~:'..i:: .. s1 
__ ~~-?-~~~-.... -r .... --.. .:r·--... --.............. _.ich. 448/75 j_ ~--'.2_ 3,8?6,_7_~_6 __ • _S _?_,~} __ §,?_~i_ _::__j_ _232,9_0~-- _S___ . .?.~-~±-~_LL 5,385 

1
1_ s __ 

!Consolidation o Pupil Discip ine Recorus anu ...... ·-·1~ ' ' ' , 
!Notification to Teachers: Pupils SubjecttoSuspensi~ I ' I , , , 

2Q04:Q5 jo1E,pol•i<0<:>ll_ __ . Ch. 345/00 . I·· .2.9.1 J,; . _ _278,636 f{- $ _278c636 _$. . ............. ___ :_LL __ -=-ft- :I $ 

~~:~6~ -----l~~fg:~~~t:~:~:~:~~~:6:~·~~~·~~;~(i -~~-------.-~.~~~--------=----~~:~::j:~ =t:: ~~~ _--1-;-- __ -_-:_Ji~:t~~-:t:J--_ --------.. ~1~1~;- .. tc==---=: _ --·~ - ; -=~~-1~:-i~:----l _________ .... ~~·rt-::- --~-::~-----~-~:-~ __ :;J ~ ~--
1 I i , ! i 

.. ?.?,768 ' 
11,498 
(1,097) 

-- (1,728) 
_(_11,682) 

84,930 

(~~~~-~} 
1,932' 

1,029 

J?~_??'.?l 

278,636 
(5,164) 

--fi3;26'9j 

Emergency Procedures, Earthquake Procedures, and ' , i , , 1 '1 

200~:.Q? .. ! .. i;?~~?-~.!~.rs and .~omp_r.~~.~!J§~.~-?~~.<?.Q!.~afety Plans ___ lch. 1659/84 l _ 225 ___ LL 7!~~?(??.~J.? _!1_~~-?~}.?.! ... Lt ___ _::_ __ i__ 2,291,343 i S 2,217,084 S __?_~, __ 2_?~ _ _._? ____________ .. (?~,259) 
2004:.Q? ..... 1.~!D.3.!~£i_a.! .. ~.'.1-~ .. ~~ .. P~~.?.~~.!\~.dits .... -............................. _______ c.h_:_l6flZ____j~ __ i s_ 326,816J_$__ ---~-§~?-1 ... ~J .. $ __________________ ......... __ .i __ __ -~~--.1 S _ 16,875 S 11,568 i s _t~~'-?~?1 

--~_?Q~.--Q5 ___ tg!:?.~.\J-~.!i£,r: .. Reguirements ....................... ----.-. -----.·· .. C .. h ....... 4 .. 9.··8. / .. 8. 3.· ··· .. ; -.. -.-.. '.'·····.-.... ~I.$. 32,114,97_~ j__S 1?,~~?(?~.? .. ~_§ ___ -------~.§!.?.~?~.?-~Q __ L ... ...1 ... !§.~.'.-.•. 37.1_.1_$__.. - I$ 1,642,371

1

j_ .. _ 1.~· .. ?.??~::?.~ ... . !Graduation Requirements (07/01/2004 to i ~ 
2004:05 -:~?(2~(?99.~) --------------------- ______________ --~h __ . -~~~~3- _, i_ ~-- $ 74,192,532 _i_ 6,601,196 $ 67,591,336 . $ -_ S - ! _§_ _ __ __ S __ _,__ 67,591,336 I 

2004-05 [Graduation Requirements (On or after 01/~1/~095) _____ i~b:.::~?l~~---- ___ J _____ ?_~? __ .. !-L 99,027,117 . S 4,964,664 , $ __ 9'.'._,9??:~.?~ ""$___ __ _________ ::,, i___ - i $ $ --------~~,062,453_ 
J~~-t6~- ---·11·.-8.r.•.~.b.-.h._'.~i~h.:;~1.I.· ~ .. i~ .. ".···.a:-.~in. ". 'o. n ::::_:_--~~::::.•.:_-- ----1_¢;~::t2[i~7::?.--~.::_.·.·.·1'=.:·:- .. 1i~ .-=tr -~~-~.-~-;. ;_~~1:·1.:-J_ ----------~.:~.~~:~'.-~-;-~ .. !.'., ..... ~-- ... :.. ~? :.t .. --------.------.. -~.-=-~~~~LL-.. --- }.-.'924 

J ~ ---~_-: __ --~-~:~~'.! :- ~--.. ~-------iJ~j·:·:· : ... ~'. 
2004-05 !!llfl'.\l_r_i_~~!'!!.~~r:-~~E~!~----- __ ~-h:_ ~-~-~?l?! __ __ ____B__jj_ ____1_75Q,?Q~_ j $__ --~!?Jio,so4 LL $ _________ -----~i___ _s~~2?_ j__$_ 2,367 Is Ei~_??l 
5QQ~_:·O·_·?_ '.lmmuniza~io.nRecor~~--~--~.i::P?_!i!!~ .. ~-........... . _____ . __ Ch.32?_(?8_ .--J ___ _3}9 ......... -.l'_i_ ....... 4,852,8?:0 j $ .. 4:~8?? .. ,.?_5.0 .. L_.$ · .. · . -~ §_ -----------.-.. ··.··.--·4,855 Li_ 3,446 $ 1,4091 ~- ______ J~~~.9.~ 
2004-05 llnterdistrict Attendance Permits Ch. 172/86 -f 148 $ 143,450 I $ -1 $ 143,450 $ - 1 $ I S - , $ 143 450 

_If~~~.~rf[~~,f~;t~"~:·,;;'''0'°"--- - ]2ti~;;~; j:: ,~'s . Jf 16"13;::::,; · _16dii.sss 1L 1_11:; ······i96"'=J+= _, L-196,608i-; ~-,9;1~~ 
!National Norm-Referenced Achievement Test 1 

'1 I . 
! i ! ' ! : 

'-"~~[Ii- .1'.977,00~} - -,~,,·,~·lL······ l<J156; I~ =·-····-·'.2-861 '~···_ 1-~;;:~~:) ?004.:.Q? 
2004-05 

!(formerly St~11!'.1.~Lci..ized._,Testing and Rep_o!_t_~l1_gJS.!~~lch. 828/9!_ 1
1 .?~--· _$____ _ ~~.~.?.?.~.Q?2l__L 

j il!,ot1ficat1on of Truancy __ _ -1Ch 498/83 __ '!L ___ _U_ ___ Jlt,6.2JQ-2.~ij_ 
Notification to Teachers Pupils Subject to Suspension 1 .. j . . . . . . .1· 

2004-0S or Expu!smn Ch 1306/89 lSO S 5,227,141 S ~04-Q? __ :::j 0--pen Meetings Act/Brown Act Reform --=)Ch 6~86-- -[ _ 218 ___ 1:.1=-~~ 5,S9._9.i.?.~~~- :.:.~·= 
~4-Q_~ __ -~·Physical Perf_orr_Y!_~_l1S.~ Tests _il~h_. 9.??(~~-._J ___ _El _ _J_§ __ __ 1,64~-~-?!? ... L~ .. _.:-~ 

2004-05 !PrevailingWageRate Ch.1249/78 i 304 i S S2,254 IS 

State Mand;:ited Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule 83: School Districts 

I 
I< j ... . I 

5,227,141 s "' --~-..$....... _ ___b!-?.? . .; ... ~ .. - ....... :LL__ ~!.??.?. i $ --- - (1,755) 

~:~!6:~~~ I =t _ 3 '9 oo,q?_!_~·:.~--:::~~ :~ · ::21:f~!:J:~---- .-::·--~~-J ~ :·?·!:);~_7:lf :_:_=: -~;1~.~'.~~~l 
$ 52,254 $ -1$ -iS -IS 52,254 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

Legal Program - - - -,-
_ _El:~OUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/~) j 

Fiscal Year 
. ---

2004-05 
2004-05 

Program N=•=m=e __ _ 
IPue1.~ .. Q?sSrq.?:~~·~~5pe·~s10~:- counseling_ 

, ..... ~~f_e!e~ce 
Cl:_. 965/77 
Ch .. 668/78 

I 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) 

~
Number 1~gr~m Costs , Less. N~t Payments 1~ Balance 

151 I s 284,214 s 284,214 s I 
Less: Recovered I 

__ Established A/R ........ t:'!!!o~i:i~. _i A/R Balance ~.l!?.1.~ .. ~S~ ... 
... ?... 21,195 I s ........ Jj 21,195 I s _____ J?L?~?l 

Pupil Exclusions 165 I s 2,729,603 1 s 2,729,603 is $ 3,2591 $ - j $ 3,2591 $ (3,259) 

~Q.Q'.!,:05 ,lfor Mandatorv .. ~.~E£~.~e~_dations for E~p1;1l.S.i~n Ch. 12:5}{7.? .. __1Z_L _ __§__ ___ .. ~!8.62,106 l_i_ 18;I-,~i $ ..... _irfi.80,694 __ S _____________ , .- .. $__ _ __ :'.s... - i_ _ .... 3,680,6~, 
Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs I 

200~~1Pup~.U:!~~.!!~.?.creening_,_,_....... ~~;1:_?08/76 [ __ .~.~~ _S_ _?.?.~.c?.§.2] L ___ ~~.~§3.j,S __ -------·--..... _: ..... ?.. .. .... 160,350 J... ~'._L-- 159,185 $ __ J~?.~,;I-~?l. 
2004-05 !Pupil Promotion and Retention Ch.100/91 i 244 $ 2,403,492 $ 2,403,492 i $ $ 141,792 $ 133,418 i $ 8,374 $ {8,374) 

·-- _;_Q9~-os-···:=rr~·PiTSaf e.~ .. ~.~t.i.~~-~=·.:·_ ........ .,- ................ ,.~.~: ~9.?/il'3" _\ ___ 2~.o --=- ~----- - 6,64s s ----_ l s ___ --·- -... 6.~~ .. ~. T .......... ·:::·.· .. ·.:: ____ · --=~]~ __ ...... ·~:~s- ~i_..... 6,645-

_2004-05 l~.l;:P!~.?~~pensions, ~~pul~.!~r;s,,_and ExpulsJ5:i.~ .. ~Pp~als !ch. 12_?~L?.?. _ : ____ ______!Z§_ __ ._ .. $ 2,347,445 _$..... _ 2,347,445 L$.. _____ $.... . . 16,180 ~_...... 6,905 :i__... .. -~j_ ............. J9!.~_75) 
;.:·.-.. ~g4.' .. ·:6~.·····--:1

1;;h;;r.-.~z .. /.o~.·~r.·.~~!i~i~~~~£~ .. .r .. t Ea.·~.ds ...... ···.·--~::.=~=:--~:-·t.~.·.·~: ~.~~:.: .. ----· 15:i ..... ..t ~.:.~.~::~.~~. X .. ·3·,iji:~-~.: .. r ; .. -... --- -- ........ ?i·i~~~ .. -.. i. ~-··: ....... ·.···~;~~?~~.·.. s.s .. -.. :: ---=-,, ;. ···=--- -·9·6:1:~.;}.-.--. !~·.·.i .. __ -===-i~~~·i~$.i 
?9.Q4:.Q.5 __ i5cho'.?_l_Q,!s_t!!~~.Fiscal Accou_0tab!!!~Y R~porting_ ........... ..Jch. 100/81___ ~!.!____ _ $ ?!?_?7,308 $ 2!257,308 j_?.. ___:___ ~... _ 23,73,! _ S..... ________ -J...?.. __ 23,73;I-_ j.?... {23,731[ 

.. 290~·05 iscol_!g~.i~ .. ?~..r~ening __ ... jCh. 1347 /_~.Q. l. ___2L _ _ $.... 2,735,317 .$.. 2, 735,317 .J ... ?. ----··--....... , $ _____ ___S±?.~.-~ .. S ____ s_,~.~2.J.S _____b?~.? .. l. $. _ _ _(2~~.?) 
2004-05 !Student Records !Ch. 593/89 i 308 $ 75,037 $ - i $ 75,037 $ - ! $ - i $ - i $ 75,037 
2o04.-05·-.. ·r·he·stu11 Act ...... -rch·~·4.~i'8/83 -f- ·-"':£60 ... · · -$ ----za,53·g .. 5·03 T 4:·1cJ"!S 728-, s-- .... :i6",437}75S- .. _... ---~.... ----=-is·-.... ---=-!$.... 16,437J75 

2004-05Total I $ 328,482,701 $ 119,640,972 $ 208,841,729 $ 5,283,343 $ 2,812,423 i $ 2,470,920 $ 206,370,809 
2003-04 Academic Performance Index 1Ch. 695/00 ! 305 $ 74,511 $ - $ 74,511 $ - $ - I $ - ! $ 74,511 

• 2003:o< f §:,\,i,;';,,~';,:;;•;::,~;~;~.,,,.~"' s,"em ic.isr,~fh .•93/oo-::y "' $ •,283 1_1 . -p=---"'tf2-s3· -s _ --- · --s- ·:J s --- --=-J_s ____ ---- ...... ·a;2~_ 

~6j61-1~{i:~;J;~fi,:~,,,;~:;:,,e~::~"'''°';~ =1~~~~/~~'-=F-~~} l=i; :=~;:}§~H ···- < j; - ·- ';:ml_ -rL -c-~ 1:;:; 
_ . ..?.99.~:_Q.'!__~gree;.JTl.~':1 .. ~ .. ~i~.~losure .................. ·-------.. Ch. 961/75 ___ L 11 _ $ . _ .?~'.107_,019 ; $ _ 28,10.?_,019 Li_ __ S_ _ ~17,475 $ _433,247 [_~ ... -- _ 84,228 !J.._ _{84,228) 

:consolidation of Pupil Discipline Records and I ' I 
) Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension I 1' · 

2003-04 lor Expulsion II Ch. 345/00 i 291 J $ 176,468 $ - I$ 176,468 , $ $ - $ - j $ 176,468 
I Graduation Requirements (07/01/199Sto 1 I<!: 1 ! ; ! 

·~2~00~3~.o~'-·_..l,·~~~~J2u~~~roce·edj'n~.. -- ---- ·~~·:·1~~~~~6 l_ ·i~~ ---JI= ... 16~/!~l:-~.~~jf- . .J,Si.~:~!~ lf- ..... ~??,1~~'.~~~. ;-.... ~{ ----~-f ~· ~ i; 162,1~~:~j~· 
~=~-c~*i~t€£!(~~~~:~==~-~-....... --=:~~-~~~j86 -t ;;~ ~-- .: ..... ?,O~~:~~-~~~~.. -~28,3~.~.-i ~ ........... ~~~84.i:~~;. ~ .. --~+-:- .. -.... :~ .. ~·-.... ~ ... --- ~ .+----... ·.. ·71 .. ~. 2,?4~:~~~-
~§j·%1· .. f o·N···~. ·: .. : .. ~.~ .. ~;-.'.".•.·.~o:~r~~:/nBcr~.w~.-.." Re.ro.'"' ----=' ~~ ~:~~[ -: 2~~ -# . ~'.~b.}}f f~ ~::;1;};i. ].c;:... 4,o:-.... 4 •. ss4 .1 .. ~ ......... ),:253

! __ ~4 ~. i. s.s ... ·•- .. ·:· 
405

'
483f r~~.--~:~:86~ .. [f- --- ~:~~K:·~·~dl 

2003-04 !P!~'.'.~!~~~.g ... IA'.~_geRate __ .... ___ ~~124J/78 __ __i_Qi___$ 1~7,173_$_ _-_+J-- --~1!,~?3.S_ -~--?.... __ - $ ___ ...... -1.s _____ 117,173 . ' . 
Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs 1· i I : ' 

I~~1~~; ::·~i:~~p M.~l ·.~~.e.~ .. ~tt·h·o·;'·;:---·;·;·e·~~~g~~~:~.·~·.=~~~."for Expulsion .-1-.~. ·~ ... ~.·i·····~~.·:l.·>·j.~_~_" .... , =:·: ..... 2.'.· .. ; .... ~ ... ---~ ...... [ ; ......... ~ .. '.~·jj:·1·~~ !_.~·.·.. . 3. ,t~~'.4.8i.·~. -.. ) .. g ... · .. ·.--~~---3:3_9..~,~~.~ ..... ~ ... -- .. 9.66;463···· · .. !.-... :. . ===~·:::1·-=~::~... 9-6~. L .. :.. ---:·.·.·.--·~·~-~~~.~~~:! 
2003-04 ,Pup~?-~~~.~Y-~£!!~~~.. ..-,~~.4~1?~..... .. ...2s9_J_S_ 6,634 __ i .............. -.... -.... ,- tt_ 6,634 $ -- - 1 s .. $ · f $ 6,634 
?.2Q?:Q~ .... ~~~?':'.~1. of_~_~_emicals .......................... J~~.: .. ~.~Q?f§!.~ .. J .5? ..... _ .. J __ ... 1,112,874 $ . 652,~.58 JS ...... 4.60,_416 ... $ - .. - r $ . . ~ !. $ .... ... . _ -:$ -- ~ ·- ""4fiQ;;ii£q 
2003-04 School Accountability Report Card~ .. - ................... . ~.~: .. ~.~??!~~ ... ' ...... ~?~.,. .... ?·-····· ____ 31!.?}_,l}4 ! $ ....... 3,863,065 ~·~-:=:-=..::.::.:._:€;9 -$ ... . . .. 69. J .S .-.-_-69~1-~$ -=WWW---·-- ......... '""$ -- 69 

}§ci~:ci·: "-~~:·~~~idJ::~~~ting and Reporting Ch. 828/97 """"""""~"~~' ~~]---~-- ... ·:·-··!~.~~·~~n-l ... _.: .. :: ... Ei!.?2~!.~?~.tL·.·:_:_ .... ~-~':::~~~~:~~} Iwww~:=~ .. ~~.i~~~~.lI.~~ ""~=-"""" i8",'700 r---- --~~~ -=-- -I ~ 11,5~~:~~: 
2003-04 TheStullAct 260 ] $ 17,141,199 I$ 3,626,695 $ 13,514,504 $ - I$ $ -- $ 13,514,504 

2003-04 Total i $ 263,239,587 I $ 64,767,053 $ 198,472,534 $ 2,756,052 i $ 857,499 $ $ 196,573,981 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

! ACCOUNTS PAYABLE {A/PJ ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal Program r---- ----------·- - -- ---·i·--·-·res-s·: Recovered --

Fiscal Year_ Program Name _ I Reference 1 Numbe_!_~rogram Costs Less Net Payments __ A/P Balance Establrshed A/R _ . __ --~-r:!l.<?!J.11.!_ ___ L_~_Cllaf!~-~------- J .... __ Net Balance 
61,1?_~_ 

6,623 
2002-03 Academic Performance Index !ch 695/00 1 305 $ 61,134 1 $ $ 61,134 $ $ $ -1s 
200 .. 2.-.0.3 AgencyF-eeArrangeme-nt5~ ]ch 893/oo-r 269 - $ 8,5991 $ -1,971 $ 5,623 $.... .. -TS- - i.·S .. -.-. S California State Teachers' Retirement System {CalSTRS) I ] ! ] 

_?Q9~·,93 lserv1ce Credit _ _ ICh 503/94 -~ _ 286 1 $ 39,773 _$_ $ 39,773 _$ ________ ~!-~ ___ =1_L _______ ::J_i_ _._.3-~.?_73 
2002-03 \Charter Schoo!s Ill _ _ __ Ch 34/98 ~- ___177 • $ 1,180 _$_ _- _i_ 1,180 $ _ _ _ _ - $ _:_I_$ __ ;i___ ____ 1,180 

!Collective Bargammg and Collective Bargammg ~ ·1 

2002-03 ~g~~-::~_E;!_r:i! .. l?.~~~-'E.~.1:.!E~-----·--·c- ..... -._· Ch 961/75 11 l $ ----- __ ,,_30,7~~605 _ _i_____ 30,595,SS3 ! $ ~!052 $ ----- -------~-?.?.~.~~-'! $ 796,031 i $ ____ 7_b_'!1_3 __ 
1 

$ 
1Comprehensive School Sa1ety Plans II: Discrimination ' 

land Harassment Policy, and Hate Crime Reporting Ch. 890/01; I .......... 1 . i , 
2002-03 I Procedures Ch. S06/02 ! 311 $ 3,668 j $ - i $ 3,668 _i_ _c_~-- ···-'-'-

3,§§_? __ 

103,639 

=:J
Consolidat1on"orPuP1115lsclpTlneRecordsand r - -------- - 1---- -r 
Not1f1cat1on to Teachers Pupils Subject to Suspensmn j I ' ' ' 

or Expulsion II _ J~~-~.?.'!.?.£Q.Q. .. ____ j ___ 291 _IL 194,231 _jj;_ -.J $ ____________ 1_~_'!(.?.?.! .L _J_i____ : _ _l $ ------ __ ~-- $ ______ _ 194,231 
Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995 to : ' ; ' i 

i_~Q~:_Q_3_:Missing child.re·n Rep.Ort:S ... ____________ · ___________ ~~-~-~~9/86 ! ......... -~75 I $ _ .... · 1:·047· i ·s __ ------.. -- __ .., _____ :J __ ? _ 1,047 ~.2.. · .·, ·s .... - i S _ _ _ .............. : .. __ ? ______ ........ i,047 

2002-03 j N_(;J_t_i_~ .. C~!!.?~.?.! .. !~l!-~!1-~.Y--·---·-·-·---- .. --·-·-·~·-·-""""'-'-"·-'------"----- - Ch. 498/83 -~- -1-~ - _ _7,_~-?~!-~~-~.J..?... " "" 7,484,519 I $ $ ---~~-~_2,1_() __ 1 __ $._ _ ____ ? .. 5~~~ ... LS__ 538,111 $ (538_!_1_!~) 
____ 4 .. ~()-~::91 .. ._ .... JQe_~_n __ ~.e.etings Act/Brown Act Reform _________ -1-~-~:. §-~~{?? ___ _i __ ---~.!~----r---- 7,144,281 P- _ 3,1~S4_?~ j $ },~_6..~1.?~? ... L - , $ - r- ___________ : __ '.__$._....... 3,961, 797 

I Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs.. I ' I i i 

__ ... ~.O.·.°-. 2.~f.or Mandatory Recommendations for Exp_~l~_i9~--- _________ 11.~ .... h.'.·-!3?~.?_5. ___ ·--·j--- ___ ?.?.~-.. -··-... [·-.... $.. • • 2, 711,305 ~. $ 84,178 $ 2,627 ,_1~7 ... _.? ----- ____ ----·--·-·.···.·- .. · .. i ... __ -------.-. -. __:_Li____ -1 $ ---_--- } ... ,§_2-.?·L·l_.2-.Z. .. , 
__ _!90__3-03 Pupil Health Screenings ... ___ .. ____ ~~_._g()--~L?_? ___ }?51 ~ _j $___ 3,491,968 I $ 3,491,968 j $ .. ? _________ 4t?~_?,§~Q .. __$ _ __________ .. - i $ 2,397,890 $ ___ J2,?~?&~2l 

2002-03 Pupil Promotion and Retention fch. 100/91 244 I$ 1,943,938] $ 1,943,938 j $ $ 2S,317,281 j $ 2,721,523 ~ 22,595,758 \. $ (22,595,758) 
2002-03 Pupil Safety Notices ~~:-~.~-~{?~---·- .. _J __ 3.?.Q__ .. ____ Ll____ 5,874 , $ ___ - J_i_ ?,?_?_~ ... ?... __ ---~-L.? .. __ .. ___________ - $ ______ _ _;? ______ ?.&?~ ... 
200~.:.Q? __ _j_Rem .. ?.~1 .. ?.!S~E:'micals c~~-~Q_?L?~-- ... " 57 L? ____________ !~2,43~ i $ - _.?.71,9j__2_Li__ 590,490 . $ -- __ _::_[J __ - -------·---·---·- .. ?......... """""""-"'_::_:_L___ 590,490 

i~ll! 1i~~::t~l~~~~iJ~l~~;:~~~r~'"d~ppeol; rniii1iii~=l==ii--~ . ~5,;;tm.~ 10,:;;:~~~~ ..... l;:~t~!l ..... -~ -$ ············~··~ ml;:t!1f~-i 
;~~;~; 1i~~';,~~~:~,0'" . ~ =~--- rn - i~: ~~:;:; ~-~~ri I; - ":;::::;~If . 3,281,99; I; 1fo:j~lii ;- :f;rn~ ·:::.. H ··- -- - ~+- m~~,oitlli} 

2002-03 Totarl I $ 2ss,18:3,os1 ; $ -74,679,036 I $ 210,so4,01s $ 29,682,678 I $ 4,019;506--f$ 25,603,172 I $ 184,900,843 

~~~H~i.i~{i¥i~i:~~~Efi:~:,~;~~'= -=--====--,~:!!:!~~ + m -~ ! ===~1~~Ut1H= ,,~~;:~~~)It 
57

,

561 ! -~~::~~~If ::::::~II rn rn ';9t .. 1~11~ 
lcalifornia State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) . ! , I .. ; 

I ;~~: §l 1~~,,~~:,~;~~L .. = ~.;.::_j_ ~~~ J ; ::::::-,,,;1:lkHL _2,4:tmJ+- m "
905 

{ _243,61iH m •• _194,Q~J; m mrn 49,57i) irn . m • J4~;;i~1 
200_;~02 CharterS_c_~<??!~ .. rn - _______ ,_,,,._,__ ICh,34/98 -.L- 2_7_? ___ ... _l__ ----~~-~Q9JL ___ ----- _________ ::j_S___ ___1~~-~o __ s_ - m-~~ - ~._$_ -----------=-' $ ------- 1,100 

'Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ! ' i I , 

2001-02 j~g-~-~.r::.rnent Disclosllr_e ___ ,,,_,__________ __ ........ Ch. 961/7?__ _J .... _ ... !__!______ l_i___ ______ _?_1§?1,017 I $ _ _.?'.!~26..2,519 I $ ________ !.Q8,498 $ _____ __?!~.'.!_6,372 $ _ _ ___ }!} .. ~1,793 j_i___ -------- 24,579 _i_ _ 83,919 
2001-02 IComprehensiveSchoolSafetyPlans ICh, 736/97 ! 223 1 $ 5,548,278 I$ 5,54~ $ 14,656 $ 9,604 I$ 5,052 $ (5,052) 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

-
ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) 

Program T ------------,-
ACCOUNTS f:l..~.S~!,Y~BLE (A/R) 

Less: Recovered 
Fiscal Vear I Pr£_g~ra'-!' ... ~~_l!!_f! ___ 

Comprehensive School SaTety Plans II: Discrimination 

legal 
Reference Numb" ''~&,_•m Co>t> I le"' N~t_P,~m'""I A/F}_ Balance Establish~_cj __ ~/R Amount A/R Bala'!~.!:!- Net Balance 

and Harassment Policy, and Hate Crime Reporting 

_l__!!_ -lj_ ___ §,973 !--?- --~--1-.? - _________ $ ____ " ___ 6,973 

Ch. 890/01; 

2001-02_ J~~£~t::~1 ua~~--::-= . rc .. _ ... ___ .. ______ a ·· ______ -~?.9.?l.q~ 
[Conso i ation or Pupil Discipline Recor sand , 

6,973 ,_i_ - i $ --.- - I $ 

59,570 
(3,-288) 

INotificotlooto Teochm' Pupil> 5ubjectto 5u>peo>loo 1 _ I I , ~ 
2001-02 .. J2! .. ~-~P!:l.~~ion \I ·-·-.......... __ i~h. 345/00 __ _!__ 291 _t_i_ ____ .. ?~·??0 ___ L $ 59,570 .. $ lJ ___ $ ___ -_[j__ 

1----?.QQ~-9,?_jcriminal ~~.S:~&r.?~::r:J __ Checks J.fb:.~~§i_~~ _L_~--- r .?.. _ 3,258,459 j_ 3,258,459 $ ____::____$ ____ 2,332,9~_$ __ _____b_329,690 j_ _ -~,2§?_ [ $ 
I I "" ' ! ' "'" I 

200.1-02 _E_ .. '.!1 __ -_~.~g~-~~y ~r~ced.~res: -~·_'_-~~~g~a~es. a.n~ Disast~-~~-- J,~h .. 1659/84 ___ ·--·1---- __ 75 _________ L_ $ ____ -~_?! 7?7,~5} __ L __ s _E_!._7_8_?,553 _i_. _ ______ - L _ ~30,020 1 L 4,527,017 $ ______1Q_q,~..i .. .?___ _ (3,003) 
~1-02 ___ _t?_:aduation Re_g_l!l!:~~i;:~ts_____________ _!.fb:.'!:~?i.?~ ____ ____3_§_ _J_ ~- _ 7,956,244_) $_ _ 7,956,244 _$___ ~ 4,861,543 l $ 4,579,498 $ 282,045 µ__.. (282,045) 

Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995 to i i I I$ 

iiii~l _ ~!~7!~;t~~;eed~"---___ ~-=J~~::r~!}t m =rL --- :~H%!-tL --· 1::~:H!t ! 156

•
5

:u:~ ,+-rn ,,06;c;J~ __ .. 2,061.~93
1

~ - 2;9 + 156·~ 
~:.9.? ____ !'!_~gh SchooL.~.~~~-~-~-~Enination , __ .. ,_ .. _ -~~:-~-- _____ 268 ____ __J_i_ ------~!1~3~µ_ ____ 1?6,570, $ 2!_027,133 $ ---- "--- · t._$ .. _____ _ ___ .?...... 2,027,133 

2001-02 lnterdistrictAttend..~_c_~-~ermits ___ .. www.... Ch.172/~-- 148 lj_ _1__,_?_Q!,~~~-LL __ ,}~?~?,989 Li_ --------- _____ -_$ __________ __?_?7,144 i $ .... 766,547 ~ t. -~ 
2001-02 lntradistrictAttendance Ch.161/93 153 $ 8,287,007 i $ 8,161,054 i $ 125,953 $ 1,427,034 $ 1,424,389 2,645 $ 123,308 

Bizt~§)---,~~:~~~~~.tf~1~i-~i~~:t·jS~~ ---~.:~~'._lli_~·~:: 1---- ~~-~--------~ri· __ ~~=l't- ~~~~~i---~--- ------~·-----.. -~ .. --~~ ---- -sI~·:~-~~ ~ ... ---_-=:~·~I-~:'.~!~-~ ...... ----------------~;!~fi ~ ~-- ------~--_:::~-1'.-~~~ 
____ ?9.9~:-~? __ l Mandate ~-~!.:!1-~:._i-~-~~rnent Process.......... _ -----------~:.i?~{!? -L~---1- .. $-- }_8_,513,506 I $ 18,513,506 $ _ ___:___$____ __ _}~~!~.~~ -ij_ ___ ____±Z?.r.::?!. ~$ ____ __ ___G_Q§~_Jt_ {17,062) 
,_.?QQ,!:.Q? _____ lOpenMe~!.~_g_~ .. ~~!_1_1_ ................. _________ [.9'1.:.~~!l~L _ __l9! .......... $_______ (25,1.~.)_ __ _? ~.?.Gl __ .$___ ~ _ 114,615 Lt.. _112,856 j_______ 1,759 !_$ ________ {f,759) 

2001-02 ... 1.Q.e~.r."!-~-~_etingsA.~!f§E?.~_l_"! __ E'-_ctReform ·-- __ ------~.~.!l?.? ______ i 218 ........ ?. ____ 7,324,265.1.$_ 5,578,3?.? .. ____ $__ ~.9. ____ $... 441,130.J.$.... 437,972_ ... $____ _ 3,158 ~ .. -- 1,742,732 

~9.!:.Q? _j_~-~ __ v ____ ,1_" __ 1_ '_'_ ' __ '_ .. ~_r:i:i?.~S-~ Tests .... _____ ...... ________ _ ________ ------~ __ lf.b.:.~l?~~i____-·-·· __ !-.- __ 1,Z} ______ j $___ 2_,301_,'!:_?_? __ I $ _ 2_,_301_,_~-~?- $ ____ : .. _ . .? 299,~_?? .. !. ~ __ _ __ 2_ 9_9,4§_? ___ $ _ _ _ _______ 38! __ J __ $_ _ __ ______Q__ s_1_1 
2901-02 j~u_p!!.~1-~-~~!oom Susp~n~9!1_:_~9u~seling_ _ _________ i

1

Ch. 965/77 _____ j_ ___!g__ $ 2,589~j_ ?,589,_~_$_ _ __ $_ ?69,83_Z__jj__ _ __?_6_?~?_1_1 __ $_ _ _ !,~~6 ! $__ __________\_h_2~?) 
i ; I • 

,!Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs ' ' tr-' 1• 

__ ?_qQ~:02 _ _,_ i_•_o_' M. ' ___ n.?_?_t_cir.y_~-~-c_o_ m_ m __ '"_d_ a.!i.£.'.1~ __ ·_-_'_gL Expulsion ___ -_____ .. Jch .. ~~.~3/75 _, ___ ,, _____ 27_! __ -_-_-___ . s_ --- _,,}}~~-1,os_._'-___ -_ $ '"" 81,?J ____ -:i.3_ . I _L 
_ 2001-02 --1~-~l?_i! __ Health Screen.!!:_g~-- _ __ _ _ ___ ___J_f~. _1_2q~~?6_L ~-- ___ '.)_ 4,917,750 __ $ 4,917,7~ _$_ 

2,359,779 s -I s 

~ 
I $ 2,359,779 _ ..... --- --·s ·54-8,o6'2TS ____ _ -----646-, -_:---- -i,56[. $ Ti,.561) 

~-~-~cit§; --1 :~~:: ::~Ji~~i(~rsd ~~-~::_~i_:_~:~= .. -:- ---- .. ~~ .. ~~:::·1.~:~:-i~~~~~ :=1=·--_-___ ;_~-~ --- -=r--- .?!!6~:~~[1 ~ - _2!162,_?D~-1 ~ ----
___ $_ - __ !.?~?14,13'6'[1 __ ___ - ---~s4, ___ .... !.?·~59,112· ·s {13,159,_?72) 

_::_r---- _::_fi- 5,692 

1 

, I . ' 

--5,6~_2_$___ __:__[j___ 

2001 02 .. Pup'I So>pe··"_'_ . .1._.9.r:~~-_._''P"lsloo>, ood E'pol>loc~p"I' __ ·-- Ch. 1253/75 ! ....... _ ... ..!?.~-- ___ -_l_-'--__ ----_- 3. _,499.--~-~-·~_l_-Ll 3,499,391 L? _______ -_-_ -'--_ .. 
2001-02 Removalof~hemicals Ch.1107/84 57 I$ 1,494,853 I$ 1,204,975 $ 289,878 $ 
20oUJ2-- -- S~h~~TAC_~9_u~!~~~lity Repo-~tC·a~-c1:;~: ___ __ ---=ich. 14~~~~-~- 111 =1-s- -- ---_:.-.:~:~~-~~}} i $ 4,5·4~!~-~~- _ $ ---- ----· ·s--
2001-02 lsc~_<?.9.~ .. ~!:!,,S .. ~~-'.!:~'{_I and II "'-·-·-""""""'' ___________ !9!: .. §_?~!~? ____ j ___ ~ __ [i__ .. - --- -~(19_7__,_389 j_ -~~?,Tf.8 __ $ ______ ________l!_h,~?,! ... _ _? 
2001-02 jSchoolDistrictofChoice:TransfersandAppeals ]Ch.160/93 j 156 )$ 5,796,730 $ 4,335,729 $ 1,461,001 $ 

____ ?.Q2!:2?_ I Schoo lsi te D~~~ PHD.i:'. .. ~!-'.!-1:~------ _______________________________ ................. ____ J Ch .. ~7 /86. .. . ;'_-_-_-_-_-_-_ ..... !'.!?__ __ 1---$ _---_-_ 1, .73 7, 914 __ .. -~- _ 1, ~~.7, 91 ~ $ ___ _L_ 
2001-02 Scoliosis Screening 1h.1347/80 i 58 $ 2,443,018 $ 2,443,018 $ $ 

~~-~~-§_i- --IN:~~-~~d~::~~:sti.~~--:~~--~.~-P.2!_t!~:~- __ _ -__ - ~--h~·:~~Jt~----)_:--: __ : j ; ___ :~_.??~-fj-ti~~ -
1 

.~ --16,134.4i3_~Lf .. : -.-~~·-~j~:.!~~ -~ 
2001-02 !The Stull Act ---- -- 0~:498/8'3' 1- 26Q j_$ _____ 15,6'29,?"33' 1° _s·-- 3,129,644 !_$ ___ -12,500~689-;--_s 

2001-02 Totall i $ 366,704,026 I $ 178,095,093 I $ 188,608,933 : $ 

2.00. 0-01 1~c~-~!!1.i.£_~r:;_r_f9E~.?-~~~-1'.l_d"__ _ __ _____,_ -1-ch:-695/66·_.i· ..... ,__?Q? ........ _J .. ?._._-·_· __________ · ___ · __ · ___ · ____ s_._.1_,_.1_s_ .. __ o s_ _ - $ - 51,150 _}_ .... -_ 
2000-01 Annual Parent Notification IJ JCh.448/75 ~-Li_ _ ---~341,_?:~~ _$ ____ ------~'?4_2,~_$__ 3,317 $ 

--~QO_?:ql ;charter Schools - i~h. 781/92 ~_J_i ____ 4,2_Z_?f~}?_ __ ?_ 4,273,117 _$_____ __ ___ ---~--
2000-01 I Charter Schools Ill !Ch. 34/98 i 277 i $ 1,225 $ $ 1,225 $ 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule 83: School Districts 

___ !~.?.Q?._2_22 s _____ ___1.?_?::(?_f?}.J __ $________ 3,94.~L? ...... _ (3,941) 
548,259 s 546,s69 1 s 1,690 I $ 288,188 
420,81s s 420,.292 : s s·s::i·rs-- (583) -- - s -------_- "s -------_ is- --311,661-

3,640,851 i s ..... 3,550,983 s 89;ii6_8 __ i __ s _ - 1,311,133 
251,028 i $ 250,166 $ 862 ,! $ (862) 

- 348,~i'9'f~ .. -rs·-- _ _ -346~o.49 __ s ·2;949·-rs {2,949J 
--i'9;s52r---s-·------1~css2· --r -1 s 10:~.Ji'2:-2S3 

--=it················-- ·····-·-·······__:q---- $ -1$ -$ 32,464 --- s .... --- - ----rs . -s- --·12;so·o:·oa9 .. 

48,289,764 I$ 34,624,:iill $ 13,665,493 I$ 114,943,440 

--·--._:J_S_. ________ -_!_$ _______ 51,150 
152,726 I$ - i $ 3,317 

-----77,o-63 ·1+---- _ 7 ,55~·-[ .. ~ ..... :: :·:·--:~--: ___ J_i~~i~/ 
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Fiscal Year I Program Name 
- Collective Bargai-nin-g-;;ncrCOlfeCtive Bargaining 

_?_QQ0-01 :Agreement D_isclos_ure 
--- ----"---!Consolidatioli Ofp"U"Plft5IS'CTPHri""e·Records and 

State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) A.C::C::Qi..iNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
Legal Program I --: ----- -- --------. - Less: Recove·re!Cf" ,-----

Reference I Number 1

1 

~-~og!~-~ Costs _[ Less:_~_E'.t Paymen!~L __ A/P Balance Esta~l!~~~-~-A/R ,_____ Amount __ :_ A/R Balance 

L~h, ~?~~_??_ --i- ____!_!___ ___ $_ --~-~,980,185 ___ jj -36,729,0591 $ 251,126 - ~----- 10,551,511 µ__ J_0,551,Sl~---i--~-
' ' 

Net Balance 

2_?1,126 ' 

. ?000-01 lor Expu1s·1on IJ _ _ \ch. 345/00 ,_ ~-1 ) $ __ 23,166 \_$_ -1 $ _?_~,_166 ___ $_ - $ ___ - \_s __ -_'Li__ 23,~66 
!Notification to Teachers: Pupils Subject to Suspension 1 

1 ~ ' • 

2ooq~_q-~-- J~~!.f!l_!_:,l_~-~~skgroundChecks jCh S88/97 ___ ~-$__ s,oo~!S96 j $ _?_~_q_q~!?~_$__ __-,_L 743,_4_?5 ____ ?________ 741,868 Li___ ____ ~?971 $__ _ __ (1,597) 

~000-01 l. Em erg. ency .. ~r~c-ed~rns_: .Earthquakes __ ~--n.~_gis_<!~~<:~~ __ Ch 1§~/8~ _ __]2__ _r .... 19,422,607 _l_s .... 19,422,607 [$ S 2,606,979 i S 2,603,2911} 3,688 • S (3,688) 
2000-01 J§~_?_~-~-~~_i9_n. ~~_g_ll_i_r_<;!!l.!:_l_!ts -lch 498/_?3 26 s _ ~005,836 IS _ 9,oos,836 s -_ $ ______ ?!?_48!~~J-~-- 6,695,184 S ____?~181_1 s __ ~~187J 

Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995 to ~ ~ I i 
2000-0!____ 06/30/2004) ----·--·-·-·~·-·-·-·- _ ... _ .. _ _JCh 498/93 _ 295 _ r? __ _ !?_?!}.?_1___,_?~~--- ___ L__ 8,200,053 $ 148,151,178 ,__i_ _____ _ __ : ____ ?____ _____ ____ _ ~_S _______ -----=-1__i_ -~4.~t~.5.~!_!?~-

--~-999~.Q~ ___ -~?~i_t_~?.!J~uant _

1

ChJ1_84/75_ ~ 166 _LL -· 8,137,633 , $ 8,137,633 , $ ___ :_ $ _ 2,3~1,490 $ 2,384,893 ! $ 6,5~71 ___ ? ____ ----- __ , (6,597) 
2000-01 GrandJuryProceeding!__ ------tS,~.:.!!?Q{~§ ·-·- __ ___33_L_Li____ __ S,759 $ ______ 1,_?_~~--1-? ---------------~!_?~_?_ ... $. -·-··---·-·--· - $ - (_L _____________ : ...... ? ....... "" 4,545 

2000-01 I High School Exit Examination Ch. 1/99 i 268 'I $ 1,045,174 1 $ 84,334 I$ 960,840 $ - i $ -~ - $ 

2000-01 ___ 11." ... ' .. '."d.'.'''.''.' .. A ...... "t! ... '.-. ".-d ... -.-." ... n.c:~.-.. . . . . . . . _!.Ch. ·. 1·§·1·/· '.? -I·--. _g;_~-----.---"-·L- 9,807,2,70 I $._ . 9,~Q?,_?·l·_} ____ $ ____ . 398,757 . $. ------ -.-.1 ...•.. 6 ... 3 .. -. 6,6131$.-.·.-.. ·.-·- 1,635,432 $ .. · .. ·.· .. ·.· .. ·.··· ~'~.--?-~_,,j,,.$ ___ _ 2000-01 I Investment Reports Ch. 783/95 , 169 l $ 231,880 ! $ 231,880 $ $ 56,171 $ 54,892 $ 1,279 i $ {l,279) 

200o-011"'1;odet;R;,,,;·b". ".~~.~ . ..!-~~~~-i:~~ -- - c:"t1·.-4s571s --,--------;:J2-rs-- 153foCl,354- ;·-s--- ~}?,9. og,?_?~ _L? ___ -- . _ ___[_ ---- --:-_ 488,_9?s.-... ?_______ _,~-.8.),3.9s r·s·-- ·:--_--:- .---~,_s_8Q .. ·~$ ___ :::: _ .1.s:ssoi 
_?qgQ:Q! _JQQr::_n Meetings Act ,. ------------- _____ ,,_ c.~: .. ~41/86 -' ___ 9_2 __ _j__ _ ________ (~~}~lL.§__ (4,198) I $ ~--·_$___ ?_7,398 Li_ - --~§__! _$__ ----------·--·---?~~ $ ---- __ ______jz~S?l 
2000-01 Open Meetings Act II Ch. 641/86 ' 201 $ 10,170,474 I $ 9,699,375 $ 471,099 $ 124,736 ! $ 119,796 $ 4,940 $ 466,159 
2000-01 open MeetiniSAct/B~-o-,;;;~-Act Re_forrn. .. __ lch. 641/86 218 ------ - $ _6~_7,116 ~- _ ------37i,68_l_ $"" ----_: __ -_: __ --276,035_ S ------_ i $ --------- $ ------_ - . _ $_ .. 276,035 

;~~~; ::~::~~;:~'.,.,.,,, ~ ----- - J~~;:~% I- ;;; ___ ,; '-~{~!{ 2"l1NIT]+---=~ L i.l!:];f { d!::;~; I~- --- :;q[ __ fH¥i 
i ' . ' 

Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs ' , , d 
2000··0· 1 · .1'.o' ... M ... " ... " .. dot.oryRecommen··d···ationsforExpulsion .Ch.12.53/7·5· ........ 2.7 .. 1 .... ! $ . 2,328,868 j $ 56,8961 $ 2,271,972 $ .................... - I$ .... - $ .. -i $ 2,2.7.1,972 
200Q:9} -j~pi!_H_t;~h Screening£_ ~~: }_?_Q§L!_~ ___ _l _____ ~?~- --lj__ _ 5,225,419 ! $ 5,225,419 1 $_ _$ ___ . ___ _3.Q_~4_ZZ___t $ _ ____ 300,847 $ _ 630 J_ $ __ -------- __ (630) 

~666:61-:J~~~~r-~0~~~1~!~.'.~.;~~--'.! ___ =:~:=.::.::::::=:-===- ____ -__ ::-- -t~-~.,~t~7'~~-:_-~:J-=--·---iJ4··-·-_-_-·:::-J:-·- -·:·:::·:::t~::~;~~~--~·---~-___________ ?_~~~~;-~; _L_ 1*H-i- -~ -______ -__ -_: ______ __?_?_i~j~-~-:~-------·:·::_~~~:~1~~-j __ j _____ ~ __ _ ____ ~! ~ -____ ., i"i~:-~it·-
2000-01 

1 Sc~-o~I Dis_!.~-i~!_()_~_f_~_c:>_i_~_e:_i:r.?_ll_~-~~r.~.-?.n.9_~p_e!:~l_s_ ------.-.--.. (.Q1.' ...... 1 ...... fl.0 ... ~./ .. 9.·.··.~. ·-·-1' -· ~--~ ___ . ~,-936,_7~~ .$ _?-_!_Q_J._,2!_~}-~., __ ? _____ ---------~-~~~~~-~-- -~ ___ www ___ 4,Sl 7 ,2? ... ? .... -. .J} .. $~-------- 4,441,596. ~.$. . .- ... '. S,6?_§_ i. ~ --.. -.-.- ________ ?~?!.?.?.~ 
2000-01 Scoliosis Screening ~Ch.1347/80 58 $ 2,597,375 $ 2,597,375 $ $ 227,8431 $ 227,3261--~--- 517 ! $ (517) 

Ic56~~~f .. ~t~:~~ing and Reporting___ ------i~-~~-~~-~f~I------·-·:·---·-·----~~~----: .. ~1 --; - ----~~:g:~~---~ -1-~- li:~!~~~i~-- .g ----- __ ---li~-i-6~'.t~: --~----- .. 883~8~ i+- ----883";8"8-~f ~---:~- ------:_-_:_:_-_:_ ------~---)-i---·-- - 1~:~~~::~~ 
2000·01 Total! I I $ 339,547,495 I $ 170,463,939 I $ 169,083,556 $ 34,220,642 I $ ---34,050,136 I $ 170,506 TS 168,913,050 

1999· 00 Char_t~r}5_~gg_I_~---·--·- _ _______________ l~~-:.??.~~-~ ---~--~-_J_L ?t.???(~-~Q_L? .... _ 3, 778,490 I $ -------·----~-" __ _? _____ ,, 66,628 I $ 64,8~~ i $ ___ 1,739 ! __ $_ ____ _ {l, 739) 
l::J::J::J-00 Charter Schools Ill .www ..... _ -1-C~. -~~L~?... __ _;• _ _I!!_ _Ji_ ~:qQ? __ j ?__ ----=--i_i_ _}_~Q!?.?. __ $_ ___::_ 1 $ ________ ----- _ ____:_l_i_____ _ ____ :·-!-·$____ 1,005 

1Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ! ' ' , 

::::gg 1~;:~~:,7:: ~:~'.~:~~;,"'' __ ----~~----_J~~~-:~~-~z~~ _-_:::..-1 .. =- ~; d ; ·- -4::m:usl1~ 4 :::~;::;: I i --= ; ·• · :::~~lJ:j+ 5·~:~:;;~ ~ _ ,~~~~ fl_ d8:~~11 
Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995to · , I , : ' ' Ir 

-.-.. -li~~~~ .... _ .1~.:::.!!~~;z,;~1.~~ . . . .... -.. -.-.. -.--- ---- -----.- _J.•.·. -.·.!.~.:.-. :::~-.~.{.--.~.'. f.:~. :::.-.·-.-.--r.: . ~. [. ~. . =-1 .... J._: __ ~.-.-.·.--.•.:..-. ::liil.~l·i.-.- ,::~.---. ~:-.1.~_ •• -.• 
129

·:~~m j S93,22.,,~.~.:-_-11: . .-_.-~.··.: .. _ ~--::_:~:~:~9.--:~.-:._2 •. _.?_;.• .. h-... 1.~.--~.-.·-..-=~-~---~:-:~--~:=.~ .. Jj_.·-.-·•·~ 129~;:H~: 
~- i~§~:6-~ ~-1·~;~~~:Ztf~ii_~~:~~-~:~~roces~--- - _ ---= ______ -j~:,.:~-~~;~ __ -{_----~i- ___ _J ~----:·-~'.~~;;~-~~- _L __ }~~~~;;~~-~- L---- ----=--. ~--------- _ 1_~-~;~~:~rl---- .. - -~-~-~;~t§-J-·-~---- ________ --i1~ll- -~-~--_::-.:~-I~~~; 

1999~00 Open Meetings Act/Brown Act Reform iCh. 641/86 I 218 i $ 222,400 $ 169,307 $ 53,093 $ - ! $ - Is -i $ 53,093 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule 83: School Districts 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

I ;,___ ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
-- T - -- ------ i I Less: Recove·recr-·------ --- --

Pro~~-nl __ ~_ame P~()_gram Costs I Less: Net Payments I A/P Balance Established A/R ! Amount A/R Balance 1 Net Balance ------ ,--------------- ' ---- -------T-- - :-----·-----

Legal I Program 
Reference _ Number Fiscal Year 

58,254 : s 1,706,375 s _ Is s -_ s 1,706,375 
1;2~82-,916-; $ 5,ooo _· s _ --633,3~-~3,360 ·s ------------- __ *' s _ --------~_·:_·_----·s,ooq 

-(l,965Ji s -----------·s-----~1s·---- 9,266 s ----- ·242 s l242Y ----- ------- - ,- -------- - - - --- -- - -_?.~?-~-~(~?~_J __ s ___ ---- __ l _ _Q?_,_~_?~--- $ __________ 21,76? __ ; ___ $__ 21,752 $_____ _ ______ 13 s _________ 10~,9-~Q_I 
3,289,153 i $ 519,052 $ 1,122,365 i $ 1,122,365 $ - $ 519,052 

:19,§.~?.~.~?§ .. ! .? - 4,719,'!_!~ :_$___ -- --- ·44·1,293_.)._~--- _ 441,293 :i ..... --- --- __ - -_ ·1_s_ -------~?~-~(~?_:!.. 
1,530,111 i S 9/l?_Z,861 S - I S - 1 S ---=-1 S 9,457,861 

'Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs ! i 

' __ -99-9--00-- ... t_'_E_-~_'_-_"_---~~---_'_-_myRernmmecd_a-~i9~s_!_o:·E-xpulsion ~--h-.: .. 1 ___ 2 ____ ? __ 3 ___ / __ 7_ 5- ___ 1[' ______ '_ 71 .•. ---[ $- - _____ -----1-_,_??-4,_6 __ '_-_'_ _L-_1999-00 Removal of Chemicals Ch. 1107/84 57 $ 1,287,916 $ 
1999-~q,---~~~-o-ois~·ssafety _____ -_---- ~-11·.-624/92 _[ ____ 1}f- - 1__ --~??l _?_ -

1999-00 School Bus Safety I and II Ch. 624/92 ! 184 $ 3,633,92S $ 

19~Jg:·oo -- __ S£!:?._'_-_' __ -__ o ___ !~!!~~t_·orchoke: T~_s_f.~~_s_ a~_" __ --Appea1s ~b: __ ~6_oRi:f '_ - _·_ 1 _--~1_? __ .§ ___ ~--- $ -- ___ -___ ""3',i3'6~,io5 ___ ? __ 
1999-00 Standardized Testing and Reporting Ch. 828/97 ! 208 $ 24,357,760 $ 
1999.06---- The--stull Act ---- ---- ----- - - Ch. 498/83 ~-- --1--- --260- -s--lo,987',978- $ 

1999-00 Totalf I $ 266;456,284 I $ 120,024,104 ! $ 146,432;1so $ 9,327~i5[$ 9,288,s11 1 $ 38,304 i $ 146,393,876 
co11ect1ve B<irgaining and COiiective Bargaining 

9._61/7S _/ ___ '" 11 _J_ _i~~~~-~,£?O __ j_i_ 

--1-13,1--2Q,_~_·_ ' ___ --~$ ______ _ 6,697 $ 
'11)13,000 $ 

188,974' '$ ---

, - I ' __i~_'.§~~_,229_}-L __ s ________ __j~?.?~,~~!_ L __ ~?.??'-?5? !1_s _______ ---1:9!.!~? L _____ (10,1p_?! 

10,9_Q?,SSS 1_$ ___ 102,2~-?~~-?9 _ $_ __ _ -
1
_ $__ _" $ _ ________ _ $ 102,215,389 __ __ 

__ - L$____ - 6,697 _$_ -- ---- - i $ i $ - ----- $ ~.697 
11,713,QQQJ.$ ___ $ 1,237,1_§2_.l.$ ____ 1,236,?§~.) $ _______ §QQ_j $ ___ (6gQJ 

140,120 Ii:____ - 48,854 _$_____ --------l ... ?.. - -- -__ :_i $ _-LS_ 48,8S~--

1--1.~2?:99_~greem_~_i:ii_~i~~~-()_sure ·-·~------- ... __ _ 
Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995 to 

1998-9~- Q6j_30/2004) -------------- --------------------- ___ [Ch 498/~ _ __1_95 ~ 
1-----~~-9.~·~9 Grand Ji,i_ry_~E()Ceeding_>______ Ch 1170/96 j 22_§__ $ 

~~98-99 l~-~r:i.i:J.~-~-~---Reimbursem..~!1-~-~-~o~------------- _Ch 486/75 _ 1_ ~ $ 
!---~-~?--~9_IDpen __ ~~-~!i:;g_s ___ ~ct/Brown_~~-!--~.ef()~- ,Ch. 641/86.. _2~ -lj_ 

_I Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs J I ri 
~~~ __ Jf.?_r_r_v1andatory_B_~-~.?.r::.'.!:_f'.ndations for E><_~!~!?n -~?/.?? ___ ' _ __l?_!_ __ ~--- 1,9_9._6,485 I $ _ __ _78,~[j___ _____ !.t.~-~?!19~ __ $_ -------..... _: _? ______ --·- - !_$ ~_$_________ ~,918,194 , 

-g~~-8--99 P!J .. _P~--~~?_f'.l_?_li_o_" ___ ' __ "d_ R~e_n.!.~9-~--------- -- _jfh. _10~/91 __ " 2~i___- __ ci__ ---- --- _?§Q,~0_8_ -'_ $ ...... ?f?~,4_o __ '_ 1_ s_ --- - __ s __ -- ------__ ~(~_?§,_!6__?_--__ s_ - ----- l, 769,275- : ___ s__ _ _ __h_4:~_?&~~ L {1,416,?~?l 
~?:~9 _____ ? __ c_~ool Accou~t'!,~~~fy_R_eport Cards _J_f__~.-~§?(?9 _ _____!?_!____ __ L_? _ 2,804,86~ __ ! __ $__ 2,804,~§~J_?___ _ __ -____ ?___ 484,721 __ _?_ 484,421_L $__ 300 _i___ {300) 

1~9_8-99 School Bus S_afety I ~_nd II ____________ ----~h. 624/92 184 ' $ 1_2_8!0~5 _1 $ 1_27,206 _! $ . ... 839 _ $ __ ___ }_1~3_49 $ ____ .. ?_l,349 i $ ___ - $ _ _ 839 

1:~~::-:~;;;~,f'1It""""'-""'-""P'";,, k~:~:;:~ - :-;~~ ; ; -'~%i~~~: ! ; :-f:!;::!; l ; -• f,;;~:;:~ i- -.. ,_330 ;- ••ii.83o f ;- ____ -~I;- -i:ii::::~ 
1998-99 Total! I $ 194,645,077 ) $ 78,3S3,183 I $ 116,291,894 $ 10,141,988 I $ 8,713,999 I $ 1,427,989 I $ 114,863,905 

I Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining [ I I I -··· :r:=······ --[ 
_1997-98 .L~gt_e_e.r:i:i_ent Disclo~__r:-~------------------------ ..... - .... - _ _ _________ -~-~_.}_~1/75 _j_ 11 __ $ ______ ___l6~~-~?,~08_ j__ ?6,462,_408 L2.--... -~ ________ 6~56,351 j._______ 6,944,813 L._$ ___ _ 

1997-98 J_.~--m __ e ___ ,_-'_ -~~-C)'.__f'-rocedures_:!~~h __ guakes and D_i~~~.!~r.~ --~~-9/8~---- ; --_ ~-~L.~-- c• •• ·+ _ 20 ___ -__ '_ 74,?.§? ___ ri--~--- ~~-~.?-~.? ___ $_ ----~-~r?.? __ 6 ____ L _______ -~~!~~~-~!L__ s__ ---
]Graduation Requirements (07/01/1995 to ! ' I 1' 

1997-98 ]9§(3g(?9.9.~t- ______ Ch.498/93 !--295 ___ $_ ~04,027,444 _$ ____ 5,3_8?,S?~.! $__ 98,638,874. $ _ ___ - !_$__ _ __ _? __ __ 
.!~?.?·-~? §_~~ndJuryProceedings .......... _______ Ch.1170/~_§ ___ ±----------- ??6 _I$ _ 12,832 ,' $ .... - ) $ 12,832 $_ _ -f- '$ 
1997-98 lntr:_r.9.~~!~i~~-~~tendance Permits ___ C_h_. 172/86 _ , -~ ___ ($' 1,77~,_604 j£ ---_1,i7~A.?:.'.\]$ -~: $-- _!:.~~-~~~~ _$ 248,887 i $----

, - -

1997-98 lnterdlstr_i_<:.t _ _:rra- "_'_f-~~----~_egu- e->-ts: Parent's Employmei:! .. Jf_~_ ' __ !?_?(?§ __ - -1-_-~ _i_-'--
____l2_?_?-9B __ 9.P .. ~-~ ___ Meeting~------·----·----------- _ _\Ch. 641/~§__________ 92 ___ _Jj__ 

1997-98 Open Meetingy_~~-~l~~.?~n.-~c~ Reform __ _Jf~·-?.~~~~6 ___ ___3!§__ _il___ 

I Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs ! ! 1' c 

-~:li:: :~~rJ ~~:'i~ie\;~~~;,;"'";o"' '°'"P_ "''_'-_~11 ________ -_-_::_- _- --_1-2_ ~-·- :$·_~-4~_~_-_-_; ___ 5_ -- -~:ll---_ - __ --_---~~~ - _--=-i_tt-
1997-98 Standardized Testing and Reporting lch. 828/97 208 i $ 
1997-98 The Stull Act ----- -- ---------- --- ------ - 1c·h.-498/8f ---zoo-;-$-

1997-98 Total 
!Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining 

1996·97 iAgreement Disclosure 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

irh 961/75 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule 83: School Districts 

1$ 

11 $ 

1,090,110 i $ 
--3~39fi·,s90 rs-­

lBl,731 ($-­-------- -- r-

1,554,418 L~ 
___ }}~-~!?_~jj_ 
8,5ss,s30 ! s 
1 ,592,373 I s 

185,828,321 I s 

35,131,310 I s 

1,090,110 r s .. s 
3,396,2~rs · ___ -------=-: __ $ ___ 

143;086 j_ ____ ---- _______ 38,?4_~ ____ $__ ' 

437,6~1 s. _.. 436,93_6 I s 
~2?,o_87 L_:_--- i20;4-oo-1_$ ---

- - _L cJL 
' 

- ' I 

;:;;;·i~}-i "i:m !l- --18~'.f !i( 1-
36,712 i $ 

133,050 "l $----
4,199,17~ .. --11 ..... 
1,612,698 $ 

15,111,314 I s 

35,731,310 I s 

110,710,953 $ 9,529,645 I $ 9,513,962 I $ 
! 

s 8,222,200 I $ 8,207,235 I $ 

-- 11,538 _ _[_ __ $ __ _ (11,53B), 

46s I s 163,280 --------:----·-- -- - ----------------

- Is 
~ 

-:. 2?8 .L $ --

_735J $ 
- - 2,687_j s - --­

_-;_L 

98,638,874 
12,832 

-- (258), 

(735) 
(2,687) 

?~t.?.~-~-

______ _j s 1,s11,106 
1 

- ! $ 124 
~-~- - I s _ 4,3s9,352 

-~ S,979,67S 
15,683 I $ 110,695,210 

14,9651 $ (14,96S) 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

: Legal Progra~ i=-~- ~~COUNTS PAVAf!~E (A/P) -·- --- ---~c:c:~u~:~:RRE~~~:r:~§ .Ifl.~l. __ _ 
Fisca_r __ ~-~-~L --~~ggram Name Reference ~um_h.~.!:_l:~gram __ ~osts __ --~-~-!>_~:Net Pay_men~ _ A/P ~-~-~a~---~~_lishe~ ~[i:{ ____ L ______ Amoun!__ 1-- _f!./R Balance 

' ' ~_§-~97. ·. E".!~~gt'!_!lCY Procedures: EarthQl}?~f'.~_?D.9 Disasters ifb.:_.~6. 5 .... 9./84 ____ j •. -- ___ ___!_2_________. j_·$· 9 .. _,3_~?~~._$ ________ __2J§ .. ~!_?_47 -... $. .. . 138,317 _j_ 465. ,.9.--~. 7 t·- 465,947 -. $ . __ _:_:-~--
!Graduation Requirements (07/0l/1995to j ! : I ' 

1996-97 , 06/30/2004) Ch. 498/93 i 295 i $ 91,415,568 ; $ 2,345,578 i $ 89,069,990 $ - $ - i $ - $ 
i9-9f;·.97-- Open Meetings Act __ (h·:-54·1/8_§ ... :-;------sz- $ --i)13,598 ':$ -2,713,598 j $- -- $ -217,201!$- 217,050 ';-$ -151 $ 199fi:97g~~gsAc!@~_o;~A-C_t!:\~f?_~_ri:!._ ,·ch-.i~:!/86--~r- _?}8 _:=_ti_. s --i69:S39rs- _113,805] s __ 55!73_4 -$-_----==--!$ jL -~ 

Net Balance 

1_38,317 

89,069,990 
- "(iSD, 
55,_7_?_~--

, 1········· +$ I I . . 
,Pupil Expulsions from School: Additional Hearing Costs I ; · ~· I . 'I · 

1996-97 _!for Manda.to······r_v__.~~E9.r:!!::i~T1-~-~_!!_ons for Expulsion ·Ch. 1.'.??·/·_!5····. -1'--- .. --12!___._,_$_ '.· .. '.-7~,149 .. [. __ ?_ . . .... -.. 25,877 ._L· _ .. "'. 48,263 __ $ ... - _:_LL .... $ .... ___ ---: ~ _:_L·$··. __ 1,448,~~3-
199~:97 -1~~~9S'.~-~:.!~_Safety I and II __ . !~~:,§?~L~_? ____ -·-~-'j_ ___ 87,816 j ~ ___ _ __ -~-6,193 ,j_ ___ --~_i _ _ __________ -_ [_~ _ - i $ :.-1-*--- __ 1,623 
1996-97 -~h-~ml g1s_~~~~~-~-!.§~9!_~~-:-~~.!1sfers and Appeals _[_f_h~ __ 160{9? _ 156 Li_____ 5,772,216 ij_ __ ?,_772,?~§_ J__?___ $ 136,699 J-~ --~?.§~.?.?.~ .. LL_ 48 ~ ____ J.~?l 
1996-97 !Scoliosis Screening ICh.1347/80 58 i $ 2,051,761 i $ 2,051,761 i $ $ 64,789 I$ 64,485 I $ 304 i $ (304 

1996-97 Total! I r 148,739,872 I $ 58,025,945 I $ 90,ii3~ 9,106,836 I $ 9;091,368 I $ 15,468 i $ 90,698,459 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
Schedule 83: School Districts 

i 

321 ~ 
68,142 I $ 

386 ! $ 

1,168,233 
(32) 

1,113,294 

(386) 
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~~-~_r __ y_e_~E- Program Name 
"CoffeCtive-Bargaining and Collective--Efa-rgBi"rllng 

~~~ _ -1~g-~(;'_E'.!!l_(;'_nt Disclosure 
1992-93 Credent Monitoring 

1992-93 Total 

__ 1.~~!-9_LJ Civic Ce_~_i:r._~_C_! ___ _ 
1991-92 !Open Meetings Act 

1991-92 Total 

_ !~.~_Q_--~-~--!Civic Cen~t.(;'! __ ~~! ______ _ 
1990-91 !Graduation Requirements 

1990-91 Total: 

---~~?-~-~ Civis ... ~-~~~<:.~-~_c_t ___________ _ 
1989-90 (Graduation Requirements 

1989-90 Total 

1988-89 I Civic Center Act 
1988-89 Total 

1987-88 I Civic Center Act 
1987-88 Total 

1986-87 I Civic Center Act 
1986-87 Total 

1985-86 I Civic Center Act 
1985-86 Total 

Grand f6fal I 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

Legal 

Reference 

Ch. 961/75 
Ch. 1·j;:j'fi/87 

Program 

Number Program C~ Less Net Payments) ~_/~ Bal_ance 

11 I $ 29,3Q~.!~.?~ _j $ 29,309,461 I $ $ 
791_s __ ~53~410 Is 1,853,215 Is 194 __ ,T 

A~COU~_TS PAYABLE (A/P) ACCOUNTS RECE_!Y_~~-~-~_!~l~J-
u~~~; Recovered 

A/R Balance 

J 

3,oo4,2s? .. J.___$____ 2,~8·3· ,106 I s _ ___y~!.~~ ;_ .. ? __ _ 
654,070 ! $ §'1:9,037 rs-- 5,033 : $ 

Established AL~-~--' Amount 

s 43,oo9,o66 I s 43,008,812 I s -i94 - s 4,838,266 ; s 4,811;595 I s 26,511 ; s 
------ - -~h..: .. ~~1_~4 

Ch. 641/86 -r ~1; --f---~ ----------19'~~~:~~~ ~ ____ !~~~~g:~itrs---- --_____ : ~- ~ - 1,058,329_i..~----- _____ 1,057,915 Is ____________ ~'.!:.~ii_ 
302,710 i $ 302,634 rs-- 76 i $ 

Ch. 49/84 
-'Ch~-Li"9878-3 

' 114 -+-----25·---
$ 11,520,151 I $ 11,52o;iS:iT $ $ 1,361,039 i s 1,360,549 I $ 490 I $ 

_? _____________ ?,961,940 I s ______ ---~:_9_61,940 1_s _____________ __ 
$ 5,435,894 I $ 5,435,894 I $ -·+--- ... ~:~*:~~-!-i+----- ----t~i~:6~6-+-~=---: --_ 366';·~-+-~----
s 1s,397,834 I s 15,397,834 I s s 3,960,924 i s 3,593,645 I s 351;:z79 I s 

!Ch. 49/84 
""TC:h. 498/83 --

12~4 ---rs----- --~1g6mF -=:~~i~-6:-i;6---I ;- ---- ·+- -------~i1-:-l?~-Ft- -- -~~~~~?~i--1-X---- --~-:~--1--l--
I 1 $ 11,944,440 I s 11,944,440 I s s 1,565,511 I s 1,509,411 I $ 56;i66 I s 
!Ch. 49/84 114 s 8,195,968 I s s,195,968 I s S 880,183 I S 879,682 I $ 501 I S 
I s 8,195,968 I $ 8,195,968-TS s 880,133 I $ 879,682-T.$ SOi--1 $ 
ICh.49/84 114 $ 8,055,062-] $ 8,055,06if$ S 803-:5"§8 I $ 803}23 I S -,f75 I S 

s 8,0s5,062 I s 8,055,062 I s - s 803,598 I s 803,123 I s 475 I $ 
Ch. 49/84 114 s 7,376,797 I s 7,37§,197 I s -~ 121,311 i $- 7?§,898 I S 919 ]""$ 

s 1,316,19iTS 1,3157]97/$ s 121-;s11 1 s 126-;ss1srs 919·rs 
Ch. 49/84 114 s 7,513,368 I s 7,513,308 I s $ 588,899 l $ _____g§,367 I $---- 532 I $ 

s 1,513,308 I s 1,513,308 I s $ 588,899 I $ 588;361 I $ 532 I $ 
s 5,167,311;557 I s 1,416,030,688 I s 3,751,286,879 s 202,1C13,682 1 s 152,321,190 I s 50,382,492 i s 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule B3: School Districts 

Net Balance 

(21,152) 
-_ii,839) 
(26,378) 

(414) 
---(76") 

{490) 

{400) 
(366,'879) 
(367,279) 

(477) 
(5!},689) 
(56,166) 

(501) 
(501) 
(475) 
(475) 
(919) 
(919) 

(532) 
{532) 

3,700,904,387 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/ Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 
As of September 30, 2012 

f L ____ ~cou~-!~-~~!ABL~ (A/Pl___ ___ _ ___ -~-~~q~-~-!.~-~_Ec~1vABLE {A/R) 
· legal Program I I less: Recovered 

Fisc. ' ... ' .. Y .. ear !. --~~~g-~.'. m ...... ". am_e_ __ ----------... -'. Refer~-.. " .. ·.'.--~ _ ·1·.- Numbe. r j_ _ ___f!'~gram Cost .. '······[ ·L··ess: ~~---~<l.Yi:i:tents_ A/~~~ _ Establishe~ __ J'.I/~ _ ... Amount ______ , 
A/R Balance 

2010-11 Agency Fee Arrangements ,Ch. 893/00 270 $ 38,850 ! $ 1,000, $ 37,850 $ $ - ! $ 
f-J_q10-11 ]California Grants -_ --- - - - ~t_ci§__ - - ~Qf __ =: $ 1?~1_~0 rs-- -~oOO) $ _11,150. $ = $ - ---- -r_s~_----

;Californla State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS)i 

2010-11 Service Credit 1Ch. 603/94 
1 

287 $ 36,568 $ 1,000 i $ 35,568 $ $ - i $ 
Collective sil('iiil'riing and Collective Bargafrli"rlg-- 1 ·-- ----- ---;----- ---·--- --i---

2010-11 Agreement Disclosure !ch. 961/75 __ 232 $ _ 4,100,167 i _$ 1,000 i $ ___ 4!099,167 $ $ 
20!Q~.1~ - - Enrollment Fee ~.9J.!~~-!!2_~ a~-d wa;vrn- _____ ,,,,,_ ----- !Title 5---- --- -26_7 ___ '._i_ --16~?-~},065-r_s_~ - 1,0_QQ _r:r- ~ 16,582,065-'$ ---, s 
2010-11 HealthF_ee_Elimination(Onoraft('!r_07/01/1994) Ch_._1/84 234 .' $ 6,148,447 i $ 1,000: $ 6,147,447 $ _ -.!.S 

1 
__ :-·2019~11 lnteg__@,f~~--~aS-t€ Managemen~ __ :·--- - -- -~:"!~_16m___ 2S_6 -T.$- ~-457,03~j ___ ? - _ - - [_j_ ___ ~-- --:457,035 $ ~----- - --------: [$ __________ _ 

2010-11 Mandate Reimbursement Process C_h. 486/75 . 237 ! $ _651,197; $ 1,000 i $ __ 6S0,~~7. $ __ - ~-

--~~~~~ ~~ -~~~;i~~e~~itra~;n Act Reform~--- - --~--~-~-_JI~~~-= ---·---~~: ___ -1-; ---~::~_}T -iz~~_f r--: __ --- ~~~~:~~-~---~~-;__ -- --- -- :-tf ·.~::~~--
2010-11 Tuition Fee Waivers Ch. 36/77 301 i $ 862,092 ! $ ~.ooo I$ 8:~1,092 : $ - I $ 

2010-11 rotall 1 $ 30,452,367 ! $ 10,000 1 $ 30,442;367 · $ - 1 $ -~--rs 

Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining r--

_,_L 
s 

--~-

s 
$ 

-rs 
-·-.-,-$-

_:_is rs 
- i $ -s-
. 's 

Net Balance 
37,850 

_1:_1!1?0 

- 35,56~ 

4,099~~.f:i? 
16,582,065 
___ 6,1~7,447 

457,035 
_ _650,1~7 

1,489,985 

- ?0,?11 _; 
861,092 

30,442,367 
20,636 ~_Q~-:~0- ICaliforniaG~_?,i:i_t~--- ___ . ·------·-·------------ _Ch 403/_QQ__I 302 j L -~.?.?_!_$ ___ :_j $ __l_Q,_?:?_6_ ... _$ ~-:1.:? __ 

2009-10 1Agreement Disclosure Ch 961/75 232 $ 4,792,797 ! $ 444,000 I$ 4,348,797 $ - $ - , $ - ! $ 4,348,797 
2009-10 v~n-rOffm_eritFeeCollecti·~-6:an-d1/.f~--·---------:~--- T1_tle5 __ 267 ,$- --21,3~6,979 !$- 2,9-99~_9991$ -----18,396,~8.9 $--·- - $: -=-is. . __ -:-;-5--·-----w;-3·95-,9?_0 

!:r1~~;~J::;~~~;";~{e' 07/01/1994i_ 01~~:~;~2-_:- m-~it -~:m:inlf 2,5''·'"'1! Jlli:iifI-----'~3.794. r .. ~ir -347,1911i- q;; 
~-~-!9 Open Meeting_:;f_~!:_()::"'n Act Reform _j_f_~_, __ ?~-~186 __ --1}? j $ __ 1,405,6~:?.J $ ___ -___ ]_$ 1,405,673 : _?_ _$:____ _ __ ._l_L J_s_ _ 1,405,~7-~ 

2009-10 PrevailingWageRate iCh.1249/78 303 ! $ 8:_3,173 i $ __ .::::Jj_ 83,173 $ $ - i $ i $ 83,173 ____ ,, ____________ ----·-·---------- --- -- ~----- ------·-·---·--- -- ---- - """ - ----- - --~-------- :---- ---------·--
~!2 ___ _?exual As~ .. a~l-t_~~-spons_e Procedure~- .:Ch. 423/~Q___ __34_! ______ _] S:___ __ .. 1 .. !.~~} __ , __ $ ____ -.- _ 15-.··.---- ____ ___}_,_~~~ ,_ $ $ ____ :_ __ ;_ $ . . : __ $ _ 1,421. 
1---------=--':'..~~:~2 StudentRe_~~'._ds _!Ch.593/89 307 1$ -----~QQ_Ji__ ________ - $ __ 1,170 $ i_ _::_li_____ ~_$___ ~·~?0_ 

2009-10 Tuition Fee Waivers ,iCh. 36/77 301 I$ 763,416 / $ _J],000 $ _ __lg},416 $ $ - I $ - ; $ 750,416 
2009-lOTotall I$ 35,757,930 I$ 6,030,801 I $ 29,121,129 $ 603,794 I$ 256,603 I $ 347,191 ! $ 29,379,938 

0 .. 09_~:0_9 _ Californi_?_.~~?_r:_ts ____ .... ___________ -----·-·- --1Ch. 403/0Q..... ~--~$,___ 23,555 ~_?___ _ _:J ... ?.. _ -~?? ; _ _? _ ------1 $ _________________ -------- _$ _______ - ___ :_)___$__ _ 23,555 

2008-09 Ag~~~~-~D!_ Disclosure ...... ·-·-·-·--·-·---· ____ _ _____ ,,__ _;Ch, 961/7.~- ~ _ _jj ___________ ?,f55,258 i $_____ 602,0021 ... ?... _ 4,653,256 .J.. ___________ ...... -.. ) ... ? .. __ _ __ ------------....... ___ : ____ $, ________ J_$ _ 4,653,_~_?_6 __ 

Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining 1 dt ' 
2008-09 iEnrollment __ ~~~S.9.~~~~~]_():~ __ and Waivers ··-·-·--·--- 1:i~ _[._ 267 ___ jj___ 26,776,653 lj___ ~_,662,165 ' $ ---~-~-~~-~~!~?§ __ $ ..... ..: ... 

1
1 

.. §_____ _ - . $ ........ ___ -·-·--·--- ____ ~ _'J__ 23,114,488 __ 
2008-0~_ J_~~.?!t_~_F_~_('! __ ~_l_i~_i_~(ltion (On or after 07 /0_!/_1:~.9.~J. _ -~-h. 1/84 I -~~-----------.J_.$___ _ ?,qo6~ 5,S83,~-~!J _$_ __423,146 S 510,_?_§ __ ,, __ $_ 381,373 i $ 128,9~?_! ... _$ ______________ 2~~~-~-5_4_ 
2298-09 -1-lntegrated Waste Manage_m_ent Ch. 1116/9~-.. -----I 256 _i' $ 6,326,880 I $ -1--s _ 6,326,880 $ -1 $ ________ ___ ~$ _ - i _$ 6,326 8Em 

-~~~~~~~-: .~:;~~::,;:~t~:~;"'~:;~:;::~. i~~~i···.;;; .·.-[} 1,~:?iTi-.. : .. ;. . · .. 5'3 ~:~=--~----.---.. ·.·· 1,~i~+--- -- 1+ ·······_ ....•. -............ -. -.i .... •.:·::-.:.~:::=-=-~~ --1~--- i;1i~~-i~i--
20Q8-09 ,PrevalllngWageRate __ ;Ch, 1249/78 I _ 303 i $ 63,845 I$ --~ $ 63,845 $ - : $ - $ $ 63,845 

__ ?()O?·()~ ----1Reporting lmpropfr_:~~y~rni;i_('!ntaJ __ ~~tivities _______ lf.h..::~_!§2§1:_ • __ ?__~=I $ - - _ 14,945)_J_$" _:1,;i-:-060 $ -~- - --- _- 946- . .-:f =: $ __ ~J ___ $_ ~=: $ _ 940 
2008-09 !Tuition Fee Waivers :Ch. 36/77 301 rs-- 642,515 I $ - $ 642,515 $ - i $ - I $ - ! $ ~·~ -- -

2008-09TotaL --I-$ 47,36(264]$ 9,868,003 I$ 37,493,261 $ 510,36U $ - 381,373 I$ 128,992 i $ 37,364,269 

2007·08 IA~e~cy Fee Arrangements _ _ __ __ Ch 893/00 _ _ 270 _L $ ~_q?,?12_ -1-?__~ 6,763 J_$___ _ __ 1_90,?~ __ i___ ______::__! ___ $ ____ ,, ___ ----- _ _ -~/__L_ __ =-------- ________ ____ - ~---- __ _ 1:9-9!.~~~-

f----·39-Q?_:()_?__ ]ca1itorma Grants __ ch 403;00 -r ~ _J __ s ____________ ?~(~-~~ ·'. s ...... -. - IL..... _2~(~.~-~----·-$.__ ----=-... 1-··s--·-··--- ______ ____:__;_i_ ____ .. __ ... _______ ----·.·.----~-- .1--s --. 23 .• s .. 4. 4. -. , 

1

Californ1a State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) ' . _J' :----- ~ . 
1 __ ?997-08 Service Credit Ch 603/94 287 $ 65,504 Li_ ---=---j ____________ _6?i5CJ~-"--$ _:: J_i__ _ ____ - i_ _::_"Is- ___ _ _§~~~~-

ICollect1ve Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ! " 
~:__O __ ? .. _ j .. E'g~f'..~-~-~-r;~g!_S~!:?~~-~~ _ _ ________ __ !Ch. 961/75 ~)_ .. ___ __?_:~:.?_ _________ ; ___ $_ _ __ 6~~_9_7,_?~~ $ 60,759 _$_ 6,446,752 $ _$____ : $ -----=---,_$__ 6,446,752 

:_ 2007-08 J~_n_:gl!f!'.!:_ll_! __ f..E:~-~()-~l_r::~~ig_r; and_~ah:•ers I~ _) ___ ___J£!__ __ 1_i . . 22,113,2341 S . .. ,._,_L 22,113,234 . S S -·-·--·-·--·-.. ___ :
1 

__ $ ___ ----- ---·-·----·-·-·---·- ~__J _$___ ?.?_,1_1},23~ _ 
2007-08 I Health Fee Elimination (On or after07/01/1994) iCh. 1/84 ! 234 $ 3,811,589 I $ 2,049,817) $ 1,761,772 $ 2,070,733 $ 917,501 $ 1,153,232 I$ 608,540 
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State Controller's Office 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 
State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

ACCOUNTS PAYABLE (A/PJ ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/RJ 
Legal Program -- --- ' I teSs: RtiCOverecr-; 

~i_S.~~'-.. Y."~-~!_·.· ..... · . .. .. Pro~rnm Name ... J' Hefereoce .. I ... Number. i _ P.~t!g.~~.!!'_.co·'·"· . I Le>> Net Paymeot>·j_·· .... • .. /P Bal.00.oe..... . E>tabH>hed A/R.. Amooot .J AfR Balaooe I Net Balaooe. 
2007-08 Integrated Waste Management Ch.1116/92 i 256 ~ 4,710,636 I$ - i $ 4,710,636 $ - j $ $ ~$ 4,710,636 
2007~-08 - Mii~date Reimbursement Process --- Ch~486~! 237 -$- "7o""i,9~!7--l-s ------=--[$ -----m7,987 - $ --------------- ·· 1 ·s -----s- - $ 707,987 

~g[~!-:~~~;~~~~~:Cf~)~;;~:;:,;,"~;,Q,,-__ j~[!~~~J~ m-=, i ... ~ii:iiiU~~ . 68

:

719 4=. · · 1~~1- ·. -'1'i --~ ~--- _e~-~ ~m 
2007-08 !Tuition Fee Waivers iCh. 36/77 -~ 301 i $ 827,080 I $ -1+ 827,080 $ - $ i--~----- $ 827,080 

2007-08 Totall I$ 40,215,687 ! $ 2,186,058 $ 38,029,629 $ 2,070,733 $ ---------gf?,501 ! $ 1,153,232 $ 36,876,397 

2006-07 !Agency Fee Arrangements _ C_~:§:J~/Qg '.· . 270 .---J}_ -------- ______ ?_3.-.'~2}_.;_ .. S ... _ _::_Li_ 83,42. 3 ,__L • S. . - i ~--------------- ______ -:___~_ 83,423 
2006-07 !California Grants Ch. 403/00 i 302 ! $ 21,582 : $ $ 21,582 $ $ $ - $ 21,582 

lcalifornla State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) -~ ---i~ ------- ' - ----- --- --- - -- 1·--- --:- - -------

2006-07 iservice Credit Ch. 603/94 __ 287 _ [ $ 57,897 ! $ - I $ 57,897 $ - : $ __ ... ·:j·----......... ____ . - ' $ - , $ 57,897 
!Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining - [- -- _,___ - - 1 1 -- - -' -- -- -- ---------;--- - -- - .. ----- -;- ---

;~~f~; ·· 1~~,11';:e~~J~~i'~~~f6,'~~*:~'~;~o;,;99~) ·· '~~,,1~,: · =±= ..... -;;;~Jt ~ 1~:~:;::~~ ~ . 893 .. • .. '. 3 ... 5.-. ·.is .. i _ _i;llil[J 3,094,76; .~.-.·· · ... __ 2,02~~0;~- !.r 1.~6'·"'l1:·i· ·. -~-?'.~~~:m_ 2006-07 A_g .. reernentDi_scloslir_e..... ... . . ch.:~61/??. ___ ' ___ 232 __ $ 6,202,489 $ 153,668 $ 6,048,821 $ _______________ -__ $_ - $ ........... ~.1.s 6,048,821 

_l,Q~6·.QU~t~g_'.a__t~~.~~-s!_~ .. ~~~~-g_ement Ch. 1116/92 L_ ~_ij_ '!-,_!?~!_??~JS___ _ ____ :: .. L.:?. _ 4,154,658 $ -------=-J_S______ _: j $ _______ .: ... _$__ 4,154,658 
200~_:2.? .. _ l~.? .. l:!~a..~e Reimburse~-~D~ Pro~~ Ch. 486/75 -~-~$ ________ 853,887 I $ ______ - j _$ _______ §_~?!~~?.~ __ $ -------- ---- _____ .. :: LS - ! $ _____::_l_L _ ~~?,_?8? __ 

2006-07 !Open Me~_r:!_gi/l?:~~\'l_r:i __ l',_~_t _~e_fsi:_f"!l.___ s::~.: .. ?~.!L?.? _________ L, ___ ..... ?~.? ............. rr=-~ ~.!?~~?~-.·ri __?_.___ _ _ 2,083 1 $ 1,1~_8,7.90. -.s. _ --.-. ____:_l__L_ ___ . . ___ - j__$. ___________________ .. :: .. j .... .:? ... _. 1,148,790_ 
2006-07 Prevailing Wage Rate Ch. 1249/78 " 303 $ 72,835 $ $ 72,835 $ 1 $ _____:___l_i_ - , $ 72,835 
2006-07 TuitionFee"WaiVerS ch.36/77 -301 -$- ·321,4·3·9- ·s·--- - --s·- 82:1,439"'-$"- _____ $__________ $ - -----::-;-$ "f!ii:4~!9-

2006-07 Total $ 31,231,556 $ 1,049,486 $ 30,182,070 $ 3,094,765 $ 2,026,098 , $ 1,068,667 $ 29,113,403 

___1QQ?_i1_§ ___ [2g .. _r:_'..1_~_y_E_·e··'-·· • .... '.' .. a_'._1_·g·· e ... f!li:_n_.t, .. .. .. . .. . . ... j.~~.-.8~~/.0_0 270 [ $ ___ ~-?!?.~~ __ $ - .I ? _______________ -~~.,?~~- .. __ $ _____ .. . ..... .i...... . ............ -.... -. · '···S···· ..... ·-. _S_ 48,319 I 
2005-06 _ .f.ali~r:ii_a ~_!a~~ ________________ .. _1c_!i. '.!_0_3/0Q_ 302 j $ 2p,61? _

1 

s _?__ ~q,?~? ___ $__ __ .. : .. :.,_? _________________ --- ::.ls_....... -=---l------. $ _ 20,617 
California State Teachers' Retirement System {CalSTRS)I · ! i j 

2005-06 Service Credit _______Ch. 603/94 ---~---Li_ 55,370 j__L _j__L 55,370 ._S____ _ ______ :__j__L___ ___ __ ::_ _ $_ - _L? _______________ ?_?;_~?.Q 
Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining I , ' ' \ 1 

Z_005::_Q_? ____ .l_l',_g:~~-~-~-r:i~ __ g_~S.~!.C:~~!~----·-·------·-·-·-·-·-·-- ... ----·-·-·--·--·--·------- _____ --.··.- ___ f.~:. 961/75 _____ ... ____ .. ?_32 ____ J_$___ __ ----~-·.?-~~~.?1..?.?.~J .. _s.... _!.?~2 !.~.~.J-~. .. _ _ 2,?~ ~£)!?.~}._..... ... _ __::_ __ Li_ ______ --.-- __________________ - __L_______ . _ ... _::__Li_. 5,343 ,615 

·~~~~~~ l-~~~1i~f!lr:~--~~~1~~1i~c~_i0_n~~fa~~r\16jjoi/i9-94l __ _ _ ~W-i}s4 L_ ----~~4-- _ [ ~ ---~~:i-bi~~l-~-/ ;- 9B,i7; LI;--~ ---- ~-~'.ig-§'.~~-§-· }- _ _ -:-j-~----·- _::::-_~_::::-_::::----:-· --~--- =~- :~-~-:=·-----:---LL -- ____ !~:~~~;~;~-

!~H§i l~t~~~n~~t~2:!f ~~;~ ========1 ~: :!:!t!' · : m rni ! rnrn • 

4

'!!!:!!! It . i!tml! 4

,::::::~ i -tm m :~~::~~ :t '~::~:1 ! · rn "i~f :J~l1 
2005-06 iPrevalllngWageRate - ---------..-mm ------------·-:-::-~::::·=-·:::·:-::_~:t~Jj~]l.?.?_ 303 I$ ___ ~~(}_9=iS --_-:·:~:II:.:-- _ -iSl-:-809 $ ---=-_ __ _::_LS __ --------:~_-·_:~_ ... ____ --~_-:·_-:·_:~_-=J $ ·:= --_1_s~,89_~--
2005-06 !Tuition Fee Waivers Ch. 36/77 ' 301 $ 771,160 $ $ 771,160 $ ' $ $ · · $ 771,160 

2005-06 Total $ 32,247,995 $ 1,301,548 $ 30,946,447 $ 267,974 $ 251,347 $ 16,627 $ 30,929,820 

.... ~.99_4.:_95 AgencyFeeArrangemen~----- --·----·---·-.. ··-·--·~·~·-··-·-.. f.!1· 893/00 270 J_L 44,5~11 $ __ ___::__J_S ______ ~_~?-~--~ .. $- ____ i___ _ _________ _:_[j____ _ __ ::_ __ !'·-~--- 44,561 

!California State Teachers' Retirement System (CalSTRS) , , 
~Q0~~9? _j_~-~!.!!9!.r:.~~---~E~r:i.~.~---··-·-·-·· -----------r'_ch._'!-q_?LQQ ______ .__ 303-__[_S____ 18,380 ,_i - i $ 18,380 $ ·. s__ ---.. ~·- _ _::_Li_ _______________ ::__ ___ $. _____ -~-?,380 

'. o. o.;J4-05 !servis~ crE'.~!~-----.·.·---·-·-.··.· .. ·.·.·.··.··.··.· .. ·- -------- ----------..• ·.'-... " ... 60;?/~~----.·-·-·.r··-·--------·2·s_·1 _-1.t_ _ 44,8261 s .............. ·.-·--._Ji__ 44,826 s. . _______________ ~ ... ' .. s. ______ ~ ... 1--~-------·-·----·------· .. ·---------.-=---Li____ 4~,-~~-f) __ Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining i I I I '1 
_2_9_04-05 ~g~!!t q!_ss!.".~t:~e ___ _ _ _ ____ _!~t:: 961/75 __ _-1?2__ ' $ 7,277,259 $ }!?Q1J2!_j_$_ ... __ 5,?_75:~~-?- , __ $__ _ _ ____: ; s ..... _____ _ _ ____l_t__ _ ____ _::__, $ 5,575,986 

i~~:J!. ~~r:::·f~~::~~:;!~{~:.~:~;;;01119941 -.·•··~~~~;=r1-. ···I?~= =i·.'!~l!m~ ·••• ·. -., .. _;i.i-.~ .... :.:. ill ! = 
1

!:!iH: .. _.b} -.·.·.· .. --~-~1.1 t _:_J{ - . -rr ···.· 1

iiitm. 
2004-05 j~r~-~ailing Wage Rate jCh. 1249/78 303 , $ 39,068 , $ - $ 39,068 $ ! $ $ . i $ 39 068 
2004-05 :T-uition Fe~-Wai·v~ --!ch. 36/77 :- "301" -- i"".$ 678,167 r ·s - .... - -- - i-S- 678:167 ··s--- ----- --_ -; s"" $ - -~$----- 678'.i67-

2004-05 Total! I : i $ 34,091,977 I $ 5,242,147 ! $ 28,849,830 $ - I $ , $ - I $ 28,849,830 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010·11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

I 

L. - ACCOUNTS PAV~~~E_(A/P) 
Legal , Program ! 1 i 

F3"'.'-.'!-~-.' .. '. ·1:. . ''°''.' .. m ......... ~-a.m .. --~ _________ -. ... . I Refeceo".---.i •. N. u_mbe. ' ..... ~·. Program Costs j_~~~-s: Net Pay_~_f!_!1ts.1· 03-04 Agency Fee Arrangements ICh. 893/00 I 270 $ 44,823 $ - $ -- " -- - -"'"""""""' -- -------------------------------'- ""'""'""""'" -- ____ ,_________ - ----------------- --- - -- ----- -- ' -
03-04 California Grants Ch. 403/00 ! 302 $ 22,466 $ - $ 

2003-04 jserviceCre_<;!i! .......... _ ........ ----......... ------------~_Q?L.~-~- 1-~- $__ 41~~45 _i_ 7,70~ _ _i_ 

I ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE (A/R) 
i--- Less: Recovered I 

A/P Balance_ --------~-stablis~d A/R I __ Arnow~_!________ __ A/~_~_!!~, Net Balance 

-- ~.;,_ .. ::: t _ _j .. ~ ----.-.·.-----~CL-.-.· =l -- ;;:::.: __ 
_}?,??7' $ - _j ~-- - ---~ ,l -; $ 33,83__7_ 

!Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ! i 

--- - - 'Ciillfornia State re.3chers'Reiiiement System (C.iilSTRSf ----- ------:--··t------ -- --
2003-04 l~g_~!:~f!n_~ __ Dlsclosure ..... --·------- ___ ...... .J.~-~:-~61/75 ___ L __ ,~?.? ...... L 7,314,17_?_ ~ _ 4,987,683 __ $___ ___],326,490 _j_.. - Li_ _ - $ __ ..... - j $_ 2,326,490 

.• 

2. 0 .. 0 .. 3 .... :·.Q ... ~-----.l~.-.o.rnllmectFee.C:p·_.l.·lf!.'.·'.'-.~.".--. ood w''"" _!T .. '.' ... ''. 5·. . .·-·.··_··· ... _J_ •. _ 2--6····7 .·.-··--... ·.$. . ... _ ---~?,O?. 2,6.?l___--. $ 1_55,838-- _$__ 14,87.~?.}_~ _ ? - i .. $ --.- . ~ • ~. $ -.···.-••. -.-.. - __ ._----.. -.. -. _ L__. $ 14,876,814 

t
?_Q.Q?:O~- J1nte1vated W___!S_~ __ i'.-'.l_a_n~gement _______ _lf~·-~-'.!:!f:i(_9? _l_ ~-- .. ?. _ _ __ 3,906,635 j__ _ 509,351 $ ~,397,284 _$___ _:_]_$_________ - _ $ _ _ _____ _ _ ~-)__$_ _ 3,397,284 
~.Qq_?-OUDpen M_i:!!~r; __ g?/_~_rownAct Ref()r_!'.I_________ __jf~: __ §~~@§___L_ _23?__ \ $_ 1,117,2~§- _$ 1,100,666 J $ __ 16,630 _?_ _ ___ - [j___ ____:___ $ __ _ __

1

!__i_ _ ~§,~?9 
~03-04 'f!'!:~\J-~!_l_l~_g yvage Rate _______ _;ch. 1249/7_~ ___ __[ _ ~-fJ- - ~8,285 $ _____::____l1__ _____ ~-8,2~ __ $_ _:_i_ - _L - $ 28,285 
2003-04 Tuition Fee Waivers !Ch. 36/77 I 301 ! $ 629,328 i $ - I $ 629,328 $ $ ~ $ · $ 629,328 

2003-04 Totall I $ 28,137,203 i $ 6,761,246 I $ 21,375,957 $ · i $ · $ · I $ 21,375,957 

~i-ciotb~ - ~!~~~~~~~a~:~~_r~itge:::.~-~ .... -------- -- l~~J8i~~~ -:_,liii _::[ i - iU~~ li ' 3~'.~lHf-- i:::~: T ::--if- ' :-~ _ j~ -:::&~: 
Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining ' 

2002-Q~ ___ ~.$ree. m.' ... nt C:i_~.~!9?.~,!:E;! ___ .-... -. __ .... -............ . . . __ ~.-~:--~_§:_1/75 .. _·-. .... }.?~- -k-. $ ..... -.... -. .'-. ,13:·~-~~-!9_.8 __ 1_--.$. ___ ---.'--·.·.6.--~~!~~~l-_.$ .. ·.··· . . -.. -. $. _ --------.. -.5 ... ~?,4?~· ..• -. $ __ ........ 3·7·4· ,_?·5·0·. ..$ ---.· .... ---~-?0~7_?9 .... ,_[_·$·· _____ J?~Q,7_3 ... 9. l _ __?_0~2-03 Enro!lment Fee Collection and Waivers ___ Title 5 . -1-- _1§Z____j __ $ ______ }6,695,150 L$.. ____ _1-,706,789 i- $_ __ _ _ 14,988,36~- __ _$____ _ ___ :. _$___ _ _ ___ : __ $__ _ ____ : J_$__ 14,988,361 

2002-03 -.".'.'._!~~-Fee _E_n_mination {qr:i_?E. '. ". er 07/01/19941_ _______ 1_ch .. 1/~4 ____ -. ___ ??~ __ij__ -~:?.~~~-.5._1~_

1
ij_ -.'· .. '.-_8 _____ ?,.51_~--1-'-· _______ ,_$ ____ ___1~-~?,_??3 . __ $ _ ___ --1.:?3~:~.?~ __ $ __ ________!_l:_.0,·2·89 __ J $ _ {720,28~)_ 

2002-03 jl_l_"l_t_i;_gr?~.E'.9 W_aste Managemer:i~-- __ ICh;_~}-1:.?l~~ j _ ~ __li_ _____ 3,290,~}g_ _ __i_ _ 99q_,446 ~-- 2,300,493 ,_$ 118,804 i $ 30,280 $ ---~?_)~~4 j $ 2,211,969 
2002-03 !Tuition Fee Waivers lch. 36/77 301 I $ 571,497 $ · $ 571,497 $ - i $ $ - I $ 571,497 

2002-03 Totall I $ ---- 33;7o5,677 I $ 15,807,562 I $ 17,898,115 $ 4,261,566 i $ 3,232,014 I $ 1,029,552 ! $ 16,868,563 

2001~6.? .. ~.-~~?_l_i_f:~~-niaGrants ...... ·-·-............ -- ._ ......... ----1~-h.403/00 _____ [~~--:--)~?- --~--L ~J.?~JS 2,88Q._( $ _ 11,488 __ _I____ _._,_$__ $ ~]_$ 11,488 
Collective Bargaining and Collective Bargaining I ' i 

~-?.Q.Q_~--0?_ Agreem~nt Di~E!~s_ure .......... ----....... _________ -~~-:-~?~/~ j_ ___ ?}?. ____ } __ 8,269,6.~.?__) $ 8,269,~.? J? j__ 964,882 L~.. 940,305 $ 2~577 i $ ____ .. J?~~?__77)_ 
2Q01-02 ~-ILn:'.!'.!:.! __ F.;:eCollectiona.i:i..? .. '!'l~!:'~rs _______ !_itl~ __ j _______ 267 ____ $ __!_?!?.~?,5?_?-_ _i_ _____ }52,30_~~_$ ___ ~(.?_6_4,282 $ - i_$__ ____ _$ -----~ ... !,?. 14,864,282 

2001··-0 .. 2 .. l.!i~-~-l!h __ Fee El .. i .. m .. ina.!!.?_n_ .. J9.tl ?_rafter 07/0!(!~.9.~~ -.- C.h. 1/~.~--.. --· L-.· .. 2 .. 3.4 ____ __$___ ~,84 .. 0, 765 _S. ... __ 4,8·4-0, 765 .0...... _ .. . . $ ..... 1,190,648 L_.

1 
$ 1,q4_5 .. ,1. 33 $ 145~_5·-·15 -~- J~-~~·?15_) 

~--q?_ I-Integrated \l'{~~~~--i'.-'.l~n~gement _ ____Cb_._ 11~6/92 [_ _ ~~~ _$_ ___ 3,0~?(?~_q i_ ____ __2~2,371_ 1-_$ ___ 2_,1_?_~(?-!9 ,,_i__ _ ___ 71,33~ [_i_ _ _i?,~_?_1 $ --~4-~_? ____ $ 2,096,801 _ 
2001-02 Tuition Fee Waivers Ch. 36/77 I 301 $ 475,140 $ - $ 475,140 $ - I $ $ · $ 475,140 

2001-02 Total! I $ 31,880,118 I $ 14,397,989 I $ 17,482,129 $ 2,226,869 I $ 2;022,359 I $ - 204,510 I $ 17,277,619 

---i6~~:6~ 1~7e0~~:1t~~~h~1~0~:c~~~·~~~p~!-~~!~---- ·=:: ... -.... ~~~~-e1~16/92 ... -f------i~~-~~ i ---.. ~i'.i~~~i6~t ----~----}~~~1:~ i ~ .. _ ..... _.!.?f6~'.~~~ +·-.... -----ff-·-=·-.. - ------lt .. ·-.... ----~-rs- ____ l},~~~~~it 
2000-01 Total I I $ i4,S.30,283 I $ 463;i:2:8 I $ 14,367,155 $ • i $ --- . I $ • ! $ 14,367,155 

1999-00 !5!.1E.:?ll.~f!i:1_t __ ~~~S_ol!e_~~!Jn and Waivers f~i~le 5 [-----267 ___ J_?___ ~?,1~?,0}9 _ __i_ 172,387_,__S.... 1_1,~~0,6~~-_i____ -=-J_L____ $ _ _ _____::____c_L 11,960,652 
1999-00 ilntegratedWas.teManag.ement 1.C~ .. 1.1.16/92 ; _____ 256 _ Li--- 692,945 $ 111,750 $ 581,195_ § - i S . . . $ - I$ ---5-81,195 
1999-oO!open Meetings/Br()>J.lrl~i=t"Ref~-r-m- l¢t:;_-64i/86" r ~-I $ - 239,700 $ 228,223 I-$- ""'""ii;4ii '-s 46,320 I$ - -- --- "'4'6j20 $ - I $ --------·---11,477 

1999·00Totali I$ 13,065,6841$ 512,360 I$ 12,553,324 $ 46,320 I$ 46,320 I$ · i $ 12,553,324 
1_~98-99 1Enrollmeil! .. F.!'_E;:_~q~!.~~-!!.'?.i:1 .. ~_tl_9 __ '!'faivers _____ J:f..i_!!.~ .. ?________ _ _[ ____ ~_=n=::- ---~1.??.?.~Q~?- _ $ _ 1,229,7~-$ _ ---~~.?.Q.?2~9. ___ § ______ ------=--1i__~_.. __ ~ _____ :.J $ ________ ______::_l_L_ 8,305,369 l 
1998-99 Open Meetings/Brown Act Reform lch. 641/86 ' 238 I $ 16,407 $ - i $ 16,407 $ - I $ - I$ ~ I $ 16,407 

1998·99 Totall I $ 9,551,494 i $ 1,229,718 I $ 8,321;116 $ · $ . ! $ • $ 8,321,776 
COllE>ctive Bargaining and Coliect1Ve Bargaining 

1997-98 !Agreement Disclosure 
1991 -98 J open--M·e-e1xn·gs7s~o~n -Ac·t--Ret;;;:;:;:;--

1997-98 Total 
1996-97 Open Meetings/Brown Act Reform 

1996·97 Total 
1995-96 I Open Meetin,gs/Brown Act Reform 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

_.] ~~:- .~?~LZ.? ___ 
jCh, 641/86 

641/86 

Ch. 641/86 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule B4: Community College Districts 

i 
23~ _ _]_$ __ 
238 i$ 

·s 
238 IS 

' $ 
238 I $ 

I 
1,452,917 Li_ .. 

16,900 I s 
1,469,817 $ 

18,586 $ 
18,586 I $ 
11,211 I s 

1,452,911 I s 
$ 

- I$ 
- I $ 

______ $ __ 
16,900 $ 
16,900 $ 
i'8,Ss6$ 
18,586 $ 
17,217 $ 

550,342 .LS. 
- I$ 

550,342 I $ 
--$ 

$ 
$ 

?.4?/i_~2 __ j _$_____ 3,700 i $ (3,700) 
s - I s 16,900 

546,642 I $ 3,700 I $ 13,200 
$ " $ 18,586 

·i$ ·1$ 18,586 
$ -!$ 17,217 
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State Controller's Office 
Division of Accounting and Reporting 

State Mandated Programs by Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 
Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

As of September 30, 2012 

! 

Fiscal Year 
1 

'1995-96 TotarJ 
~_ogra~_Name 

1994-95 iDpen Meetirigs/Brown Act Reform 
1994-95 Totali 

1993-94 !Open Meetings/BfOwn Act Reform 
1993-94 Total! 

Grand Total i 

State Mandated Programs for Fiscal Year 2010-11 and Prior Years 

I 
Legal 

-· Referen~e 

iCh. 641/86 

i 
I Ch. 641/86 

Claims Received/Adjusted, Payments, Receivables, and Net Deficiencies and Surpluses 

Schedule B4: Community College Districts 

L. ----- ------ ACCOUNTS _PAVAJ:1_~E (A/P) --- -- -·-------------- ........ ACCO· •. · UNT~ __ R~~-~!Y~_BLE (A·. /R) ---------"--------1. 
Program I ! i : Less: Recovered ! 

~umber l_~rogr?~ Costs I Les~: Net P_ci_ymentsL_~P B_~l_ci_i:i.~.~_abli~~~-~-~/R ; __ Afr!O~D-~-----~~-~_<1-~_<l_f:!~-~.'--~et _~_ci_l_ci_~~ 
I s 11,211 Is -I s 11,211 s - ! $ ~J $ - : $ 11,211 

238 is 13,033 Is - Is 13,033·s··- - Is - IS - is 13,033 
s 13,033 ; s - 1 s 13,033 s - 1·s ---- -1 s - 1 s 13,033 

238 i S 1,352 i S - i s 1,352 s - I s - i S - I s 1,352 
$ 1,352!$ ·1$ 1,352 $ ~-1$ ---- -i$ • $ 1,352 

$ 384,049,240 I s 66,312,963 IS 311,136,211 $ - 13,632,128 ! s 9,680,257 I s 3,9s2,411 i $ 313,183,806 

Page 42 of 42 126



127



R 
File Number Filing Date Date Comments Filed 

' 
1 02-9635802-1-03 9/6/02 7/23/03* 

2 02-9635802-1-04 9/6/02 7/22/03* 

3 02-9635802-1-05 9/6/02 7/7/03* 

4 02-9635802-1-06 9/6/02 8/21/03* 

5 02-9635802-1-07 9/6/02 8/21/03* 

6 02-9635802-1-09 9/6/02 5/9/05 (C) 8/21/03 (SCO) 

7 02-9635802-I-10 9/6/02 8/21/03 (SCO) 6/3/04 (C) 

8 02-9635802-I-12 9/6/02 5/9/05 (C) 7/14/03 (SCO) 

9 02-9635802-I-14 9/6/02 7/16/03* 

10 02-9635802-1-17 9/6/02 7/14/03* 

11 02-9635802-I-18 9/17/02 7/27/03* 

12 02-9635802-1-19 9/19/02 7/16/03* 

13 02-9635802-1-20 9/19/02 7/14/03* 

14 02-9635802-1-22 9/19/02 8/20/04 (C) 7/21/03 (SCO) 

15 02-9635802-1-23 9/19/02 6/3/04 (C) 7/21/03 (SCO) 

16 02-9635802-I-24 9/19/02 6/3/04 (C) 

17 02-9635802-1-25 9/19/02 6/29/04 (C) 7/21/03 (SCO) 

18 02-9635802-I-27 9/19/02 7/16/03* 

19 02-9635802-I-29 9/19/02 5/9/05 (C) 5/25/03 (SCO) 

20 02-9635802- I-30 9/30/02 7/16/03* 

21 02-9635802-1-32 9/30/02 3/11/04 (C) 7/23/03(SCO) 

22 02-9635802-1-34 10/11/02 1/30/04 (c) 7/23/03 (SCO) 

23 02-9635802-1-36 10/11/02 1/30/04 (C) 8/18/03 (SCO) 

24 02-9635802- J-38 10/11/02 2/17/04 (C) 8/18/03 (SCO) 

25 02-9635802-1-42 10/11/02 1/30/04 (C) 8/11/03 (SCO) 

Commission on State Mandates 
116 Incorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant Fiscal Year 

City of Pleasanton 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Sunnyvale 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

County of Santa Barbara 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Hayward 1995 -1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Oakland 1995 -1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Redwood City 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of San Bernardino 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Santa Clara 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

County of Plumas 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

City of Santa Barbara 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1997-1998 

County of Kern 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

County of Glenn 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Huntington Beach 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City of Redding 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City of West Covina 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City of Cerritos 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

Clty of Irvine 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

County of Marin 1995-1996, 1997-1998, 

County of Nevada 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

County of Riverside 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Visalia 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City of Milpitas 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City of Rialto 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Upland 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Bell Gardens 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

Page Al 

Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

$15,000 Investment Reports Local 

$43,978 Investment Reports Local 

$41,308 Investment Reports Local 

$55,732 Investment Reports Local 

$122,530 Investment Reports Local 

$15,755 Investment Reports Local 

$10,083 Investment Reports Local 

$47,125 Investment Reports Local 

$34,166 Investment Reports Local 

$49,049 Investment Reports Local 

$57,160 Investment Reports Local 

$20,332 Investment Reports Local 

$21,578 Investment Reports Local 

$13,756 Investment Reports Local 

.$10,380 Investment Reports Local 

$26,983 Investment Reports Local 

$82,486 Investment Reports Local 

$54,004 Investment Reports Local 

$30,755 Investment Reports Local 

$70,510 Investment Reports Local 

$26,617 Investment Reports Local 

$11,129 Investment Reports Local 

$48,743 Investment Reports Local 

$53,160 Investment Reports Local 

$78,938 Investment Reports Local 
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R 
File Number Filing Date Date Comments Filed 

' 
26 02-9635802-1-44 10/11/02 1/20/04 (C) 8/11/03 (SCO) 

27 02-9635802-I-48 10/11/02 8/14/03* 

28 02-9635802-I-49 10/11/02 1/22/04 (C) 8/14/03 (SCO) 

29 02-9635802-1-50 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/27/03 (SCO) 

30 02-9635802-1-52 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/30/03 (SCO) 

31 02-9635802-I-53 10/16/02 9/7/05 (C) 7/31/03 (SCO) 

32 02-9635802-I-54 10/16/02 8/5/05 (C) 6/25/03 (SCO) 

33 02-9635802-1-55 10/16/02 8/2/03 (C) 7/31/03 (SCO) 

34 02-9635802-I-56 10/16/02 9/2/03 (C) 7/31/03 (SCO) 

35 02-9635802-1-57 10/16/02 9/2/03 (C) 7/31/03 (SCO) 

36 02-9635802-I-58 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/27/03 (5CO) 

37 02-9635802-1-61 10/16/02 8/28/03 (C) 7/25/03 (5CO) 

38 02-9635802-I-62 10/16/02 8/28/03 (C) 7/25/03 (5CO) 

39 02-9635802-1-63 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 7/25/03 (5CO) 

40 02-9635802-1-64 10/16/02 8/28/03 (C) 7/25/03 (5CO) 

41 02-9635802-1-65 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/25/03 (SCO) 

42 02-9635802-1-66 10/16/02 8/28/03 (C) 7/25/03 (SCO) 

43 02-9635802-1-67 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/23/03 (SCO) 

44 02-9635802-1-68 10/16/02 8/5/03 (C) 6/25/03 (SCO) 

45 02-9635802-I-69 10/16/02 No Comments 

46 02-9635802-J-70 10/16/02 7/7/03 (SCO) 

47 02-9635802-I-71 10/16/02 7/3/03 (C) 

48 02-9635802-I-72 10/17/02 2/23/04 (C) 6/23/03 (SCO) 

49 02-9635802-I-73 10/17/02 2/9/04 (C) 6/23/03 (SCO) 

Commission on State Mandates 
116 lncorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant Fiscal Year 

City of Rancho Cucamonga 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Costa Mesa 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City of Norwalk 1995-1996, 1997-1998 

City Of Lodi 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of Walnut Creek 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of South Lake Tahoe 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City Of San Carlos 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of Reedley 1995-1996 

City Of Pleasant Hill 1995-1996 

City Of Albany 1996-1997 

City Of Concord 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City Of Patterson 1995-1996 

City Of Lathrop 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City Of Monterey 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of Giiroy 1995-1996 

City Of Hanford 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of Antioch 1995-1996 

City Of Stockton 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of Turlock 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City Of San Mateo 1995-1996, 1996-1997, 1998-1999 

City of Coachella 1996-1997 

City Of Menlo Park 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City Of San Marcos 1995-1996, 1996-1997 

City Of Santa Ana 1996-1997 

Page A2 

Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

$96,502 Investment Reports Local 

$68,546 Investment Reports Local 

$56,055 Investment Reports Local 

$17,496 Investment Reports Local 

$48,107 Investment Reports Local 

$3,683 Investment Reports Local 

$19,992 Investment Reports Local 

$2,167 Investment Reports Local 

$1,814 Investment Reports Local 

$5,397 Investment Reports Local 

$3,203 Investment Reports Local 

$914 Investment Reports Local 

$7,003 Investment Reports Local 

$10,576 Investment Reports Local 

$12,810 Investment Reports Local 

$7,935 Investment Reports Local 

$4,494 Investment Reports Local 

$30,048 Investment Reports Local 

$11,877 Investment Reports Local 

$29,810 Investment Reports Local 

$2,112 Investment Reports Local 

$20,283 Investment Reports Local 

$4,767 Investment Reports Local 

$16,535 Investment Reports Local 
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R 
File Number Filing Date Date Comments Filed 

# 

50 04-4241-1-01 4/13/05 10/17/05* 

51 04-4257-1-367 5/16/05 4/24/08* 

52 
R 

04-904133-1-01 6/27/05 No Comments 
Revised 07-
904133-1-04 

53 05-4206-1-03 9/6/05 12/16/08 (SCO) 8/11/09 (C) 

54 05-4206-1-04 9/6/05 4/24/08 (SCO) 7/15/09 (C) 

55 05-4206-I-05 9/6/05 02/11/08 (SCO) 

56 05-4206-I-06 9/9/05 3/12/08 (SCO) 6/9/09 (C) 

57 05-4206-1-07 9/9/05 3/24/08 (SCO) 5/12/09 (C) 

58 05-4206-1-08 9/15/05 1/7 /08* 

59 05-4206-1-09 9/15/05 4/24/08 (SCO) 5/12/09 (C) 

60 05-4206-1-10 9/15/05 3/12/08 (SCO) 7/13/09 (C) 

61 05-4206-1-11 3/27/06 11/24/08 (SCO) 8/11/09 (C) 

62 05-4206-1-12 6/16/06 12/23/08* 

63 05-4241-I-06 11/10/05 3/12/08 (SCO) 9/3/09 (C) 

64 05-4282-1-03 5/25/06 6/3/09 (SCO) 3/15/10 (C) 

65 05-4425-I-09 9/6/05 No Comments 

66 05-4425-1-10 9/19/05 3/10/08 (SCO) 8/24/09 (C) 

67 05-4425-1-11 12/19/05 3/23/10 (SCO) 

68 05-4435-1-50 9/6/05 10/11/07 (SCO) 11/5/07 (C) 

69 05-4452-I-01 6/26/06 No Comments 

70 05-4485-1-03 9/9/05 2/11/08* 

71 05-904133-I-02 12/12/05 No Comments 

Commission on State Mandates 
116 Incorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant Fiscal Year 

San Diego Unified Schoo! District 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

County of Santa Clara 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

Sweetwater Union High School 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
District 

Long Beach Community College 2001-2002, 2002-2003 
Distrirt 
San Mateo County Community 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
"-II Dic:trirt 
State Center Community College 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
r.;,.. .. rirt 
Los Rios Community College 1997-1998, 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 
~' 2"""-2'"'" ...,,...,... • -"'"""' 
Glendale Community College 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
~,_._,_. 

San Bernardino Community College 2001-2002, 2002-2003 
f'lich·ir+ 

North Orange County Community 2001-2002, 2002-2003 
lrolle Dic:trjrt 
Foothi!!-De Anza Community 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
Cnll""'"' Di<:trirt 
El Camino Community College 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

I r'!jc:trjrt 
Santa Monica Community College 2001-2002, 2002-2003 
I~'•••'•• 
Poway Unified School District 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

County of San Mateo 1996-1997, 1997-1998, 1998-1999 

San Mateo County Community 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
Colleae District 
Foothi!l-De Anza Community 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

lr--11-- Dic:trirt 
Gavilan Joint Community College 1995-1996 

!n:,.. .. r:,.. .. 

Clovis Unified School District 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 
loon' _onno 

San Diego Unified School District 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

Los Rios Community College 1999-2000, 2000-2001 
District 

Los Angeles Unified School District 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001 

Page A3 

Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

$1,203,208 Emergency School 
Procedures, 
Earthquake 
Procedures, and 
Disasters 

$4,653,917 Open Meetings Local 

Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$466,629 Health Fee El"lmination CCD 

$1,017,386 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$887,665 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$3,205,600 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$131,047 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$610,323 Health Fee Elimination Ceo 

$346,582 Health Fee Elimination Ceo 

$1,817,357 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$399,891 Health Fee Elimination Ceo 

$364,407 Health Fee Elimination Ceo 

$738,364 Emergency School 
Procedures, 
Earthquake 
Procedures, and 

$3,232,423 Handicapped and Local -· 
$735,450 Collective Bargaining CCD 

$448,696 Collective Bargaining Ceo 

$124,245 Collective Bargaining Ceo 

$8,053,485 Graduation School 
R"'"'''r"~"'n .. ,.. 

$354,046 Notification to School 
Teachers: Pupils 
Subject to Suspension 
or Expulsion 

$10,004 Mandate Ceo 
Reimbursement -

$2,352,507 Notification of Truancy School 
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R 
File Number Filing Date Date Comments Filed 

# 

72 
R 

05-904133-I-03 6/16/06 No Comments 
Revised 08-
904133-1-06 & 10-

- T_ --

73 06-4206-1-13 7/3/06 1/7/08* 

74 06-4509-1-01 11/22/06 No Comments 

75 07-3713-1-02 7/25/07 3/15/10 (SCO) 

76 07-4206-1-14 8/14/07 3/15/10 (SCO) 

77 07-4206-I-15 10/2/07 No Comments 

78 07-4206-I-16 10/11/07 3/15/10 (SCO) 

79 07-4442-I-01 7/26/07 No Comments 

80 07-4509-I-02 7/25/07 No Comments 

81 07-904133-I-04 10/5/07 No Comments 
(Revised) 
Consolidated with 04-
""A•-,-,_ 1_,.... 

82 07-9628101-I-01 8/15/07 No Comments 

83 
R 

07-904133-1-05 12/18/07 No Comments 
Revised 10-
904133-I-07 

84 08-4206-1-17 2/5/09 No Comments 

85 08-4206-1-18 2/5/09 No Comments 

86 08-4237-1-02 1/28/09 No Comments 

87 08-4425-1-15 7/22/08 No Comments 

88 08-4425-I-16 2/5/09 No Comments 

89 08-4435-1-52 8/4/08 No Comments 

90 
R 

08-904133-1-06 8/26/08 No Comments 
(Revised) 
Consolidated with 05-
904133-1-03 & 10-

91 08-9723-1-01 5/21/09 No Comments 

92 08-9723-1-02 5/21/09 No Comments 

93 09-4081-1-01 1/14/10 No comments 

Commission on State Mandates 

116 lncorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant Fiscal Year 
. 

Riverside UniAed School District 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

Pasadena Area Community College 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 
Di ,,, 
County of Santa Cruz 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

Santa Clara County 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003 

Pasadena Area Community College 2002-2003, 2003-2004 
,..,_i<::tri..-t 
Rancho Santiago Community 2000-2001, 2001-2002, and 2002-
r,...11,..,.,,... ..... :-+.~I-+ """" 
Sierra Joint Community College 2001-2002, 2002-2003, and 2003-
o=-.. -· onn• 

San Diego County Office of 2004-2005, 2005-2006 -
Santa Clara County 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001 

Sweetwater Union High School 1999-2000, 2000-2001, and 2001-
District 2002 

County of Santa Clara 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001 

San Juan Unified School District 1999-2000; 2000-2001; 2001-2002 

Santa Monica Community College 2003-2004; 2004-2005; 2005-2006 
1,..,_,,_h;-~ 

Los Rios Community College 2002-2003; 2003-2004; 2004-2005 
Dic:tri-'+ 
County of Santa Clara 1999-2000; 2000-2001; 2001-2002 

Contra Costa Community College 2001-2002; 2002-2003; 2003-2004 
ri.1,.+ri-+ 

Los Rios Community College 2001-2002; 2002-2003; 2003-2004 
r-.jc:trirt 
Clovis Unified School District 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 

7nn1 _7nn2 
Riverside Unified School District 1999-2000, 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

Sweet water Union High School 2004-2005 and 2005-2006 
District 

Sweetwater Union High School 1997-1998, 1998-1999, 1999-2000, 
District 2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-

2003 2003-2004 

City of Los Angeles 2003-2004 

Page A4 

Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$375,941 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$173,280 Sexually Violent Local 
Pre.-l:itors 

$19,284 Absentee Ballots Local 

$192,755 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$1,319,583 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$560,846 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$13,353 Interdistrict School 
n,...~~itc; 

$203,363 Sexually Violent Local 
Pr _,_ .. re: 

$49,949 Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$748,675 Domestic Violence Local 
Treatment Services 

Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$795,942 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$2,554,615 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$1,268,210 Child Abduction and Local 
Recnvr>rv Pr""r;:im 

$494,564 Collective Bargaining CCD 

$286,895 Collective Bargaining CCD 

$8,053,465 Graduation School 
R""' 'i~ ... ,.,,,.,.,,... .. ,... 
Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$160,120 National Norm- School 
Referenced 
Achievement Test 
(NNRAT) 

$1,446,786 Standardized Testing School 
and Reporting (STAR) 

$516,132 Firefighter's Cancer Local 
PrPs11mntinn 
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R 
File Number Filing Date Date Comments Filed 

• 
94 

R 
09-4206-1-21 Revised 9/25/09 No comments 
10-4206-I-36 

95 09-4206-1-22 9/25/09 No comments 

96 09-4206-1-24 10/5/09 No comments 

97 09-4206-1-25 10/5/09 No Comments 

98 09-4206-I-29 6/15/10 No Comments 

99 09-4425-1-17 8/4/09 No comments 

100 09-4442-I-02 6/29/10 No Comments 

101 10-4206-1-31 7/16/10 No Comments 

102 10-4206-1-32 9/1/10 No Comments 

103 10-4206-1-33 10/26/10 No Comments 

104 10-4206-I-34 11/22/10 No Comments 

105 10-4206-I-35 11/29/10 No Comments 

106 10-4206-1-36 12/9/10 No Comments 
(Revised) 
Consolidated with 09-

_T_ ._,. 

107 10-4425-1-18 2/4/11 No Comments 

108 10-4499-1-01 9/16/10 No Comments 

109 10-904133-1-07 7/16/10 No Comments 
(Revised) 
rn ... r ... l'-'~1-n..! with n-._ 

110 10-904133-r~o8 9/13/10 No Comments 
(Revised) 
Consolidated with 05-
904133-1-03 & 08-
904133-1-06 

111 10-904133-1-09 10/6/10 No Comments 

112 10-904133-1-10 11/1/10 No Comments 

113 10-9705-1-01 11/10/10 No Comments 

Commission on State Mandates 

116 Incorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant Fiscal Year 

Kern Community College District 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006, 
2006-2007 

Long Beach Community College 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006 
District 
Foothill-De Anza Community 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 
irnpnnn n:r+r;rl- hnnc_onno 

Yosemite Community College 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 
D'"~rir:t I "Jnnr::_ "Jnn,::; "lnn,::;_ "Jnn7 

San Diego Community College 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006, 
Distr"1<t 20""-2""7 
Sierra Joint Community College 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 
District 2005-2006 

San Diego County Office of 2006-2007; 2007-2008 
Education 

San Bernardino Community College 2003-2004; 2004-2005; 2005-2006; 
District 2006-2007 

State Center Community College 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2005-2006, 
Distrirl' 1-,,.,,.,,, -?""'""> 

El Camino Community College 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006, 
"1jt:tr;r+ '''H\!\C.._ -i!\!\ 7 
Foothill-De Anza Community 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005 
~-" ~-

._, 

San Mateo County Community 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 
College District 2005-2006, 2006-2007 

Kern Community College District 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006, 
2006-2007 

Sierra Joint Community College 2002-2003 
Dic;tric::t 
County of Santa Clara 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006 

San Juan Unified School District 1999-2000; 2000-2001; 2001-2002 

Riverside Unified School District 2000-2001, 2001-2002 

San Juan Unified School District 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 
2"""'-2""'" 

Riverside Unified School District 2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006, 
2"""'- -,nn7 

County of San Diego 2001-2002, 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 
2004-2005 

Page AS 

Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

Health Fee Elimination CCD 
(Revised) 

$676,727 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$440,752 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$451, 873 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$379,946 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$17,971 Collective Bargaining CCD 

$11,203 Interdistrict School 
Attendance Permits 

$895,614 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$902,744 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$674,212 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$284,615 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$781,934 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$762,882 Health Fee Elimination CCD 

$12,116 Collective Bargaining CCD 

$526,802 Peace Officers Bill of Local 
Rights (POBOR) 

$87,312 Notification of Truancy School 
(Revised) 

$298,282 Notification of Truancy School 
(2nd Revised) 

$132,847 Notification of Truancy School 

$326,088 Notification of Truancy School 

$1,979,388 Seriously Emotionally Local 
Distrubed Pupils 
(SEDS): Out-of-State 
Mental Health ,_ 
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R 
File Number Filing Date 

• 
114 11-4451-1-05 7/29/11 

115 11-9705-1-02 11/9/11 

116 11-9811-1-01 3/8/12 

Date Comments Filed 

No Comments 

No Comments 

No Comments 

Commission on State Mandates 
116 Incorrect Reduction Claims 

October 1, 2012 

Claimant 

Chula Vista Elementary School 
District 

County of Orange 

City of Hayward 

Page A6 

Fiscal Year Amount of Name Type 
Claim 

1997-1998 $25,081 School District of School 
Choice: Transfers and 
Appeals 

2000-2001, 2001-2002, 2002-2003, $2,973,826 Seriously Emotionally Local 
2003-2004, 2004-2005, 2005-2006 Distrubed Pupils 

(SEDS): Out-of-State 
Mental Health 

1998-1999, 1999-2000, 2000-2001, $1,339,152 Anlmal Adoption Local 
2001-2002, 2002-2003, 2005-2006, 
2006-2007, 2007-2008 

$65,439,867 
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BEFORE THE 

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

IN RE MANDATE REDETERMINATION: 
SECOND HEARING: NEW TEST CLAIM 
DECISION FOR: 

Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601, 
6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608; 

As added or amended by Statutes 1995, 
Chapter 762 (SB 1143); Statutes 1995, Chapter 
763 (AB 888); Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 (AB 
1496); 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM-4509), As 
Modified by: 

Proposition 83, General Election,                 
November 7, 2006 

Filed on January 15, 2013 

By the Department of Finance, Requester. 

Case No.:  12-MR-01 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM-4509) 
 
STATEMENT OF DECISION 
PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT 
CODE SECTION 17500, ET SEQ.; 
CALIFORNIA CODE OF 
REGULATIONS, TITLE 2, DIVISION 
2, CHAPTER 2.5, ARTICLE 7. 
[Gov. Code, § 17570; Cal. Code Regs., 
tit. 2, § 1190.05] 

 

(Adopted December 6, 2013) 

(Served December 13, 2013) 

 

STATEMENT OF DECISION 
The Commission on State Mandates (Commission) heard and decided this mandate 
redetermination during regularly scheduled hearings on September 27, 2013, and December 6, 
2013, and adopted the new test claim decision on December 6, 2013.  At the September 27, 2013 
hearing, Susan Geanacou and Michael Byrne appeared for the Department of Finance, the 
requester; Hasmik Yaghobyan appeared for the County of Los Angeles, the original test 
claimant; Craig Osaki appeared on behalf of the Los Angeles County Public Defender’s Office; 
Timothy Barry appeared on behalf of the San Diego County Sheriff’s Office, District Attorney’s 
Office, and Public Defender’s Office; Geoffrey Neill appeared on behalf of the California State 
Association of Counties; and Todd Spitzer, Orange County Supervisor, appeared on behalf of the 
public.  At the December 6, 2013 hearing, Hasmik Yaghobyan appeared for the County of Los 
Angeles, Craig Osaki appeared on behalf of the Los Angeles County Public Defender’s Office, 
and Michael Byrne appeared for the Department of Finance.  

Government Code section 17570 and section 1190 et seq. of the Commission’s regulations 
establish the mandate redetermination process.  In addition, the law applicable to the 
Commission’s determination of a reimbursable state-mandated program is article XIII B, section 
6 of the California Constitution, Government Code section 17500 et seq., title 2, California Code 
of Regulations 1181 et seq., and related case law. 
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The Commission granted the request for redetermination and partially approved the request to 
end reimbursement for the test claim activities by a vote of 4-1, with one member abstaining and 
one member absent, at the September 27, 2013 hearing.  On December 6, 2013, the Commission 
determined that its findings are effective on July 1, 2011, pursuant to Government Code section 
17570 and, thus six of the eight activities are no longer reimbursable effective July 1, 2011.   
The Commission adopted the statement of decision as its new test claim decision on  
December 6, 2013, by a vote of 6 to 1. 

Summary of the Findings 
The Commission finds that the state’s liability pursuant to article XIII B, section 6(a) of the 
California Constitution for the Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 mandate has been 
modified based on a subsequent change in law, and a new test claim decision is required.  
Specifically, Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608, as added or 
amended by Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 (SB 1143); Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 (AB 888); and 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 (AB 1496) impose duties expressly included in Proposition 83, adopted 
by the voters on November 7, 2006.  Additionally the duties imposed by section 6603 are 
necessary to implement the requirements of Proposition 83.  Government Code section 17556(f) 
provides that the Commission shall not find “costs mandated by the state” for costs incurred as a 
result of statutes that impose duties that are expressly included in or necessary to implement a 
ballot measure approved by the voters.   Based on the filing date of this request, and pursuant to 
Government Code section 17570, the following activities are no longer reimbursable beginning 
July 1, 2011 (the numbering of the activities utilized in DOF’s request for redetermination is 
adopted): 

Activity 1 – Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate 
District Attorney or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually 
violent predator civil commitment proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

Activity 2 – Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated 
counsel to determine if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. 
(Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

Activity 3 – Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s 
designated counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(j).) 

Activity 5 – Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 

Activity 6 – Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605(b-d), and 6608(a-d).) 

Activity 7 – Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605(d).) 

However, the preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing (Activity 4), and the portion of Activity 8 that 
includes transportation of each sexually violent predator from a secured facility to the probable 
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cause hearing, remain reimbursable as state-mandated costs, as explained below.  The activities 
related to holding a probable cause hearing are found to be neither expressly included in, nor 
necessary to implement Proposition 83, but are mandated by the state in section 6602 of the 
Welfare and Institutions Code.  

Therefore, the following activities are required as modified, only for probable cause hearings: 

Activity 4- Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 
6602.) 

Activity 8 – Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator from 
at a secured facility to the probable cause hearing while the individual awaits trial on the 
issue of whether he or she is a sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

COMMISSION FINDINGS 

Chronology 
6/25/1998 The Commission adopted the test claim statement of decision for Sexually 

Violent Predators, (CSM-4509), approving reimbursement for certain 
activities under Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 
6604, 6605, and 6608.1 

9/24/1998 The Commission adopted parameters and guidelines.2 

11/08/2006 California voters approved Proposition 83, which amended and reenacted 
several sections of the Welfare and Institutions Code.3 

10/30/2009 The Commission adopted amended parameters and guidelines, pursuant to the 
Controller’s request to amend the boilerplate language of a number of existing 
parameters and guidelines.4 

1/15/2013 The Department of Finance (DOF) filed a request for redetermination of 
CSM-4509.5 

1/24/2013 Commission staff deemed the filing complete. 

2/13/2013 The State Controller’s Office (SCO) submitted comments.6 

2/13/2013 The County of Los Angeles requested an extension of time to file comments. 

2/13/2013 The California State Association of Counties (CSAC) requested an extension 
of time to file comments. 

1 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision. 
2 Exhibit C, Test Claim Parameters and Guidelines. 
3 See Exhibit A, Request for Redetermination. 
4 Exhibit D, Test Claim Amended Parameters and Guidelines. 
5 Exhibit A, Request for Redetermination. 
6 Exhibit E, SCO Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
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2/14/2013 The County of San Diego requested an extension of time to file comments. 

2/15/2013 The Executive Director granted an extension of time for the submittal of all 
comments until March 27, 2013, and set the matter for the first hearing on 
July 26, 2013. 

3/19/2013 California District Attorneys’ Association (CDAA) submitted comments on 
the request for redetermination.7 

3/22/2013 CSAC submitted comments on the request for redetermination.8 

3/25/2013 California Public Defenders’ Association (CPDA) submitted comments on the 
request for redetermination.9 

3/25/2013 District Attorney of San Bernardino County submitted comments on the 
request for redetermination.10 

3/25/2013 County of San Bernardino submitted comments on the request for 
redetermination.11 

3/26/2013 District Attorney of Sacramento County submitted comments on the request 
for redetermination.12 

3/26/2013 District Attorney of Los Angeles County submitted comments on the request 
for redetermination.13 

3/27/2013 County of Los Angeles submitted comments on the request for 
redetermination.14 

3/27/2013 Alameda County Public Defender submitted comments on the request for 
redetermination.15 

3/27/2013 County Counsel of San Diego County submitted comments on the request for 
redetermination.16 

7 Exhibit F, CDAA Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
8 Exhibit G, CSAC Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
9 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
10 Exhibit I, County of San Bernardino District Attorney Comments on Request for 
Redetermination. 
11 Exhibit J, County of San Bernardino Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
12 Exhibit K, County of Sacramento District Attorney Comments on Request for 
Redetermination. 
13 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
14 Exhibit M, County of Los Angeles Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
15 Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
16 Exhibit O, County Counsel of San Diego Comments on Request for Redetermination. 

139



3/29/2013 Alameda County District Attorney submitted comments on the request for 
redetermination.17 

5/09/2013 Commission staff issued the draft staff analysis and proposed statement of 
decision.18 

5/17/2013 DOF submitted comments on the draft staff analysis.19 

5/28/2013 CPDA submitted comments on the draft staff analysis.20 

5/31/2013 County of LA submitted late comments on the draft staff analysis.21 

7/26/2013 The Commission determined that the requester made an adequate showing for 
redetermination and directed staff to set the matter for a second hearing.22 

8/02/2013 Commission staff issued the draft staff analysis for the second hearing.23 

8/22/2913 The County of Orange submitted comments on the draft staff analysis for the 
second hearing.24 

8/27/2013 The District Attorney of Orange County submitted comments on the draft 
staff analysis for the second hearing.25 

9/05/2013 The Public Defender of San Bernardino County submitted comments on the 
draft staff analysis for the second hearing.26 

9/05/2013 The California State Association of Counties submitted comments on the draft 
staff analysis for the second hearing.27  

9/05/2013 The County Counsel of San Diego submitted comments on the draft staff 
analysis for the second hearing.28 

17 Exhibit P, Alameda County District Attorney Comments on Request for Redetermination. 
18 Exhibit Q, Draft Staff Analysis and Proposed Statement of Decision. 
19 Exhibit R, DOF Comments on Proposed Statement of Decision. 
20 Exhibit S, CPDA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis. 
21 Exhibit T, County of LA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis. 
22 Exhibit U, Statement of Decision, First Hearing, July 26, 2013. 
23 Exhibit V, Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, August 2, 2013. 
24 Exhibit W, County of Orange Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
25 Exhibit Y, Orange County District Attorney Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second 
Hearing. 
26 Exhibit Z, San Bernardino County Public Defender Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, 
Second Hearing. 
27 Exhibit AA, CSAC Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
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9/05/2013 The Department of Finance submitted comments on the draft staff analysis for 
the second hearing.29  

9/05/2013 The County of Los Angeles submitted comments on the draft staff analysis for 
the second hearing.30 

09/27/2013 The Commission approved staff’s recommendation to adopt a new test claim 
decision, ending reimbursement for six of eight activities approved in the prior 
test claim decision, but postponed the adoption of the test claim decision 
pending resolution of a possible legal issue regarding the period of 
reimbursement. 

10/11/2013 Commission staff issued a revised draft staff analysis addressing the period of 
reimbursement issue identified at the September 27, 2013 hearing. 

11/01/2013 The Department of Finance submitted written comments on the draft staff 
analysis, concurring with staff’s recommendation. 

I. Background 
The Sexually Violent Predators Program and the Subsequent Change in Law 

The Sexually Violent Predators (SVP) program established civil commitment procedures for the 
civil detention and treatment of sexually violent predators (SVPs) following the completion of an 
individual’s criminal sentence imposed for certain sex-related offenses.  Before civil detention 
and treatment are imposed, the county counsel or district attorney is required to file a petition for 
civil commitment.  A trial is then conducted to determine beyond a reasonable doubt if the 
person is an SVP.  If the person alleged to be an SVP is indigent, the county is required to 
provide the indigent person with the assistance of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the 
defense. 

The Commission concluded, in the CSM-4509 test claim statement of decision, that Welfare and 
Institutions Code sections 6601(i), 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605(b)-(d), and 6608(a)-(d) as enacted or 
amended by the 1995 and 1996 test claim statutes, imposed a reimbursable state-mandated 
program on counties within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6, of the California 
Constitution.31 

On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 83, also known as “Jessica’s Law.”  
Proposition 83 effected a number of amendments to the Penal Code, including strengthening 
penalties for kidnapping and sexual offenses perpetrated upon children, and especially removing 
the requirement of “force, violence, duress, menace, or fear of immediate and unlawful bodily 

28 Exhibit BB, County Counsel of San Diego Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second 
Hearing. 
29 Exhibit CC, Finance Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
30 Exhibit DD, County of Los Angeles Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
31 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 12. 
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injury” from the definitional elements of several crimes.32  Proposition 83 also mandated 
consecutive sentences for a number of sexual offenses,33 mandated a minimum 25 year sentence 
for a “habitual sexual offender,” as defined,34 and required persons released on parole from a 
“registerable sex offense” to be monitored for the duration of their parole by a global positioning 
system device, for which the parolee is responsible to pay unless granted a waiver by the 
Department of Corrections.35   

As directly relevant here, Proposition 83 also amended and reenacted provisions of the Welfare 
and Institutions Code, including sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 which were among the test 
claim statutes approved by the Commission in CSM-4509.   

Section 6601(k) was amended by Proposition 83 to provide that a civil commitment under article 
4 shall toll the term of an existing parole, where applicable.  Under the amended section, if a 
person were granted parole but subsequently civilly committed, that individual’s parole would 
not run concurrently, but would be “tolled,” and the remaining term of parole would be served 
after the civil commitment ends.  The test claim statute, as approved in CSM-4509, provided that 
a civil commitment “shall not toll, discharge or otherwise affect the term of parole,” meaning 
that a term of parole could run concurrently with a civil commitment, but that release from civil 
commitment would not discharge any remaining term of parole.  The remainder of section 6601 
was reenacted by Proposition 83 without amendment.   

Section 6604 was amended by Proposition 83 to provide that if a court or jury determined that a 
person is a sexually violent predator, the person “shall be committed for an indeterminate term.”  
The test claim statute, as approved in CSM-4509 had provided for a two year civil commitment, 
with an option for an extended commitment order from the court. 

Section 6605 was amended by Proposition 83 to provide that if the Department of Mental Health 
(DMH) deems that the person’s condition has changed, and that unconditional release or a 
conditional release to a less restrictive environment is appropriate and in the best interests of the 
person and conditions can be imposed to adequately protect the community, the Director “shall 
authorize the person to petition the court” for conditional release or unconditional discharge.  
The test claim statute, as approved by the Commission, required an annual notice to the person of 
his or her right to petition the court for release, and provided for an annual examination of his or 
her mental condition, but not, as the more recently amended section requires: “consideration of 
whether the committed person currently meets the definition of a sexually violent predator” and 
whether conditional release is appropriate in a particular case.  Based on the plain language, the 
prior section 6605 was focused on the right of the individual to be annually evaluated for release, 
and to petition for release.  As the section reads after Proposition 83, the focus is on the 
Department of State Hospitals making a determination that a person’s condition has changed, 
and “authorizing” that person to petition for release.   

32 See, e.g., Penal Code sections 209, 220, 269, as amended by Proposition 83 (adopted 
November 7, 2006). 
33 See Penal Code section 667.6, as amended by Proposition 83. 
34 Penal Code section 667.71, as amended by Proposition 83. 
35 Penal Code section 3000.07, as added by Proposition 83. 
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And finally, Proposition 83 amended section 6608 to provide that, notwithstanding the 
provisions of section 6605, a person may petition the court for “conditional release or an 
unconditional discharge” without approval from the director of the DMH.  The test claim statute 
stated “conditional release and subsequent unconditional discharge.”36   

On January 15, 2013, DOF filed a request for redetermination of the Sexually Violent Predator 
program based on Proposition 83, arguing that the program no longer imposes costs mandated by 
the state. 

Mandate Redetermination Process under Section 17570 

Government Code section 17570 provides a process whereby a test claim decision may be 
redetermined and superseded by a new test claim decision if a subsequent change in law, as 
defined, has altered the state’s liability for reimbursement.  The redetermination process calls for 
a two stage hearing; at the first stage, the requester must make “an adequate showing which 
identifies a subsequent change in law as defined by Government Code section 17570, material to 
the prior the claim decision, that may modify the state’s liability pursuant to Article XIII B, 
section 6, subdivision (a) of the California Constitution.”37  At the second stage, the Commission 
shall determine whether a new test claim decision shall be adopted to supersede the previously 
adopted test claim decision.38 

A subsequent change in law is defined in section 17570 as follows: 

[A] change in law that requires a finding that an incurred cost is a cost mandated 
by the state, as defined by Section 17514, or is not a cost mandated by the state 
pursuant to Section 17556, or a change in mandates law…39 

On July 26, 2013, the Commission determined, pursuant to a hearing, that DOF had made an 
adequate showing that the state’s liability had been modified based on a subsequent change in 
law.  The Commission directed staff to set the matter for a second hearing to determine whether 
to adopt a new test claim decision. 

On September 27, 2013, the Commission conducted the second hearing, and determined that the 
state’s liability under the test claim statute had been modified by Proposition 83, and that a new 
test claim decision must be adopted.  However, a substantive legal issue regarding the possible 
retroactive effect of Proposition 83 was raised at the hearing, and the Commission postponed 
adoption of the full statement of decision pending the resolution of that issue.  The County of 
Los Angeles argued at the September 27, 2013 hearing that reimbursement should continue for 
the County of Los Angeles based on the California Supreme Court’s ruling in People v. Castillo.  
Specifically, the county asserted, that a stipulation and agreement entered into by the District 

36 Compare Penal Code sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 (as added or amended by Stats. 
1995, ch. 762; Stats. 1995, ch. 763; Stats. 1996, ch. 4) with Penal Code sections 6601, 6604, 
6605, and 6608, as amended by Proposition 83; full text of amended sections found in Exhibit X, 
2006 Ballot Pamphlet, at pp. 136-138. 
37 Code of Regulations, Title 2, section 1190.05(a)(1). 
38 Government Code section 17570(d)(4) (as added by Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
39 Government Code section 17570(a)(2) (as added by Statutes 2010, chapter 719 (SB 856)). 
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Attorney, Public Defender, and the Los Angeles County Courts to apply the pre-Proposition 83 
law to SVP commitment and recommitment petitions then-pending was enforceable against the 
People and therefore continued the operation of the mandated activities.  The Commission 
continued the hearing on the matter to December 6, 2013, to consider the Supreme Court’s 
ruling, and what, if any, effect it might have on mandate reimbursement for the County of Los 
Angeles and other counties similarly situated.  Commission staff issued a revised draft staff 
analysis for comment on October 11, 2013.40  For the December 6, 2013 hearing, the only issue 
before the Commission is whether the period of reimbursement ends on July 1, 2011 for all 
counties, for the six activities identified in the statement of decision.   

II. Positions of the Requester, Test Claimant, and Interested Parties and Persons 

A. Department of Finance, Requester  
On January 15, 2013, DOF submitted a request to adopt a new test claim decision regarding 
Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608, pursuant to 
Government Code section 17570.  DOF asserts that Proposition 83 constitutes a subsequent 
change in the law, as defined in section 17570, which, when analyzed in light of section 17556, 
results in the state’s liability under the test claim statutes being modified.  DOF argues that “the 
state’s obligation to reimburse affected local agencies has ceased.”41  Specifically, DOF argues 
that because sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 were included in their entirety in Proposition 
83, the voters reenacted the entirety of those sections, “including the portions not amended,” and 
therefore the test claim statutes impose duties expressly included in the voter-enacted ballot 
measure.  DOF also argues that “[t]he remainder of the mandate’s Welfare and Institutions Code 
sections that were not expressly included in the ballot measure are, nevertheless, necessary to 
implement the ballot measure.”  DOF concludes that “all activities found to be reimbursable by 
the Commission in the Sexually Violent Predator mandate are no longer reimbursable pursuant 
to Government Code section 17556, subdivision f, as they are either: (1) expressly included in 
Prop 83 or, (2) necessary for the implementation of Prop 83.”42   

DOF filed comments on the draft staff analysis for the second hearing, in which DOF responded 
to the comments from some of the interested parties, as discussed below, and substantially 
agreed with staff’s analysis.43  DOF filed additional comments on the revised draft staff analysis 
and proposed statement of decsion, substantially concurring with staff’s analysis regarding the 
period of reimbursement.44 

B. County of Los Angeles, Claimant for CSM-4509 
LA County filed comments on the redetermination request, summarized as follows: 

40 Exhibit EE, Revised Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
41 Exhibit A, Request for Redetermination, at p. 2. 
42 Ibid. 
43 Exhibit CC, DOF Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
44 Exhibit FF, DOF Comments on Revised Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
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The County opposes the DOF's request to adopt a new test claim on the basis that: 
1) the extraneous text included in the body of Prop 83 did not constitute a change 
in the law; 2) Prop 83 did not convert activities identified in the Commission's 
1998 Statement of Decision to activities necessary to implement Prop 83, 
therefore, no longer reimbursable; and 3) Government Code Section 17570 is 
unconstitutional.45 

LA County’s position relies on its reasoning that Statutes 2006, chapter 337 (SB 1128), enacted 
as urgency legislation on September 20, 2006, made most of the same substantive amendments 
to the code that would be enacted by Proposition 83 less than two months later.  LA County 
argues that because the law in effect immediately prior to the passage of Proposition 83 was 
substantially the same, Proposition 83 cannot constitute a subsequent change in law: 

The changes actually proposed by Prop 83 were few and narrow, particularly in 
light of revisions to SVP laws that had recently been codified by S8 1128. The 
Secretary of State's practice of giving textual context to a ballot proposal by 
including unaffected statutory provisions is a benign protocol intended to fully 
inform the voters. Affirmation of existing law most certainly does not give rise to 
the change in law contemplated by Section 17570.46 

Thus, LA County also implies, in the excerpt above, that sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 
were reproduced in the ballot measure in their entirety as a matter of “protocol,” and not because 
the ballot measure was intended to effect substantive or pervasive changes.  Finally, LA County 
argues that section 17570 is unconstitutional on separation of powers grounds, and because it is 
“an infringement of article XIII B, section 6, of the California Constitution.”47 

In response to the draft staff analysis and proposed statement of decision at the first hearing, LA 
County argued in late comments that DOF’s delay of “nearly six and a half years after the 
passage of Proposition 83” in bringing this reconsideration request was unreasonable because the 
Legislature in 2008 directed the Commission to set aside and reconsider the SVPs mandate 
“upon final resolution of any pending litigation challenging the constitutionality of subdivision 
(f) of section 17556.”  LA County also states that the current redetermination process was made 
effective October 19, 2010, but that DOF “waited until January 2013.”  Finally, LA County 
argues that Proposition 83’s standards for defining a person as an SVP and for releasing an SVP, 
once adjudicated, should not be applied to “pre Prop 83 offenders.”48  LA County argues that to 
end mandate reimbursement for offenders determined to be SVPs prior to the adoption of 
Proposition 83 would violate the rights of offenders and “nullify judges’ sentencing orders.”  LA 
County concludes that “[r]etroactive application of the Prop 83 SVP law (a violation of Ex 
PostFacto Law) would be unconstitutional.   

45 Exhibit M, County of Los Angeles Comments, at p. 1. 
46 Exhibit M, County of Los Angeles Comments, at pp. 1-2. 
47 Exhibit M, County of Los Angeles Comments, at p 5. 
48 Exhibit T, County of Los Angeles Comments, at pp. 1-2. 
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LA County filed comments on the draft staff analysis for the second hearing, in which it 
expressed disagreement with staff’s conclusion that the subsequent change in law ends 
reimbursement for all but two of the eight original activities approved in the CSM-4509 test 
claim.  The County continues to argue that “Prop. 83 did not convert activities identified in the 
Commission’s 1998 SOD to activities necessary to implement Prop. 83 and therefore, are no 
longer reimbursable [sic].”  In addition, the County continues to stress that “even if there was a 
change in the law, the new law should not be applied retroactively to pre Prop. 83 SVP’s.”49 

At the second hearing on September 27, 2013, the County raised an issue regarding the period of 
reimbursement that would apply to the new test claim decision, if adopted.  As pointed out by 
representatives of the County of Los Angeles, while Proposition 83 was pending enactment by 
the voters, and shortly after SB 1128 had been enacted to make certain changes to the Sexually 
Violent Predators Act, the District Attorney, the Public Defender, and the Presiding Judge of the 
Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles entered into a stipulation to continue operating 
under the SVPA as it existed prior to the amendments made by SB 1128 (which were essentially 
the same amendments that would be enacted by Proposition 83 a few weeks later).  The 
stipulation was entered into “due to uncertainty in the retroactive application of this change,” and 
was held to be enforceable against the People in People v. Castillo (2010) 49 Cal.4th 145.  The 
County alleged that the California Supreme Court’s finding that the stipulation was enforceable 
should be applied by the Commission to prevent an inappropriate retroactive application of the 
Proposition 83 and, thus, mandate reimbursement should therefore continue for those pending 
SVP cases in the County.  The County further argues that applying the period of reimbursement 
of July 1, 2011 to the new test claim decision would essentially nullify the decision of the 
California Supreme Court.   

C. State Controller’s Office 
The SCO agrees with DOF “that the eight activities previously determined to be reimbursable in 
the Statement of Decision adopted on June 25, 1998 cease to be reimbursable.”50 

D. Other Interested Parties and Persons 
1. California District Attorneys’ Association; San Bernardino County District 

Attorney’s Office 

The CDAA and the San Bernardino County DA argue that “[t]he application of Government 
Code § 17556(f) to Proposition 83 in order to terminate state subvention of mandated sexually 
violent predators is legally incorrect.”  CDAA continues:  

The Department of Finance contention that the mere recitation of any portion of a 
statute contained in a proposition, brings it within the "expressly included in" 
language of Government Code § 17556(f) regardless of whether the sections 
mandating local activity were amended or not, and whether or not the intent of the 
initiative and purpose of the initiative was to eliminate the subvention 
requirements of Article XIII B §6 by operation of Government Code § 17566(f), 

49 Exhibit DD, County of Los Angeles Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing. 
50 Exhibit E, SCO Comments, at p. 1. 
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is not warranted. Such an interpretation would make the application of the statute 
so over broad and vague that no voter, local official, or legal analyst could 
accurately predict whether state mandated subvention would cease to exist as they 
voted to pass any ballot initiative that referenced existing law.51  

They also argue that there is no evidence, including in the ballot materials, that the voters 
intended Proposition 83 to terminate the state’s liability under article XIII B, section 6, to 
reimburse the test claim statutes.  To support this argument they cite a letter from the Legislative 
Analyst’s Office (LAO) and DOF to then-Attorney General Lockyer, in which “[t]he 
unequivocal conclusion of both officials is that the costs of the SVP program would remain a 
reimbursable by the state.”  They assert that this conclusion should be given great weight, 
“despite the Department of Finance’s now changed opinion.”52 

2. California State Association of Counties 

CSAC argues that the state’s liability has not been affected by Proposition 83.  Specifically, 
CSAC argues that the California Constitution mandates reimbursement for new programs or 
higher levels of service, subject to “four exceptions, but none of them are relevant in this case.”  
CSAC argues that “[i]n particular, there is no exception for a ballot measure that voters pass 
years later that does not substantively amend any of the language that established the mandate in 
the first place.”53  CSAC further argues that the SVP program was unaffected by the passage of 
Proposition 83: “[b]ecause the ballot measure made no substantive changes to the reimbursable 
aspects of the program, the SVP program established by the Legislature would have remained in 
place whether voters approved or disapproved Proposition 83.”  CSAC also notes that “SB 1128, 
by Senator Alquist, amended Sections 6600, 6601, 6604, 6604.1, and 6605 of the Welfare and 
Institutions Code, among many others,” less than two months prior to the election in which 
Proposition 83 was adopted, and that therefore Proposition 83 made no substantive changes to 
the law in effect at that time.  Finally, CSAC argues that the request should be rejected because 
the Director of DOF “told the voters that counties would be reimbursed.”  CSAC cites the ballot 
materials and the analysis published leading up to the election: 

At the time Proposition 83 went to the ballot, the chief analysts representing both 
the Administration and the Legislature- the Director of Finance and the 
Legislative Analyst- agreed that all county costs related to the SVP commitment 
process would be reimbursed by the state. They stated the fact that counties would 
be reimbursed four times in their official fiscal analysis provided to the Attorney 
General, and voters decided the outcome of Proposition 83 based in part on that 
assurance.   

In their official fiscal analysis of the ballot measure required by law, the 
Legislative Analyst and Director of Finance state unequivocally that Proposition 

51 Exhibit F, CDAA Comments, at p. 1; Exhibit I, San Bernardino County DA Comments,         
at p. 1. 
52 Exhibit F, CDAA Comments, at p. 4; Exhibit I, San Bernardino County DA Comments,         
at p. 4. 
53 Exhibit G, CSAC Comments, at p. 1. 
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83 would increase state costs to, among other things, "reimburse counties for their 
costs for participation in the SVP commitment process."54 

CSAC implies that these analyses constitute evidence of voter intent, which in turn should be 
given substantial weight in evaluating whether a subsequent change in law has occurred. 

CSAC filed further comments in response to the draft staff analysis for the second hearing, in 
which CSAC continues to argue that the state’s liability under the test claim has not been 
modified.  CSAC argues that Proposition 83, “merely amended irrelevant parts to the program 
the Legislature had long-before mandated.”  In addition, CSAC argues that based on this 
redetermination request, “the Department of Finance claims Government Code section 17556(f) 
applies so broadly as to make it no different than the interpretation already ruled unconstitutional 
by the courts” in CSBA v. State of California (2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 1183.  Finally, CSAC 
argues that Proposition 83 does not constitute a reenactment of the unaffected portions of the 
statutes, stating that case law “is clear on the point that the mere recitation of unamended law to 
give context for proposed amendments does not constitute reenactment.”  CSAC maintains that 
Government Code 9605 controls, and that portions of a statute that are not amended are “not to 
be considered as having been repealed and reenacted in the amended form.”55 

3. California Public Defenders’ Association and Alameda County Public Defender’s 
Office 

CPDA and Alameda County Public Defender’s Office submitted substantially identical 
comments opposing the request for redetermination, in which they argue: 

(1) The 2012 legislative amendment and re-enactment of the Sexually Violent 
Predator Act (SVP A) either confirmed the viability of the Sexually Violent 
Predator Mandate (CSM-4509), or, arguendo, superseded any impact that 
Proposition 83 may have affected on the mandate; (2) Misrepresentation and the 
doctrines of estoppel and unclean hands bar the DOF's redetermination request; 
(3) Proposition 83 did not effectuate a "subsequent change in the law" as 
contemplated by Government Code section 17570; and (4) Government Code 
section17570 is unconstitutional.56 

The comments note that in 2012, the Legislature enacted substantive amendments to the SVP 
program, which, it is argued, “superseded any impact” of Proposition 83.  CPDA and the 
Alameda County Public Defender’s Office argue that due to the 2012 amendments to the 
relevant codes sections “Proposition 83 is no longer the statutory authority supporting the SVPA; 
consequently the cost incurred by local agencies to comply with the 2012 legislatively enacted 
SVPA is a cost mandated by the state.”57  The comments cite the LAO and DOF analysis of 

54 Exhibit G, CSAC Comments, at p. 3. 
55 Exhibit AA, CSAC Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at pp. 1-3. 
56 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p. 1; Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s 
Comments, at p. 2. 
57 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p. 2; Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s 
Comments, at p. 3. 
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Proposition 83, and argue that DOF should now be estopped from seeking redetermination of the 
SVP mandate because of the position taken prior to the election on Proposition 83.58  The 
comments also focus on the 2006 legislative amendment to the SVP program, arguing that 
DOF’s request for redetermination “is misleading because the statutory language quoted from the 
SVPA by the DOF's January 15,2013, request, as well as that include [sic] in the actual 
proposition, was not the statutory language in effect at the time Proposition 83 was passed on 
November 7, 2006.”59  The comments also assert that section 17570 is unconstitutional, because 
it is unconstitutionally vague, with respect to the term “subsequent change in law,” and because 
it violates separation of powers doctrine.60 

Finally, in comments submitted on the draft staff analysis for the first hearing, CPDA argues that 
prior reconsiderations conducted at the direction of the Legislature with respect to four prior test 
claims, and ultimately struck down by the court of appeal, demonstrate that a legal process or 
mechanism for reconsidering a test claim was in effect at the time Proposition 83 was adopted, 
and that therefore the analysis included in the ballot materials was incorrect and misleading to 
voters, and that estoppel principles, or unclean hands doctrine, should be applied to bar DOF 
from bringing its redetermination request under section 17570.61  

4. County of San Bernardino 

The County of San Bernardino argues that DOF’s interpretation of section 17556 is legally 
incorrect.  San Bernardino focuses on the intent of the voters in adopting Proposition 83, stating: 

The Department of Finance's flawed interpretation of the "expressly included" 
language of Government Code Section 17556(f) fails to consider whether the 
ballot language intended to enact or change the state reimbursement of mandated 
activities. 

San Bernardino also implies that no subsequent change in law has occurred, reasoning that “[t]he 
statutory changes in the initiative did not relieve counties of their preexisting state mandated 
activities per Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601 through 6604.”62 

5. Sacramento County District Attorney’s Office 

The Sacramento County DA argues that no subsequent change in law has occurred, and that “the 
legislature still retains a true choice in whether to have the duties imposed on local government 
in the statute remain with local governments, or change the statutes so that the mandated duties 
are performed at the state level.”  The Sacramento County DA focuses on the fact that 

58 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at pp. 3-4: Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s 
Comments, at pp. 4-5. 
59 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p. 4; Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s  
Comments, at p. 5. 
60 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p. 6; Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s 
Comments, at p. 7. 
61 Exhibit S, CPDA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis. 
62 Exhibit J, County of San Bernardino Comments. 
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Proposition 83 permits the Legislature “to amend, by a statute passed by a roll call vote of two-
thirds of each house,” and implies that the failure to relieve local agencies of the duties imposed 
by Proposition 83 constitutes a reimbursable state mandate. 

The Sacramento County DA argues further that “[t]he fact that pre-existing law has simply been 
recited again, either in a statute re-enacted by the legislature, or as part of a new ballot 
measure…does not amount to a change in the law for § 17570 purposes.”  The Sacramento 
County DA focuses on the fact that “the mandated activities at issue here were in place before 
the initiative was enacted,” and concludes that “there has been no change in the applicable 
law.”63 

Finally, the Sacramento County DA argues that DOF’s redetermination request was never 
intended by the voters, and that a new test claim decision eliminating reimbursement would 
provide a windfall to the state, and impose a hardship on local governments.64 

6. Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office 

The LA County DA argues that “[t]he activities for which the county is being reimbursed, the 
basis for the Commission's Statement of Decision, and the need for reimbursement from the 
State in order to comply with SVP laws have not changed since the Statement of Decision was 
adopted.”  

The LA County DA argues that Proposition 83 “simply reaffirmed many of the changes already 
effectuated by SB 1128,” that “the changes actually proposed by Prop 83 were few and narrow,” 
and that “[a]ffirmation of existing law certainly does not give rise to the change in law 
contemplated by Section 17570.”65  The LA County DA argues that “inclusion, within the text of 
an initiative, of language that is unaffected by proposed revisions to the law does not constitute a 
change in the law.”66  The LA County DA further asserts that “[a]n activity may not fairly be 
recharacterized as "necessary to implement" another activity simply because an antecedent 
activity may have been affected by a change in the law,” and that “a reimbursable activity does 
not cease to be a reimbursable activity because it happens to have constitutional implications.”  
And the LA County DA argues that “Prop 83's mere reaffirmation of legislative action does not 
constitute a change in the law.”67  Additionally, the LA County DA proffers a theory of equitable 
estoppel, based on the LAO and DOF analysis of Proposition 83 leading up to the election, 
discussed below, and the conclusion that Proposition 83 would not affect mandates.68  Finally, 
LA County DA asserts that section 17570 is unconstitutional, as a violation of separation of 
powers doctrine.69 

63 Exhibit K, Sacramento County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 1-2. 
64 Exhibit K, Sacramento County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at p. 3. 
65 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 2-3. 
66 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 4-5. 
67 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 4-8. 
68 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 8-10. 
69 Exhibit L, Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office Comments, at pp. 11-12. 
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7. County Counsel of San Diego 

The County Counsel of San Diego argues that “Jessica’s Law [Proposition 83] did not make any 
changes material to the relevant statutes as they existed immediately before the adoption of 
Jessica’s Law,” that the 2012 reenactment “supersedes any effects that Jessica’s Law may have 
had on the state’s obligation,” that “DOF’s request is based on the unconstitutionally broad 
language in Section 17556(f) that impermissibly directs the commission to apply the ballot 
measure exception to previously enacted legislation.”  The County Counsel of San Diego further 
argues that “DOF’s Request relies on the unconstitutionally broad definition of what constitutes 
a ‘subsequent change in the law’ set forth in Section 17570.”70 

The County Counsel filed additional comments in response to the Commission’s draft staff 
analysis for the second hearing, in which the County Counsel continued to stress that Proposition 
83 “did not substantively alter any of the provisions of the Welfare and Institutions Code 
sections containing the mandated activities,” and that therefore “Jessica’s Law cannot be 
considered to have affected [sic] a subsequent change in law.”  In addition, the County Counsel 
argues that the draft staff analysis and proposed statement of decision “correctly concludes that 
certain costs relating to the probable cause hearing required pursuant to Welfare and Institutions 
Code section 6602 continue to be reimbursable,” but that “the costs the county’s designated 
counsel and indigent defense counsel incur for retention of necessary experts, investigators, and 
professionals for preparation and appearance at the probable cause hearing” should also be 
reimbursable.  The County Counsel holds that “[e]ven though these costs are not expressly 
identified as reimbursable costs in the original test claim decision, these costs have been and 
should continue to be reimbursed to claimants by the state.”71,72   

8. Alameda County District Attorney’s Office 

The Alameda County DA argues that Proposition 83 did not make any material changes to the 
responsibilities of county counsel offices or district attorneys’ offices; that DOF’s interpretation 

70 Exhibit O, County Counsel of San Diego Comments, at p. 2. 
71 Exhibit BB, County Counsel of San Diego Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second 
Hearing, at pp. 2-3. 
72 These costs are not identified as reimbursable in the parameters and guidelines or the test 
claim decision previously adopted by the Commission.  Neither are these costs required by the 
plain language of the test claim statutes.  Therefore the appropriate course of action is for the 
Commission to address whether these activities are “reasonably necessary,” within the meaning 
of section 17557, when amending the parameters and guidelines.  The Commission cannot add 
reasonably necessary activities of its own motion, and therefore this will require a comment by 
an eligible claimant asserting that this is a reasonably necessary activity, and including evidence 
in the record to support that assertion.  If factual representations are made to support such a claim 
in written comments, they must be supported with documentary evidence included with the 
comments must and be signed under penalty of perjury by persons who are authorized and 
competent to do so and must be based upon the declarant's personal knowledge or information or 
belief. 
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of section 17556(f) “cannot be the correct interpretation;” and that DOF’s request “should be 
rejected on common law principles of laches and estoppel.”73 

9. County of Orange Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing 

The County of Orange argues that “[t]he proposed statement of decision will greatly impact 
Orange County’s ability to continue providing the services associated with SVP laws.”74  The 
County argues that it is “a flawed and legally incorrect premise” that “the mere reiteration and 
non-substantive amendment in a ballot initiative of an existing statute enacted by the Legislature 
relieves the state of its constitutional obligation to reimburse the counties for the cost of 
implementing the statutory scheme.”  The County further argues restatement of several sections 
of the Welfare and Institutions Code within Proposition 83 was “meant to provide voters with 
additional context to inform their decisions,” and that “the restatement and amendment of the 
statutory scheme by a ballot measure did not impact the State’s subvention duties.”75  The 
County of Orange further warns of the “dangerous public policy precedent,” in that the Attorney 
General “could lead the electorate down the primrose path by providing information to the 
electorate that ultimately results in the passage of a voter initiative.”  Meanwhile, the County 
argues, “another body of the state government is lying in wait to seek redetermination of a State 
Mandate on the basis that the voter initiative caused a change in law and thus the state should no 
longer be required to reimburse local governments for costs rightfully determined state mandated 
costs.”  The County concludes that approving this proposed statement of decision “would be 
providing the legislature with the ability to avoid previously determined fiscal obligations 
through by [sic] abusing the voter initiative process.”76 

10. District Attorney of Orange County Comments 

The Orange County District Attorney argues in comments on the draft that Finance’s request to 
adopt a new test claim decision ending reimbursement “would be inequitable and impose a 
financial hardship on the county.”  The District Attorney also argues that Proposition 83 “did not 
effectuate a ‘subsequent change in law,’” as contemplated by section 17570, “because the ballot 
measure made no substantive changes to the reimbursable component of the program.”77 

11. San Bernardino County Public Defender Comments 

The Public Defender of San Bernardino County argues that “[s]ince Proposition 83 mirrored 
many of the same provisions as cited in SB 1128 and effectuated changes that were procedural 
rather than substantive, its enactment did not constitute a ‘subsequent change in law’ as required 
under Government Code [section] 17570.”  The Public Defender argues also that “mere 
recitation of an existing law” should not be used “as a shield to negate [the State’s] responsibility 

73 Exhibit P, Alameda County District Attorney’s Comments, at pp. 2-5. 
74 Exhibit W, County of Orange Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at p. 1. 
75 Id, at pp. 4-5. 
76 Id, at p. 5. 
77 Exhibit Y, Orange County District Attorney Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second 
Hearing, at p. 1. 

152



to reimburse local governments for activities that support a legislatively created state-mandated 
program.”  Finally, the Public Defender appeals to public policy: 

The fiscal impact to our county is significant.  The Public Defender currently 
provides representation on 55 outstanding SVP petitions against individuals.  A 
competent defense requires a significant investment of time from attorneys and 
investigators and the retention of qualified experts and other professionals.  The 
state’s reimbursement for services rendered under SVPA for FY 2010-2011 by 
the Public Defender was $846,339.78 

III. Discussion 
Under article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution, local agencies and school districts 
are entitled to reimbursement for the increased costs of state-mandated new programs or higher 
levels of service.  In order for local government to be eligible for reimbursement, one or more 
similarly situated local agencies or school districts must file a successful test claim with the 
Commission.  “Test claim” means the first claim filed with the Commission alleging that a 
particular statute or executive order imposes costs mandated by the state.  Test claims function 
similarly to class actions and all members of the class have the opportunity to participate in the 
test claim process and all are bound by the final decision of the Commission for purposes of that 
test claim.   

The Commission is the quasi-judicial body vested with exclusive authority to adjudicate disputes 
over the existence of state-mandated programs within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6.79  
The determination whether a statute or executive order imposes a reimbursable state-mandated 
program is a question of law.80  In making its decisions, the Commission must strictly construe 
article XIII B, section 6, and not apply it as an “equitable remedy to cure the perceived 
unfairness resulting from political decisions on funding priorities.”81 

Under Government Code section 17570, upon request, the Commission may consider the 
adoption of a new test claim decision to supersede a prior test claim decision based on a 
subsequent change in law, as defined, which modifies the state’s liability.  If the Commission 
adopts a new test claim decision that supersedes the previously adopted test claim decision, the 
Commission is required to adopt new parameters and guidelines or amend existing parameters 
and guidelines. 

  

78 Exhibit Z, San Bernardino County Public Defender Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, 
Second Hearing, at p. 1. 
79 Kinlaw v. State of California (1991) 53 Cal.3d 482, 487; Government Code sections 17551; 
17552. 
80 County of San Diego v. State of California, (1997) 15 Cal.4th 68, 109. 
81 County of Sonoma v. Commission on State Mandates, (2000) 84 Cal.App.4th 1265, 1280, 
citing City of San Jose v. State of California (1996) 45 Cal.App.4th 1802, 1817.   
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A. Finance’s Argument for the Adoption of a New Test Claim Decision to Supersede 
the Prior Decision in Test Claim (CSM-4509). 

On May 28, 1998, the Commission heard the CSM-4509 test claim on the SVP program.  That 
test claim alleged that the following Welfare and Institutions Code sections imposed 
reimbursable state-mandates: 6250, and 6600 through 6608, as amended by Statutes 1995, 
chapter 762; Statutes 1995, chapter 763; and Statutes 1996, chapter 4.82   

The Commission approved reimbursement only for the following activities under sections 6601, 
6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608: 

1. Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney 
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil 
commitment proceedings.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

2. Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine 
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 
6601(i).) 

3. Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated 
counsel.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).)83 

4. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

5. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at trial.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 

6. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605(b-d), and 6608(a-d).) 

7. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
(Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605(d).) 

8. Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a 
sexually violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

All remaining provisions of the test claim statutes were denied.84 

82 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision. 
83 The Test Claim Statement of Decision cites subdivision (j), but subdivision (j) addresses time 
limits, not a petition for commitment.  The Commission therefore assumes that this is a 
typographical error, and that the citation intended is to subdivision (i). 
84 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 12.  The numbers attached to the activities 
above are assigned by DOF, in its request for redetermination; the same numbering is adopted in 
this analysis, for purposes of expedience and clarity, rather than utilizing the bulleted list adopted 
by the Commission in the test claim statement of decision. 
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DOF asserts that activities 1, 2, 3, and 6, approved in the test claim statement of decision, were 
expressly included in Proposition 83.  Activities 1, 2, and 3 involve the county’s role in filing 
and litigating a civil commitment hearing on behalf of the state.  These activities are required by 
section 6601(i), and while DOF concedes that Proposition 83 did not make amendments to 
subdivision (i), specifically, it amended and reenacted the entirety of section 6601, including the 
activities approved under subdivision (i).  Activity 6 is required by sections 6605 and 6608.  The 
sections encompassing these activities were reenacted and amended also by Proposition 83.85  
DOF asserts that the reenactment of sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 is sufficient to 
implicate the “expressly included in” limitation of section 17556(f), prohibiting the Commission 
from finding “costs mandated by the state,” and in turn supporting the adoption of a new test 
claim decision.   

DOF asserts as well that Activities 4, 5, 7 and 8 are “necessary to implement” Proposition 83, 
within the meaning of section 17556(f), and therefore these requirements also have been 
superseded by the ballot initiative.86  DOF therefore brings this request to adopt a new test claim 
decision, in accordance with the provisions of section 17570.   

B. Section 17556(f) Prohibits the Commission from Finding Costs Mandated by the 
State for Most of the Duties Imposed by the Test Claim Statutes Because Those 
Duties are Necessary to Implement or Expressly Included in a Ballot Measure 
Approved by the Voters in a Statewide Election. 

Government Code section 17556(f) provides that the Commission “shall not find” costs 
mandated by the state if: 

The statute or executive order imposes duties that are necessary to implement, or 
are expressly included in, a ballot measure approved by the voters in a statewide 
or local election.  This subdivision applies regardless of whether the statute or 
executive order was enacted or adopted before or after the date on which the 
ballot measure was approved by the voters.87 

CSBA I makes clear that this statutory exclusion from reimbursement is consistent with the 
subvention requirements of article XIII B, section 6.88  The court in CSBA I reasoned that the 
subvention requirement applies to mandates imposed by the Legislature, not by the voters; the 
voters’ powers of initiative and referendum are reserved powers, not vested in the Legislature, 
and are therefore not limited by article XIII B, section 6.  CSBA I holds that the reimbursement 

85 Exhibit A, Redetermination Request, at pp. 1-2. 
86 See Exhibit A, Redetermination Request, at pp. 2-3, and Exhibit R, DOF Comments on Draft 
Staff Analysis, at p. 1., wherein DOF corrected the original inadvertent omission of activity 
number 8. 
87 As amended by Statutes 2010, chapter 719 (SB 856). 
88 California School Boards Association v. State of California (CSBA I) (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 
2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, 1206-1207; 1210. 
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requirement applies only to state-mandated costs, not costs incurred by way of “the people 
acting pursuant to the power of initiative.”89 

“Having established that costs imposed on local governments by ballot measure mandates need 
not be reimbursed by the state,” and thus approving the statutory exclusion to the extent of 
statutes imposing duties “expressly included in” a ballot measure, the court considered also 
whether reimbursement is required for activities embodied in a test claim statute that are 
“necessary to implement” a voter-enacted ballot measure.  In San Diego Unified, costs that were 
incidental to a federal mandate were not reimbursable under section 17556(c), because those 
costs were imposed under Education Code provisions “adopted to implement a federal due 
process mandate.” 90  The CSBA I court therefore concluded that “[t]he language of [section 
17556(f)] relieving the State of the obligation to reimburse a local government for duties 
‘necessary to implement’ a ballot measure is unobjectionable because it corresponds to the 
Supreme Court’s holding in San Diego Unified that state statutes codifying federal mandates are 
not reimbursable.”91  The court rejected, however, the “reasonably within the scope of” test, also 
provided in subdivision (f) at that time, as being overbroad, and the Legislature amended the 
code section the following year to excise the offending language.92 

Section 17556(f) also states that the rule “applies regardless of whether the statute or executive 
order was adopted prior to or after the date on which the statute or executive order was enacted 
or issued.”  This provision, like the “reasonably within the scope of,” and “necessary to 
implement” tests, first appeared in section 17556 in 2005.93  This last provision, stating that the 
order of enactment is not material to the analysis under section 17556(f), has not yet been tested 
in the courts,94 but the Commission must presume that the statutes enacted by the Legislature are 
constitutional until the courts declare otherwise.95  

89 Ibid. 
90 San Diego Unified School District v. Commission on State Mandates (2004) 33 Cal.4th 859. 
91 California School Boards Association v. State, supra, (CSBA I) (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 2009) 
171 Cal.App.4th 1183, at p. 1213 [emphasis added], citing San Diego Unified, supra, (2004) 33 
Cal.4th 859. 
92 Government Code section 17556(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856) [amended to remove 
“reasonably within the scope of,” as an alternative test to “expressly included in,” or “necessary 
to implement,” consistent with the court’s decision in CSBA I, supra]). 
93 As discussed above, the “reasonably within the scope of” test has been disapproved by the 
courts and removed from the code; compare Statutes 2004, chapter 895 (AB 2855) to Statutes 
2005, chapter 72 (AB 138). 
94 The constitutionality of Government Code sections 17570, in conjunction with section 17556, 
is being challenged in California School Boards Assoc., et al. v. State of California, Commission 
on State Mandates, John Chiang, as State Controller, and Ana Matosantos, as Director of the 
Department of Finance, Alameda County Superior Court, Case No. RG11554698. 
95 California School Boards Association v. State of California, (CSBA II) (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist. 
2011) 192 Cal.App.4th 770, 795; Porter v. City of Riverside (1968) 261 Cal.App.2d 832, 837. 

156



For the following reasons, the Commission finds that section 17556(f) applies in this case to end 
reimbursement for most of the activities, as specified, beginning July 1, 2011. 

1. The Test Claim Statutes Impose Duties that are Expressly Included in Proposition 83 

The original test claim decision assumed jurisdiction over Welfare and Institutions Code sections 
6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608, as amended by Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 (SB 1143); 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 (AB 888); and Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 (AB 1496).96  Here, the 
Commission’s jurisdiction is confined to the statutes pled in the original test claim, and any 
effect that the alleged subsequent change in law, Proposition 83, may have had on those original 
test claim statutes, as pled in CSM-4509.97  Proposition 83 amended and reenacted, wholesale, 
sections 6601, 6604, 6605, and 6608 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, and made other 
changes which likely impact the operation of the remaining sections.  By amending the code 
sections, Proposition 83 does not expressly include the test claim statutes exactly as amended by 
Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763, and Statutes 1996, chapter 4; but the focus of Government 
Code section 17556(f) is not whether the test claim statute is expressly included in a ballot 
measure, but whether the duties imposed by the test claim statute are expressly included in a 
voter-enacted ballot measure.98  Therefore it is incumbent upon the Commission to consider the 
activities approved (duties imposed by the statute) in the earlier test claim, and whether those 
activities have been subsumed within the requirements of Proposition 83.  If so, then the duties 
imposed by the test claim statute, as determined in the original test claim decision, are expressly 
included in the approved ballot measure.  All of the local government commenters have 
challenged this theory; many have argued that “recitation” of the code sections in a ballot 
measure does not constitute a subsequent change in law because the law was not amended.  But 
the issue is not whether the statutes in the original test claim have been changed substantively, 
but whether the test claim statutes, as those statutes were pled in the original test claim, impose 
duties that are necessary to implement or expressly included in a voter-enacted ballot measure. 

In the original test claim statement of decision, the Commission approved reimbursement for the 
following activities, numbered one through eight for purposes of this analysis: 

Activity 1 – Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate 
District Attorney or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually 
violent predator civil commitment proceedings. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

Activity 2 – Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated 
counsel to determine if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation. 
(Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

Activity 3 – Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s 
designated counsel. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(j).) 

96 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision. 
97 Exhibit A, Redetermination Request. 
98 Government Code section 17556(f). 
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Activity 4 – Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 
6602.) 

Activity 5 – Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at trial. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 

Activity 6 – Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605(b-d), and 6608(a-d).) 

Activity 7 – Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605(d).) 

Activity 8 – Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent 
predator at a secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of 
whether he or she is a sexually violent predator. (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.)99 

Activities 1, 2, and 3 derive from section 6601, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapter 762 (SB 
1143); Statutes 1995, chapter 763 (AB 888); and Statutes 1996, chapter 4 (AB 1496), and are 
expressly included in section 6601, as amended by Proposition 83.  Section 6601, as amended, 
provides, in pertinent part: 

(h) If the State Department of Mental Health determines that the person is a 
sexually violent predator as defined in this article, the Director of Mental Health 
shall forward a request for a petition to be filed for commitment under this article 
to the county designated in subdivision (i). Copies of the evaluation reports and 
any other supporting documents shall be made available to the attorney 
designated by the county pursuant to subdivision (i) who may file a petition for 
commitment in the superior court.  

(i) If the county’s designated counsel concurs with the recommendation, a petition 
for commitment shall be filed in the superior court of the county in which the 
person was convicted of the offense for which he or she was committed to the 
jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections. The petition shall be filed, and the 
proceedings shall be handled, by either the district attorney or the county counsel 
of that county. The county board of supervisors shall designate either the district 
attorney or the county counsel to assume responsibility for proceedings under this 
article.100 

Section 6601(i) requires the county board of supervisors to designate counsel to assume 
responsibility for proceedings “under this article.”  Activity 1 is the requirement that the county 
designate counsel to assume responsibility for civil commitment proceedings.101  Activity 1 is 
thus expressly included in Proposition 83.  Sections 6601(h) and 6601(i) provide for a 

99 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
100 Exhibit X, Ballot Pamphlet, November 7, 2006, at p. 137. 
101 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
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recommendation to be made by DMH, and copies of mental health evaluations and other 
documents to be made available to the designated counsel, who, if he or she concurs with the 
recommendation, shall file a petition.102  Activity 2 is the requirement that the designated 
counsel review the reports and records to determine whether he or she agrees with the 
recommendation of DMH.103  Activity 2 is thus expressly included in the provisions of 
Proposition 83.  Section 6601(i) requires the designated counsel to file a petition and “assume 
responsibility for proceedings.”  Activity 3 is the requirement that designated counsel prepare 
and file a petition for civil commitment.104  Thus, Activity 3 is expressly included in Proposition 
83. 

Activities 6 and 7 are also expressly included in the provisions of Proposition 83.  Activity 6 
requires “[p]reparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.”105  
Sections 6605 and 6608, as amended by Proposition 83, provide for a subsequent hearing to 
determine whether a person continues to fit the definition of a sexually violent predator, and 
whether release to a less-restrictive environment is appropriate.  That hearing is triggered in one 
of two ways:  either by a petition from the person committed, or by the recommendation of 
DMH.  In either case, the designated counsel identified in section 6601(i) is required to represent 
the state, and the committed person is entitled to the assistance of counsel.   

Section 6605, as amended by Proposition 83, provides, in pertinent part: 

(b) If the Department of Mental Health determines that either:  (1) the person’s 
condition has so changed that the person no longer meets the definition of a 
sexually violent predator, or (2) conditional release to a less restrictive alternative 
is in the best interest of the person and conditions can be imposed that adequately 
protect the community, the director shall authorize the person to petition the court 
for conditional release to a less restrictive alternative or for an unconditional 
discharge.  

¶…¶ 

(d) At the hearing, the committed person shall have the right to be present and 
shall be entitled to the benefit of all constitutional protections that were afforded 
to him or her at the initial commitment proceeding.  The attorney designated by 
the county pursuant to subdivision (i) of Section 6601 shall represent the state 
and shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to have the committed person 
evaluated by experts chosen by the state.  The committed person also shall have 
the right to demand a jury trial and to have experts evaluate him or her on his or 

102 Exhibit X, Ballot Pamphlet, November 7, 2006, at p. 137. 
103 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
104 Ibid. 
105 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
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her behalf.  The court shall appoint an expert if the person is indigent and requests 
an appointment...106   

And section 6608, as amended by Proposition 83, provides: 

Nothing in this article shall prohibit the person who has been committed as a 
sexually violent predator from petitioning the court for conditional release or an 
unconditional discharge without the recommendation or concurrence of the 
Director of Mental Health…The person petitioning for conditional release and 
unconditional discharge under this subdivision shall be entitled to assistance of 
counsel.  

¶…¶ 

The court shall give notice of the hearing date to the attorney designated in 
subdivision (i) of Section 6601, the retained or appointed attorney for the 
committed person, and the Director of Mental Health at least 15 court days before 
the hearing date.107 

Thus Activity 6, as approved in the original test claim decision, is expressly included in 
Proposition 83: the preparation and attendance of both the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel are expressly included in the voter-approved ballot measure. 

Activity 7 includes “[r]etention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.”108  Activity 7 is expressly included in Proposition 83 to the extent of retaining experts 
for subsequent hearings recommended by DMH, or requested by an indigent SVP.  Section 
6605, as amended by Proposition 83, provides: 

At the hearing, the committed person shall have the right to be present and shall 
be entitled to the benefit of all constitutional protections that were afforded to him 
or her at the initial commitment proceeding. The attorney designated by the 
county pursuant to subdivision (i) of Section 6601 shall represent the state and 
shall have the right to demand a jury trial and to have the committed person 
evaluated by experts chosen by the state. The committed person also shall have 
the right to demand a jury trial and to have experts evaluate him or her on his or 
her behalf. The court shall appoint an expert if the person is indigent and requests 
an appointment.109 

Similar language regarding the appointment of an expert to evaluate the person on his or her 
behalf is not found in section 6608, with respect to a hearing initiated on petition of the 
committed person.  But the California Supreme Court held, in People v. McKee, that “[w]e do 
not believe, however, that the statute needs to be interpreted in this narrow manner.”  The court 

106 Exhibit X, Ballot Pamphlet, November 7, 2006, at p. 137. 
107 Exhibit X, Ballot Pamphlet, November 7, 2006, at p. 138. 
108 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
109 Exhibit X, Ballot Pamphlet, November 7, 2006, at p. 137. 
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held that “[a]lthough section 6605, subdivision (a) does not explicitly provide for the 
appointment of the expert in conjunction with a section 6608 petition, such appointment may be 
reasonably inferred.”110  The court concluded that “[t]here is no indication that the Legislature 
that authorized these expert appointments on behalf of an indigent SVP believed that such 
experts should be disallowed from testifying at an SVP's section 6608 hearing, nor that an SVP's 
indigence should serve as an obstacle to such testimony.”111  Therefore, to the extent of retaining 
experts for subsequent hearings only, activity 7, as approved in the original test claim decision, is 
expressly included in the provisions of Proposition 83. 

Based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that the following requirements of the test claim 
statutes are expressly included in Proposition 83, and therefore do not constitute a reimbursable 
state mandate within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 and Government Code section 
17556(f), beginning July 1, 2011: 

• Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney 
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil 
commitment proceedings.112 

• Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine 
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.113 

• Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated 
counsel.114 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.115  

• Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.116 

2. Civil Commitments Provided for Under Proposition 83 Implicate Significant Due Process 
Considerations, and to the Extent the Test Claim Statutes Satisfy Due Process 
Requirements Triggered by Proposition 83, Those Statutes Impose Duties That are 
Necessary to Implement a Voter-Enacted Ballot Measure  

Activities 4, 5, 8, and the remaining elements of activity 7, above, are not expressly included in 
Proposition 83, but some of these activities are necessary to implement Proposition 83. 

110 People v. McKee (2010) 47 Cal.4th 1172, at p. 1192. 
111 Id, at p. 1193. 
112 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601(i) (as amended by Proposition 83 (2006)). 
113 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601(i) (as amended by Proposition 83 (2006)). 
114 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601(i) (as amended by Proposition 83 (2006)). 
115 Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6605(b-d); 6608(a-b) (as amended by Proposition 83 
(2006)). 
116 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6605(d) (as amended by Proposition 83 (2006)). 
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Activities 4 and 5, as approved in the original test claim decision, require the preparation and 
attendance of counsel designated by the county pursuant to section 6601(i), and of indigent 
defense counsel, at the probable cause hearing and at trial.  These activities were found to arise 
from Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6602, 6603, and 6604, as amended by Statutes 1995, 
chapter 762 (SB 1143); Statutes 1995, chapter 763 (AB 888); and Statutes 1996, chapter 4 (AB 
1496).117  Activity 8, as approved in the original test claim decision, requires the local 
government to provide “[t]ransportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator 
at a secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a 
sexually violent predator.”  That activity was found by the Commission to arise from section 
6602, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763, and Statutes 1996, chapter 4.118  And 
the portion of activity 7 not expressly included in Proposition 83, as discussed above, requires 
local government to retain experts, investigators, and professionals for trial to testify on the issue 
of whether an individual is or is not a sexually violent predator.  That activity is attributed, in the 
test claim statement of decision, to section 6603, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 
763. 

Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapter 763 (AB 888) 
and Statutes 1996, chapter 4 (AB 1496), provides: 

A judge of the superior court shall review the petition and shall determine 
whether there is probable cause to believe that the individual named in the 
petition is likely to engage in sexually violent predatory criminal behavior upon 
his or her release.  The person named in the petition shall be entitled to assistance 
of counsel at the probable cause hearing.  If the judge determines there is not 
probable cause, he or she shall dismiss the petition and any person subject to 
parole shall report to parole.  If the judge determines that there is probable cause, 
the judge shall order that the person remain in custody in a secure facility until a 
trial is completed and shall order that a trial be conducted to determine whether 
the person is, by reason of a diagnosed mental disorder, a danger to the health and 
safety of others in that the person is likely to engage in acts of sexual violence 
upon his or her release from the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections or 
other secure facility. 

And Section 6603, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763, provides: 

A person subject to this article shall be entitled to a trial by jury, the assistance of 
counsel, the right to retain experts or professional persons to perform an 
examination on his or her behalf, and have access to all relevant medical and 
psychological records and reports. In the case of a person who is indigent, the 
court shall appoint counsel to assist him or her, and, upon the person’s request, 
assist the person in obtaining an expert or professional person to perform an 
examination or participate in the trial on the person’s behalf.  

117 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13.  
118 Ibid. 
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These sections were not amended and reenacted by Proposition 83, and therefore continue to 
provide a statutory requirement that a person alleged to be a sexually violent predator be 
accorded a probable cause hearing, and trial by jury, and shall be entitled to the assistance of 
counsel.  Section 6603 also requires that the person alleged to be a sexually violent predator is 
entitled to experts or professional persons to perform an examination on his or her behalf.   

The issue is whether those requirements, as approved in the test claim statement of decision, 
constitute duties necessary to implement Proposition 83, or are additional requirements imposed 
as a matter of policy by the Legislature, thus requiring a finding that the requirements remain 
reimbursable under article XIII B, section 6.  As discussed above, where mandated activities are 
imposed by the voters, not the Legislature, the courts have held that those activities are not 
reimbursable under article XIII B, section 6.119  In this context, reimbursement is required, 
consistent with article XIII B, section 6, only if the requirements of the test claim statutes go 
beyond what is necessary to implement the ballot initiative. 

The due process clause of the United States Constitution provides that the state shall not “deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law.”120  When an individual’s 
liberty or property interest is impacted by governmental action, due process protections attach, 
and require that certain procedural safeguards be provided to the individual.  Although the SVPs 
program entails a civil commitment, not a criminal conviction, the person identified as a sexually 
violent predator is subject to a deprivation of liberty.  And under Proposition 83, that deprivation 
is highly significant, being of indeterminate duration, rather than a two year commitment as 
provided under the prior statutes.  Proposition 83 provides for indeterminate civil commitment of 
a person found to be a sexually violent predator, as follows: 

The court or jury shall determine whether, beyond a reasonable doubt, the person 
is a sexually violent predator.  If the court or jury is not satisfied beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the person is a sexually violent predator, the court shall 
direct that the person be released at the conclusion of the term for which he or she 
was initially sentenced, or that the person be unconditionally released at the end 
of parole, whichever is applicable.  If the court or jury determines that the person 
is a sexually violent predator, the person shall be committed for an indeterminate 
term to the custody of the State Department of Mental Health for appropriate 
treatment and confinement in a secure facility designated by the Director of 
Mental Health.  The facility shall be located on the grounds of an institution under 
the jurisdiction of the Department of Corrections.121  

119 California School Boards Association v. State of California (CSBA I) (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 
2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, 1206-1207; 1210. 
120 U.S. Constitution, 5th and 14th Amendments; see also, due process provisions in the 
California Constitution, article 1, sections 7 and 15. 
121 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6604, as amended by Proposition 83 (2006); Exhibit X, 
Ballot Pamphlet, at p. 137. 
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It is well-settled law that even temporary deprivations of an individual’s liberty or property 
interest trigger due process protections.  The length or severity of the deprivation must be 
weighed in determining what kind of process is due—not whether process is due.122 

In San Diego Unified,123 the California Supreme Court addressed whether procedures instituted 
to provide a hearing and some modicum of due process to public school students under threat of 
expulsion constituted a reimbursable state mandate, or merely codified federal law, rendering 
such procedures not subject to reimbursement under article XIII B, section 6.  The court 
reasoned as follows: 

[T]he Legislature, in adopting specific statutory procedures to comply with the 
general federal mandate [to provide due process protections], reasonably 
articulated various incidental procedural protections.  These protections are 
designed to make the underlying federal right enforceable and to set forth 
procedural details that were not expressly articulated in the case law establishing 
the respective rights; viewed singly or cumulatively, they did not significantly 
increase the cost of compliance with the federal mandate.  The Court of appeal in 
County of Los Angeles II[124] concluded that, for purposes of ruling upon a claim 
for reimbursement, such incidental procedural requirements, producing at most de 
minimis added cost, should be viewed as part and parcel of the underlying federal 
mandate, and hence nonreimbursable under Government Code, section 17556, 
subdivision (c). 

Also in San Diego Unified, supra, the California Supreme Court considered whether due process 
procedures involved in a state-mandated pre-expulsion hearing were fully reimbursable, or 
whether the procedures merely implemented federal due process requirements.125  The court held 
that even though some of the requirements of the test claim statute, “the parties agree, codif[ied] 
requirements of federal due process,”126 “ a school district would not automatically incur the due 
process hearing costs that are mandated by federal law” in the absence of the test claim statute 
triggering the due process requirements.127  The court therefore concluded that all hearing costs 

122 See Fuentes v. Shevin (1972) 407 U.S. 67, p. 86 (“The Fourteenth Amendment draws no 
bright lines around three-day, 10-day, or 50-day deprivations of property”); Goss v. Lopez (1975) 
419 U.S. 565, p. 576 (holding that a 10-day suspension from school is a cognizable deprivation 
of liberty and property).  Note that due process standards apply equally to liberty and property 
deprivations.  See Wolff v. McDonnell (1974) 418 U.S. 539, p. 558 and Zinermon v. Burch 
(1990) 494 U.S. 113, p. 131. 
123 San Diego Unified School District v. Commission on State Mandates, supra, (2004) 33 
Cal.4th 859. 
124 County of Los Angeles v. Commission on State Mandates (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 1995) 32 
Cal.App.4th 805. 
125 San Diego Unified, supra, 33 Cal.4th 859. 
126 Id, at p. 868. 
127 Id, at p. 880. 
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associated with the mandatory expulsion provisions of the test claim statutes were state-
mandated, as follows: 

Because it is state law,…and not federal due process law, that requires the District 
to take steps that in turn require it to incur hearing costs, it follows, contrary to the 
view of the Commission and the Department, that we cannot characterize any of 
the hearing costs incurred by the District, triggered by the mandatory provision of 
Education Code section 48915, as constituting a federal mandate (and hence being 
nonreimbursable).128 

The court concluded that:  “state rules or procedures that are intended to implement an applicable 
federal law – and whose costs are, in context, de minimis – should be treated as part and parcel 
of the underlying federal mandate.”129  CSBA I130 “established that costs imposed on local 
governments by ballot measure mandates need not be reimbursed by the state,” and concluded 
that the “necessary to implement” test of section 17556(f) is “even more restrictive” than the 
“adopted to implement” language of San Diego Unified, supra.131 

Therefore, the analysis that results from the two findings in San Diego Unified, supra, and the 
holding in CSBA I, supra, that section 17556(f) is applied similarly to, if more restrictively than, 
section 17556(c), is as follows: if costs incurred to satisfy due process protections are triggered 
by a state statute or executive order, reimbursement is required, whether or not the due process 
protections exceed federal due process requirements; but if costs incurred to satisfy due process 
protections are triggered by other than a state statute or executive order (such as a voter-enacted 
ballot measure), then reimbursement is required only if the state’s due process requirements truly 
exceed federal due process requirements and are not part and parcel of the federal requirements.   

Activities 4, 5, 7, and 8, discussed below, were determined to be imposed by state law in the 
prior test claim decision.132  However, elements of these activities may also be required to satisfy 
the due process protections implicated by Welfare and Institutions Code sections 6601, 6604, 
6605, and 6608, as those sections were adopted by the voters in Proposition 83.  This is so 
because even due process protections expressly included in the test claim statutes intended to 
satisfy federal due process requirements were triggered, prior to Proposition 83, entirely by a 
state-mandated local program.  Thus, requirements of the code sections not expressly included in 
Proposition 83 may nevertheless be “necessary to implement” the provisions of Proposition 83 to 
the extent that due process protections must be satisfied in order to validly enforce and 
administer the voter-approved SVP program consistently with the Constitution. 

128 Id, at p. 881. 
129 Id, at p. 890. 
130 California School Boards Association v. State of California, supra, (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 
2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 1183. 
131 Id, at pp. 1210; 1214. 
132 Exhibit B, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 

165



a. Activity 4, preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing, is not necessary to 
implement Proposition 83, and is therefore reimbursable. 

Penal Code section 6602 establishes a probable cause hearing requiring the court to determine 
whether there is probable cause to believe that the individual named in the petition is likely to 
engage in sexually violent predatory criminal behavior upon his or her release.  The person 
named in the petition shall be entitled to assistance of counsel at the probable cause hearing.   

As discussed above, the liberty interest at stake in implementing the SVP program triggers due 
process protections; but what process is due can vary depending on the importance of the 
governmental interest, and the severity of the deprivation.  The Supreme Court of California has 
held that “[t]here is no question that civil commitment itself is constitutional so long as it is 
accompanied by the appropriate constitutional protections.”133  In criminal cases, the appropriate 
constitutional protections have been explored and defined through decades of case law, but in the 
case of a civil commitment for the safety of the public and treatment of the committed person, 
due process requirements remain less defined.  In People v. Dean,134 the court of appeal 
articulated the appropriate constitutional protections, holding that due process in proceedings 
under the Sexually Violent Predators Act (SVPA) requires application of a balancing test, rather 
than strict adherence to the constitutional rights commonly afforded criminal defendants: 

The measure of due process that is due in civil proceedings, including 
proceedings under the SVPA, is a complex determination that depends upon 
several factors: “(1) the private interest that will be affected by the official action; 
(2) the risk of an erroneous deprivation of such interest through the procedures 
used, and the probable value, if any, of additional or substitute procedural 
safeguards; (3) the government's interest, including the function involved and the 
fiscal and administrative burdens that the additional or substitute procedural 
requirement would entail; and (4) the dignitary interest in informing individuals 
of the nature, grounds, and consequences of the action and in enabling them to 
present their side of the story before a responsible government official.” 135 

Activity 4, as cited above, requires the “[p]reparation and attendance by the county’s designated 
counsel and indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.”  A probable cause hearing 
is required by Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602, one of two sections of the test claim 
statutes not adopted by the voters in Proposition 83.  Proposition 83 makes no other reference to 
a probable cause hearing, such as would render such a hearing necessary to implement the 
program.  In addition, no case law on point, nor any other reference to state or federal due 
process jurisprudence, provides a clear and unambiguous statement that a probable cause hearing 
is required to satisfy due process in this context.   

133 People v. McKee (2010) 47 Cal.4th 1172, at p. 1188 [internal citations and quotations 
omitted]. 
134 People v. Dean (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist. 2009) 174 Cal.App.4th 186. 
135 174 Cal.App.4th 186, at p. 204 [citing People v. Otto (2001) 26 Cal.4th 200]. 
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Applying the balancing test above, the liberty interest at stake is significant, but the risk of an 
erroneous deprivation of that liberty is less so, given that each person held must be screened and 
evaluated at several levels before a petition is filed,136 and the process is required to begin before 
an individual’s prison term is expired; moreover, the deprivation of liberty absent a probable 
cause hearing would be of limited duration, because a trial would still follow after, pursuant to 
section 6604, as amended by Proposition 83 (2006); furthermore, the government’s interest in 
holding persons suspected to be SVPs is compelling, and the administrative burdens involved in 
providing a due process hearing and counsel for that hearing are significant: counsel must be 
appointed, and the county’s designated counsel must prepare for and attend the hearing.  Finally, 
the “dignitary interest in informing individuals of the nature, grounds, and consequences of the 
action and in enabling them to present their side of the story before a responsible government 
official” will be fully vindicated at trial, and does not necessitate substantial consideration.  This 
balancing test shows that whether a probable cause hearing is required by due process is a close 
issue.   

A number of cases of the California courts of appeal and the Supreme Court address due process 
requirements of providing counsel and expert witnesses, furnished at the state’s expense, to 
indigent persons alleged to be sexually violent predators.137  Another slate of precedents address 
the due process requirements of analogous civil commitment programs, such as committing 
persons who are “mentally disordered” for treatment and confinement in a secured mental health 
facility.138  But in none of those cases is there any direct statement that the probable cause 

136 Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601, as amended by Proposition 83 (2006) [Director 
of Corrections refers a person for evaluation who may be a sexually violent predator; person is 
“screened by the Department of Corrections and the Board of Prison Terms,” the screening 
instrument to be “developed and updated by the State Department of Mental Health;” 
Department of Mental Health “shall evaluate the person in accordance with a standardized 
assessment protocol;” two practicing psychiatrists or psychologists must concur, or further 
evaluation must be ordered by independent professionals, who must also concur, or a petition 
cannot be filed; county’s designated counsel only files the petition “[i]f the county’s designated 
counsel concurs with the recommendation.”]. 
137 E.g., People v. Otto (2001) 26 Cal.4th 200, at p. 210 [outlining four part test of due process 
applicable to Sexually Violent Predators Act proceedings]; People v. Fraser (Cal. Ct. App. 6th 
Dist. 2006) 138 Cal.App.4th 1430, at pp. 1449-1451 [assuming, without deciding, that SVPs 
have a right to counsel pursuant to the four part test of Otto, supra, but holding that there is no 
right to self-representation]; People v. Dean, supra, 174 Cal.App.4th 186, at p. 204 [Based on 
balancing test concluding: “Here, even though an SVPA proceeding is a civil proceeding, due 
process requires the provision of a qualified expert for defendant.”];  
138 E.g., People v. McKee (2010) 47 Cal.4th 1172, at pp. 1188-1192 [SVP determination 
“functional equivalent” of not guilty by reason of insanity commitment, for due process 
purposes]; Vitek v. Jones (1980 445 U.S. 480, at pp. 494-495 [United States Supreme Court 
found a right to counsel for mentally disordered offenders, furnished by the state.] 
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hearing provided for under section 6602 is necessary to satisfy due process.139  Given the lack of 
precedent supporting a probable cause hearing as an essential feature of due process, and the fact 
that the activity is not part and parcel of either the federal mandate or the voter-enacted ballot 
measure or that the costs would most obviously not be “de minimis,” the Commission must 
conclude that provision of a probable cause hearing is not necessary to implement the civil 
commitment procedures outlined in Proposition 83. 

Based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that Activity 4, preparation and attendance by the 
county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing, is not 
necessary to implement Proposition 83, and remains reimbursable state-mandated cost. 

In addition to seeking reimbursement for the express requirements of activity 4, the County 
Counsel of San Diego argues that “[t]he same rationale should apply to the costs the county’s 
designated counsel and indigent defense counsel incur for retention of necessary experts, 
investigators, and professionals for preparation and appearance at the probable cause hearing.”  
The County Counsel argues that probable cause hearings require thorough preparation, “which 
includes in many cases the retention of experts, investigators and/or other professionals, 
necessary to provide individuals with an adequate defense.”  The County Counsel maintains that 
“[e]ven though these costs are not expressly identified as reimbursable costs in the original test 
claim decision, these costs have been and should continue to be reimbursed to claimants by the 
state.” 

However, as the County Counsel acknowledges, retention of experts or investigators was not an 
approved activity in the original test claim decision or parameters and guidelines.  Nor is the 
retention of experts an activity required by the plain language of the statutes.  The retention of 
experts or investigators is an issue for the parameters and guidelines, and will require further 
evidence and legal argument at that stage to show that those costs are “reasonably necessary” 
under section 17557 to comply with the mandate related to probable cause hearings.  If factual 
representations are made to support such a claim in written comments, they must be supported 
with documentary evidence included with the comments must and be signed under penalty of 
perjury by persons who are authorized and competent to do so and must be based upon the 
declarant's personal knowledge or information or belief.  Government Code section 17570(i) 
requires the Commission to amend existing parameters and guidelines if a new test claim 
decision is adopted.  Therefore the Commission declines to make findings at this stage regarding 
the retention of experts or investigators for probable cause hearings.  

b. Activity 5, preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel at trial, is necessary to implement Proposition 83. 

Penal Code section 6603, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapter 762 and 763, provides: 

A person subject to this article shall be entitled to a trial by jury, the assistance of 
counsel, the right to retain experts or professional persons to perform an 
examination on his or her behalf, and have access to all relevant medical and 

139 See Cooley v. Superior Court (2002) 29 Cal.4th 228, at p. 246 [discussing standards of proof 
for probable cause hearing under section 6602, but relying only on section 6602, and not federal 
or state due process jurisprudence]. 

168



psychological records and reports.  In the case of a person who is indigent, the 
court shall appoint counsel to assist him or her, and, upon the person’s request, 
assist the person in obtaining an expert or professional person to perform an 
examination or participate in the trial on the person’s behalf. 

In the test claim statement of decision, the Commission attributed activity 5, the preparation and 
attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel at trial, and activity 
7, the retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for trial, to 
section 6603, as amended by Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763.  However, there is precedent 
indicating that the provision of counsel and of an expert to assist a person alleged to be an SVP is 
required in order to satisfy due process. 

The involuntary civil commitment of a person determined to be a sexually violent predator, as 
defined, is not meaningfully distinct from involuntary detention for medical treatment, insofar as 
the liberty interests thereby imperiled.  The United States Supreme Court has held, in cases 
involving the involuntary detention for medical treatment, that due process requires the 
individual be given written notice; an opportunity to be heard before a neutral decision maker; 
the ability to review and challenge the evidence supporting the action; a written statement of 
reasons for the decision; the availability of legal counsel, furnished by the state if the individual 
is indigent; and timely notice of these rights.140  This finding applies equally to commitments 
under the SVPA; the indeterminate civil commitments provided for by Proposition 83 implicate 
significant due process protections including the right to counsel, furnished by the state if a 
person is indigent.141  Therefore, the provision of indigent defense counsel is required to satisfy 
federal due process requirements, as those requirements are triggered by the voter-enacted 
Proposition 83. 

Furthermore, Proposition 83 provides specifically that a “court or jury shall determine whether, 
beyond a reasonable doubt, the person is a sexually violent predator,”142 and requires the county 
to designate counsel to “assume responsibility for proceedings under this article.”143  Thus the 
county’s designated counsel is clearly expected to prepare for and attend the trial that is 
necessary to “determine whether, beyond a reasonable doubt, the person is a sexually violent 
predator.”  Although there is no apparent due process consideration met by requiring that the 
state’s representative prepare for and attend the trial, that requirement is “necessary to 
implement” other express provisions of Proposition 83. 

The County of Los Angeles argues that “Proposition 83 did not amend the trial provisions of the 
prior SVP Act.”  The County argues that the amendment made by Proposition 83 should be held 

140 Vitek v. Jones (1980) 445 U.S. 480, 494-495.  See also, People v. Hayes (Cal. Ct. App. 1st 
Dist. 2006) 137 Cal.App.4th 34, at pp. 42-44 [describing probable cause hearing as “mandatory,” 
but relying only on section 6602]. 
141 See People v. Fraser (Cal. Ct. App. 6th Dist. 2006) 138 Cal.App.4th 1430, at pp. 1449-1451 
[assuming, without deciding, that SVPs have a right to counsel pursuant to the four part test of 
Otto, supra, but holding that there is no right to self-representation]. 
142 Section 6604, as amended by Proposition 83 (2006). 
143 Section 6601(i), as amended by Propostion 83 (2006). 
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in isolation: the change from two year terms to a possible indeterminate term of commitment if a 
person is adjudged an SVP: “[a] trial is not necessary to implement the indeterminate provisions 
of Proposition 83.”144  This argument is without foundation.  The courts have clearly established 
that commitment under the SVPA implicates due process concerns, due to the serious 
deprivation of liberty; a trial, conducted with all the trappings of due process, and all reasonable 
protections owed to the person alleged to be a sexually violent predator, is clearly required to 
satisfy due process.  Moreover, section 6604, which requires that a “court or jury” determine 
beyond a reasonable doubt whether a person is a sexually violent predator, was amended by 
Proposition 83, and it is immaterial to the analysis under section 17556 how narrow that 
amendment may have been; the only consideration for purposes of activity 5 is whether a trial, 
and accordingly preparation and attendance of counsel, is expressly included in or necessary to 
implement Proposition 83. 

Based on the foregoing, Activity 5, preparation and attendance by the county’s designated 
counsel and indigent defense counsel at trial, is necessary to implement Proposition 83, and is 
not reimbursable. 

c. Activity 7, retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator, is 
necessary to implement Proposition 83. 

In People v. Dean, supra, the court of appeal articulated the appropriate constitutional 
protections, holding:  

Here, even though an SVPA proceeding is a civil proceeding, due process 
requires the provision of a qualified expert for defendant.  An SVP commitment 
directly affects a defendant's liberty interest.  The provision of an expert allows a 
defendant the opportunity to present his side of the story before the trier of fact, 
which in turn reduces the risk of an erroneous deprivation of defendant's liberty.  
(Emphasis added.)145 

The court thus held, pursuant to the balancing test borrowed from People v. Otto,146 that an 
expert witness, furnished by the state, is required to satisfy due process in conducting 
proceedings under the SVP program. 

As discussed above, the portion of Activity 7 that requires experts, investigators, and 
professionals for “subsequent hearings” is expressly included in section 6605, as amended by 
Proposition 83.  The remaining portion of the approved Activity 7 under consideration here is 
only the provision of experts or investigators for trial, which is not expressly provided for in any 
of the provisions amended and reenacted by Proposition 83, but which has been clearly held by 
the courts to be necessary to satisfy due process. 

The County of Los Angeles seizes upon this analysis to argue that due process requirements 
should remain reimbursable: 

144 Exhibit DD, County of Los Angeles Comments, at p. 3. 
145 People v. Dean, supra (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist. 2009) 174 Cal.App.4th 186. 
146 People v. Otto (2001) 26 Cal.4th 200, at p. 210. 

170



CSM staff argues that providing constitutional right to SVPs is a necessary 
component to the implementation of Prop. 83 and is thus not reimbursable.  
Department of Finance also insists that this activity, which pertains exclusively to 
trials and subsequent hearings (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602), is no longer 
reimbursable because Prop. 83 amended a code section (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 
6604) that changed commitment terms from renewable two year periods to 
indeterminate terms. 

The need for the County to provide constitutional protections was the basis of the 
Commission’s 1998 finding that State reimbursement was necessary and 
appropriate.  As noted by the Commission, “case law is clear that where there is a 
right to representation by counsel, necessary ancillary services, such as experts 
and investigative services, are within the scope of that right.” (Statement of 
Decision, at p. 11, Citing Mason v. State of Arizona (9th Cir. 1974) 504 F.2d 
1345; People v. Worthy (1980) 109 Cal.App.3d 514).  The Commission 
continued: “[L]ocal agencies would not be compelled to provide defense and 
ancillary services to indigent persons accused of being a sexually violent offender 
following completion of their prison term if the new program had not been 
created by the state.”  Therefore, this activity should be reimbursable.147 

However, what the County fails to acknowledge here is that the program triggering the due 
process requirements is now a voter-enacted program.  With respect to Activity 7 specifically, 
due process requires provision of an expert for the SVP trial, according to People v. Dean, supra, 
and conduct of the trial itself is a duty expressly included in the provisions approved by the 
voters in Proposition 83.  Specifically, section 6604 of the Welfare and Institutions Code was 
amended by the voters, and provides that a “court or jury shall determine whether, beyond a 
reasonable doubt, the person is a sexually violent predator.”  Therefore, a trial is implicated, and 
the courts have held that that trial necessarily includes the provision of experts in order to satisfy 
due process.148  All of this is now triggered by the voter-enacted program, which calls for a trial, 
and therefore Activity 7, as approved in the original test claim, is necessary to implement the 
ballot measure. 

In addition, the County of Los Angeles argues that Activity 7 is “necessary for performing 
Activity 4,” which the Commission found, as discussed above, remains reimbursable.  However, 
the plain language of section 17556 holds that the Commission “shall not find” costs mandated 
by the state if the duties imposed by the test claim statute are necessary to implement or 
expressly included in a ballot measure.  There is no reason to read into that language a limitation 
if the duties are also necessary to implement a statutory program, or, in other words, a 
Legislative mandate rather than a voter-enacted mandate.  Even if, as the County suggests, 
Activity 7 is an essential component of both Activity 4 and the trial required by section 6604, as 
amended by Proposition 83, the fact of that activity’s dual origin does not preserve 
reimbursement with respect to preparation for trial.  

147 Exhibit DD, County of Los Angeles Comment on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at 
pp. 2-3. 
148 People v. Dean, supra (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist. 2009) 174 Cal.App.4th 186. 
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Based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that Activity 7, retention of necessary experts, 
investigators, and professionals for preparation for trial regarding the condition of the sexually 
violent predator, is necessary to implement Proposition 83, and is not reimbursable. 

d. Activity 8, transportation and housing of each potential sexually violent predator 
at a secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or 
she is a sexually violent predator, is necessary to implement Proposition 83. 

The purpose and intent of Proposition 83 is to protect the public from dangerous felony offenders 
with mental disorders and to provide mental health treatment for their disorders.149  The efficient 
operation of the program requires therefore that persons must be held in custody while awaiting 
trial to determine whether long-term (or permanent) commitment is appropriate.  To release 
persons alleged to be dangerous and unable to control their violent sexual impulses would 
seriously blunt the effectiveness of the program.  Accordingly, a more recent addition to the 
chapter (over which the Commission does not have jurisdiction) provides that if a judge of the 
superior court determines that the petition supports a finding of probable cause, the judge “shall 
order that person be detained in a secure facility until a hearing can be completed pursuant to 
section 6602” (the probable cause hearing).  The same section also provides that the probable 
cause hearing “shall commence within 10 calendar days,” in respect of a person’s right to a 
speedy trial.150  And, because persons so situated generally have a right to be present at trial and 
other hearings,151 they must be transported to and from the courthouse.  Given the dual purpose 
of Proposition 83, to provide mental health treatment to SVPs, and to protect the public, there is 
ample reason to hold individuals awaiting trial, rather than releasing those individuals to parole. 

However, as discussed above, holding a probable cause hearing for each alleged SVP is a 
requirement mandated by the Legislature, and not necessary to implement Proposition 83.  
Therefore, while holding an individual pending trial is considered necessary to implement 
Proposition 83, and transportation to and from the court for trial is necessary as well, 
transportation to and from the court for a state-mandated probable cause hearing is not 
necessary to implement the ballot measure approved by the voters, and must remain a 
reimbursable state-mandated cost. 

Based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that Activity 8, the transportation and housing of 
each potential sexually violent predator at a secured facility while the individual awaits trial on 
the issue of whether he or she is a sexually violent predator, is necessary to implement 
Proposition 83, and is not reimbursable; but transportation to and from the courthouse for a 
probable cause hearing required by the statute remain reimbursable state-mandated costs. 

149 People v. McKee (2010) 47 Cal.4th 1172, at p. 1203. 
150 See Welfare and Institutions Code section 6601.5 (added, Stats. 1998, ch. 19 (SB 536); 
amended, Stats. 2000, ch. 41 (SB 451)). 
151 Section 6605, as amended by Proposition 83 [“the committed person shall have the right to be 
present at the [subsequent] hearing”]; California Constitution, article 1, section 15 [“defendant in 
a criminal case has the right to…be personally present with counsel”].  As discussed above, the 
Sexually Violent Predators Act provides for civil commitments, not criminal conviction, but the 
due process protections are nearly as strong under the balancing test. 

172



C. The Comments of Parties, Interested Parties, and Interested Persons have not 
Raised Adequate Grounds to Deny this Request. 

As discussed at length in the statement of decision on the first hearing, the original test claimant, 
the County of Los Angeles, joined by numerous other counties, public defenders’ offices, district 
attorneys’ offices, and county counsels’ offices, raised a number of arguments against approving 
this request for redetermination.  Most of the legal arguments raised are not applicable to 
mandates law, and several commenters misapplied or misconstrued the plain language of section 
17570.  The comments on this request are addressed below, but none provide adequate grounds 
to deny Finance’s request for redetermination. 

1. Changes to the Test Claim Statutes Enacted Before or After Voter Approval of the 
Subject Ballot Measure are Not Relevant to the Determination Whether Proposition 
83 is Modifies the State’s Liability as Determined in CSM-4509 

a. Statutory Changes Prior to the Ballot Measure (SB 1128) 
As discussed in the statement of decision for the first hearing,152 several commenters argue that 
most of the amendments to the Welfare and Institutions Code outlined by Proposition 83 were 
earlier enacted by SB 1128 (Statutes 2006, chapter 337), which was enacted September 20, 2006. 
The commenters maintain that Proposition 83 therefore does not constitute a “subsequent change 
in the law” in accordance with section 17570:   

S.B. 1128 contained many of the same or substantially similar amendments to the 
SVPA as did Proposition 83, for example, providing for indeterminate 
commitments and expansion of the list of qualifying offenses.  Therefore, 
Proposition 83 does not constitute a "subsequent change in the law" as 
contemplated by Government Code section 17570.153 

The LA County District Attorney’s Office’s comments are representative, stating that “[i]n 2006, 
the legislature passed Senate Bill 1128 (SB 1128), urgency legislation that went into effect on 
September 20, 2006…[l]ess than two months later, the electorate passed Prop 83, commonly 
known as "Jessica's Law"…[which] simply reaffirmed many of the changes already effectuated 
by SB 1128.”  And, the District Attorney of Orange County made similar comments, also 
representative of the recurring theme: “[t]he SVP reimbursement program should not have been 
affected by Prop 83 because the ballot measure made no substantive changes to the reimbursable 
component of the program.”154  In addition, CSAC continues to stress, in its comments on the 
draft staff analysis for the second hearing, that the mandated activities under the SVPA were 
unaffected by Proposition 83: 

Of the fourteen sections and subsections that formed the basis of the 
Commission’s 1998 Statement of Decision, Proposition 83 purported to amend 
only three, although even in these three cases the Legislature had already made 

152 Exhibit U, First Hearing Statement of Decision, at p. 18, and following. 
153 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p. 4.  See also, Exhibit G, CSAC Comments, at pp. 2-3; 
Exhibit AA, CSAC Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at p. 2. 
154 Exhibit Y, Orange County District Attorney Comments, at p. 1 [emphasis added]. 
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substantially the same changes in the months prior to the ballot measure’s passage 
(SB 1128).155 

Accordingly, the Public Defender for the County of San Bernardino argues in comments 
submitted on the draft staff analysis for the second hearing that because “Proposition 83 mirrored 
many of the same provisions as cited in SB 1128 and effectuated changes that were procedural 
rather than substantive, its enactment did not constitute a subsequent change in law, as required 
under Government Code [section] 17570.”156  

However, it is irrelevant to the analysis of Proposition 83 whether there were substantive 
changes to the law in effect immediately prior to its enactment, or whether Proposition 83 made 
any substantive changes at all to the SVP code sections.  The analysis of whether a subsequent 
change in law has occurred turns on whether, under 17556(f), there are now any costs mandated 
by the state, where a ballot measure expressly includes some of the same activities as the test 
claim statutes that were found to impose a reimbursable mandate in CSM-4509.  Or, to consider 
the issue in the alternative: do the test claim statutes, as pled (in the CSM-4509 test claim) 
impose duties that are necessary to implement or expressly included in a voter-enacted ballot 
measure?  Here, with respect to the code sections reenacted in Proposition 83, it must be said that 
the test claim statutes, as those statutes were pled in the earlier test claim decision, impose duties 
that are expressly included in a voter-enacted ballot measure.157  The text of the Welfare and 
Institutions Code immediately prior to the adoption of Proposition 83 is immaterial, as is the 
extent and degree of substantive amendments made by Proposition 83.  The only issue is whether 
the activities imposed by the test claim statutes, as pled, are expressly included in or necessary to 
implement Proposition 83.  Given that Proposition 83 amended and reenacted wholesale most of 
the code sections that gave rise to the mandated activities found in the CSM-4509 test claim 
(section 6601, requiring the county’s designated counsel to file a petition for commitment if he 
or she agrees with the recommendation of the Department of Mental Health; section 6604, 
requiring a court or jury to determine whether a person is a sexually violent predator; section 
6605, requiring annual reevaluation and possible subsequent hearing if recommended by the 
Department; and section 6608, providing for a subsequent hearing at the request of the person 
adjudged to be a sexually violent predator), it must be said that most of the activities activities 
approved in the test claim are expressly included in or necessary to implement the voter-enacted 
ballot measure. 

b. Statutory Changes After Approval of the Ballot Measure (2012 Legislative 
Reenactment) 

In a line of argument similar to that discussed above, CPDA asserts that the 2012 statutes 
superseded the ballot proposition, as follows: 

The enactment of A.B. 1488, A.B. 1470, and S.B. 760 in 2012 pertaining to the 
SVPA result in a cost mandated by the state as defined by Government Code 
section 17514. The entire text of the sections amended by legislation in 2012, 

155 Exhibit AA, CSAC Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at p. 2. 
156 Exhibit Z, San Bernardino County Public Defender Comments, at p. 1. 
157 See Government Code section 17556(f). 
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including the portions not amended, was reenacted by the Legislature pursuant to 
Article IV, section 9, of the California Constitution. The remainder of the SVPA 
sections that were not expressly included in the 2012 legislation are, nevertheless, 
necessary to implement the 2012 legislation under Government Code section 
17556, subdivision (f), and therefore are mandated by statute and thus 
reimbursable under California Constitution Article XIII B, section 6. Therefore, 
Proposition 83 is no longer the statutory authority supporting the SVPA; 
consequently the cost incurred by local agencies to comply with the 2012 
legislatively enacted SVPA is a cost mandated by the state.158  

The CPDA comments demonstrate a misunderstanding of the operation of section 17556.  There 
is no indication from the plain language, or from the broader statutory framework, that section 
17556 is meant to operate in this alternative respect; where a ballot measure removes a mandate 
from the reimbursement requirement, a subsequent statute on the same program can only be 
subject to the reimbursement requirement if it imposes duties beyond those which are expressly 
included in or necessary to implement the ballot measure.  An enactment of the voters may 
trigger the exclusionary provisions of section 17556(f), but subsequent amendment and 
reenactment by the Legislature does not defeat the application of section 17556(f) in the same 
manner.  The analysis turns on only whether the test claim statute imposes duties expressly 
included in or necessary to implement the ballot measure.  If so, those duties are not 
reimbursable, irrespective of any subsequent reenactment.     

2. Equitable Defenses Raised are not Applicable to this Request for Redetermination  

a. Misrepresentation, Unclean Hands, Equitable Estoppel 
Several comments have raised equitable defenses against Finance’s request, suggesting that 
because Finance’s analysis of Proposition 83 leading up to the election on the measure gave no 
indication that mandate reimbursement would be in peril, Finance’s request for a new decision 
on the SVP mandate should be rejected. 

CPDA argues that “misrepresentation, unclean hands, and estoppel bar the DOF’s 
redetermination request.”  CPDA cites “a letter dated September 2, 2005, addressed to the 
honorable Bill Lockyer, California Attorney General, issued pursuant to Elections Code section 
9005, authored by Elizabeth G. Hill, Director of the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) and Tom 
Campbell, Director of the DOF,” in which it is stated that Proposition 83 would have no effect 
on state reimbursement.”  CPDA argues that “[g]iven the DOF's stated position that the passage 
of Proposition 83 would not affect state reimbursement to counties, the DOF has "unclean 
hands" and should be estopped from currently asserting the Sexually Violent Predator mandate 
(CSM-4509) is no longer a cost mandated by the state.”  CPDA concludes that the voters were 
misled by the ballot pamphlet, prepared in reliance on the letter cited.159 

The LA County DA argues, for its part, that “the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO), in 
association with the Department of Finance, sent California Attorney General Bill Lockyer a 
fiscal analysis of the initiative eventually known as Prop 83,” in which the LAO stated that there 

158 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at p.2. 
159 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at pp. 3-4. 
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would be no impact on state reimbursement.  The LA County DA argues that “[a]s the electorate 
is presumed to have relied upon the state's broadly publicized assurances regarding the state's 
assumption of the fiscal costs associated with Prop 83 were it to pass, the state is foreclosed from 
using Prop 83 as the basis of its invocation of Section 17570 and request for a new test claim 
decision.”160 

The defenses of unclean hands and misrepresentation are not neatly applied in this case.  Unclean 
hands doctrine in this context assumes that the alleged “misrepresentation” induced the electorate 
to adopt Proposition 83, which is now alleged to impose harm upon the claimants, or to have 
conferred a benefit upon Finance.  There is, obviously, no evidence as to what voters might have 
chosen had they been given different information with respect to mandate reimbursement in the 
voter information pamphlet.  More importantly, there is no evidence that local government 
officials would have had any impact on the outcome, had they not “been lulled into a false sense 
of security.”161 

CPDA’s argument also assumes that Finance, as the requesting party, should be barred from 
“relief.”  But unclean hands, as an equitable doctrine, should not be applied where another 
injustice would result; moreover, “[i]t is well settled that public policy may favor the 
nonapplication of the doctrine as well as its application.”162  Here, the denial of Finance’s 
request on the basis of unclean hands could result in the imposition of a subvention requirement, 
even if no state-mandated program exists.  Article XIII B, section 6 requires reimbursement for 
state-mandated new programs or higher levels of service that impose costs mandated by the 
state, as defined.  To deny “relief” to DOF on the basis of an unclean hands defense would be to 
ignore article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution and the implementing statutes of 
the Government Code.   

Additionally, what all of the above comments fail to acknowledge is that in 2006 the conclusion 
that Proposition 83 would have no fiscal effect on local government was correct, and was not a 
misrepresentation of the facts as they existed at that time.  When Proposition 83 was enacted, 
there was no process for redetermining a test claim; thus there would have been no effect on 
mandate reimbursement.  Only after the mandate redetermination process embodied in section 
17570 was added to the code in 2010 was there any possibility of utilizing Proposition 83 to 
change a prior mandate finding.163  Therefore, any representation that might be alleged to have 
misled the voters was provided in good faith, and cannot now support a defense of ‘unclean 
hands.’ 

In comments filed in response to the draft staff analysis in the first hearing, CPDA strenuously 
disputes this point, arguing that the draft “erroneously rejects the equitable defense of unclean 
hands,” and that the draft “incorrectly states” that when Proposition 83 was adopted, no 

160 Exhibit L, LA County DA Comments, at pp. 8-10.  See also, Exhibit F, CDAA Comments, at 
p. 4  
161 Exhibit H, CPDA Comments, at pp. 3-4. 
162 Health Maintenance Network v. Blue Cross of Southern California (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 
1988) 202 Cal.App.3d 1043, at p. 1061. 
163 Statutes 2010, chapter 719 (SB 856). 
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mechanism or process for redetermination existed.”  CPDA argues that “[d]uring the relevant 
periods surrounding the passage of Proposition 83 (2005 through 2006), [former] Government 
Code sections 17570 and 17556, subdivision (f), expressly provided for the redetermination of 
test claims.”164  CPDA cites to former Government Code section 17570, as that section appeared 
in 1986, which provided: 

On November 30 of each year the Legislative Analyst shall submit a report to the 
Legislature regarding each unfunded statutory or regulatory mandate for which 
claims have been approved by the Legislature pursuant to a claims bill during the 
preceding fiscal year. The Legislative Analyst shall review each such statute or 
regulation in light of its estimated future costs recoverable through the claims 
process and recommend, in each case, whether the Legislature should reconsider 
its original enactment of that statute or the state agency should reconsider its 
adoption of the regulation to repeal, modify, or make permissive its provisions. 
The Legislative Analyst shall submit the report to the Joint Legislative Budget 
Committee, the chairs of the fiscal committees, and the chairs of the policy 
committees in each house which have jurisdiction over the subject matter of these 
statutes or regulations.165  

CPDA’s argument presumes that former section 17570 might be read to provide for a process of 
reconsideration or redetermination of a prior test claim decision; but nothing in the language of 
former section 17570 provides authority for the Commission to reconsider a test claim.  Former 
section 17570 only required the Legislative Analyst’s Office to provide recommendations to the 
Legislature regarding possible amendments to the underlying test claim statutes or regulations.  It 
did not provide authority for the Commission to reconsider a prior final test claim decision based 
on a subsequent change in the law. 

Additionally, CPDA argues that the “regardless of…before or after” language of section 17556, 
as amended by AB 138 in 2005, evidences inherent authority for the Commission to reconsider a 
test claim.  CPDA argues that “[p]ursuant to Legislative directive [sic] contained in A.B. 138 the 
CSM redetermined and set aside the ‘Open Meetings Act’ and ‘Brown Reform Act’ test claims 
in September, 2005.”166  CPDA also cites the reconsideration of “School Accountability Report 
Cards” in 2005,167 and concludes: 

When Proposition 83 took effect on November 8, 2006, the CSM had completed 
reconsideration of the foregoing three test claim redeterminations. The assertion 
that there was "no process or mechanism by which to redetermine a test claim" 
during the time period of 2005 through 2006 is disingenuous. Although the court 

164 Exhibit S, CPDA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, at p. 2 [emphasis added]. 
165 Statutes 1986, chapter 879, section 13 [emphasis added]. 
166 Exhibit S, CPDA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, at p. 2.  See also, Statutes 2005, chapter 
72 (AB 138) section 17 [directing the Commission to set aside and reconsider Open Meeting Act 
(CSM-4257) , and Brown Act Reform (CSM-4469)]. 
167 See Statutes 2004, chapter 895 (AB 2855) section 18 [directing the Commission to reconsider 
School Accountability Report Cards (97-TC-21)]. 
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in California School Boards reversed these redeterminations, the ruling was not 
handed down until March 9, 2009, nearly three years after the passage of 
Proposition 83. Therefore, the Draft Staff Analysis erroneously and inaccurately 
portrayed the state of the law vis-a-vis redetermination of test claims during the 
relevant period of 2005 through 2006 surrounding the passage of Proposition 
83.168  

CPDA implies that the fact of these other test claims being reconsidered shows that a process or 
mechanism existed when Proposition 83 was adopted and, thus, statements that Proposition 83 
would have no fiscal effect on local government was either in error or constituted an intentional 
misrepresentation.  

CPDA’s conclusion falters, however, because in the case of each of the mandates that CPDA 
cites, the Legislature directed the Commission (i.e., expressly required the Commission) to 
reconsider those specific test claims by statute.169  AB 138 amended section 17556 to include the 
“before or after” language regarding a test claim statute implementing a ballot measure mandate, 
as discussed above, and also directed the Commission to reconsider three mandates decisions, in 
light of the amended Government Code provisions.170  Absent such action by the Legislature, the 
Commission did not have authority to reconsider a prior decision.  However, as CPDA points 
out, the court of appeal eventually rejected the actions of the Commission, on the ground that the 
Legislature’s directive to the Commission to reconsider these prior claims was not consistent 
with separation of powers principles.171 

As discussed at length above, section 17556 is not self executing; it requires some process or 
mechanism by which the test claim can come before the Commission.  In the case of a ballot 
measure adopted after the test claim decision addressing a particular program, the proper 
mechanism is the mandate redetermination process provided in section 17570.   It is well-settled 
that administrative agencies, such as the Commission, are entities of limited jurisdiction.  
Administrative agencies have only the powers that have been conferred on them, expressly or by 
implication, by statute or constitution.  An administrative agency may not substitute its judgment 
for that of the Legislature.  When an administrative agency acts in excess of the powers 
conferred upon it by statute or constitution, its action is void.172  The Government Code gives the 
Commission jurisdiction only over those statutes or executive orders pled by an eligible claimant 
in a test claim and grants the Commission a single opportunity to make a final decision on the 
test claim.  Government Code section 17559 grants the Commission statutory authority to 
reconsider prior final decisions, if a request to reconsider is made within 30 days after the 

168 Exhibit S, CPDA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, at p. 3. 
169 See Statutes 2005, chapter 72 (AB 138) section 17; Statutes 2004, chapter 895 (AB 2855) 
section 18. 
170 Statutes 2005, chapter 72 (AB 138) section 17 [directing the Commission to reconsider 
Mandate Reimbursement Process (CSM-4202)]. 
171 California School Boards Association v. State of California (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 2009) 171 
Cal.App.4th 1183. 
172 Ferdig v. State Personnel Board (1969) 71 Cal.2d 96, 103-104. 
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Statement of Decision is issued based on an error of law, but no other section, until the addition 
of section 17570 in 2010, provided standing authority and a process to redetermine a prior final 
Commission decision.   

The Alameda County District Attorney’s Office argues that “[t]he Department of Finance request 
for a new test claim, filed some six and one-half years after the passage of Proposition 83, is 
untimely and should be rejected on common law principles of laches and estoppel.”173  The 
doctrine of estoppel is misplaced in this case.  The essence of an estoppel, “if it is applicable at 
all in these circumstances, is that the party to be estopped has by false language or conduct led 
another to do that which he would not otherwise have done and as a result thereof that he has 
suffered injury.”174  Estoppel is applied “where the conduct of one side has induced the other to 
take such a position that it would be injured if the first should be permitted to repudiate its 
acts.”175  Estoppel generally binds “not only the immediate parties but also those in privity with 
them;” and as applicable here, agents of the same government are held to be in privity with one 
another.176  And, estoppel is available against the government, but “estoppel will not be applied 
against the government if the result would be to nullify a strong rule of policy adopted for the 
benefit of the public or to contravene directly any statutory or constitutional limitations.”177 

As discussed above, whatever representations were made regarding the effect on mandate 
reimbursement prior to the adoption of Proposition 83, and however local governments might 
have detrimentally relied on those representations, they were true when made, and only later did 
the circumstances allow for mandate reimbursement to be modified.  Moreover, to apply 
estoppel against DOF in this case would “contravene directly” the statutory and constitutional 
limitations on reimbursement, and would effectively “nullify” the mandate redetermination 
process created in the Government Code.178  Furthermore, the premise that counties have 
detrimentally relied upon reimbursement is tenuous at best.  Even if this redetermination results 
in discontinuance of mandate reimbursement, the activities required under the test claim statutes 
will continue to be required.  There cannot be detrimental reliance unless a party alters its 
behavior; here, the existence of the required activities, and the counties’ acquiescence, does not 
turn on whether those activities are reimbursed. 

173 Exhibit P, Alameda County DA Comments, at p. 5. 
174 In re Lisa R. (1975) 13 Cal.3d 636, at p. 645. 
175 Nicolopulos v. Superior Court (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 2003) 106 Cal.App.4th 304, at p. 311 
[citing Brookview Condominium Owners’ Ass’n v. Heltzer Enterprises-Brookview (Cal. Ct. App. 
4th Dist. 1990) 218 Cal.App.3d 502, at p. 512. 
176 Hartway v. State Board of Control, (Cal. Ct. App. 1st Dist. 1976) 69 Cal.App.3d 502  See 
also Carmel Valley Fire Protection Dist. v.  State of California (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 1987) 190 
Cal.App.3d 521, at p. 535 [citing Lerner v. Los Angeles City Board of Education (1963) 59 
Cal.2d 382, at p. 398]. 
177 Transamerica Occidental Life Insurance Co. v. State Board of Equalization (Cal. Ct. App. 2d 
Dist. 1991) 232 Cal.App.3d 1048, at p. 1054 [internal citations omitted]. 
178 Ibid. 
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Accordingly, the arguments alleging misrepresentation, unclean hands, and equitable estoppel do 
not apply in this case. 

b. Laches, or Unreasonable Delay of Cause of Action 
The Alameda County District Attorney’s Office and LA County also argue that DOF was not 
required to delay this request for reconsideration “nearly six and a half years after the passage of 
Proposition 83.”  During this time, counties relied on mandate reimbursement from the state to 
perform the required duties.  As a result, the counties argue that the DOF’s request is untimely 
and that under the equitable doctrine of laches, the claim should be denied. 

As raised by the Alameda County DA, the defense of laches is based on an assertion that the 
plaintiff unreasonably delayed bringing an action, and that the defendant has been prejudiced by 
the delay, such that granting relief would be inequitable.  The Alameda County DA asserts that a 
delay of more than six years after the passage of Proposition 83 is unreasonable.  But as 
discussed above, the mandate redetermination process was only added to the Government Code 
in 2010.179  Prior to that, even if Proposition 83 were known to have undermined the 1998 
mandate finding regarding the SVP program, there was no mechanism in place to bring the issue 
before the Commission.  Therefore, any delay that might be attributed to DOF cannot be said to 
begin until such mechanism was provided, in Government Code section 17570, as added by 
Statutes 2010, chapter 719 (SB 856).   

In comments filed in response to the draft staff analysis, LA County disputes this conclusion.  
LA County argues that a mechanism or process was put in place by Statutes 2008, chapter 751, 
section 75 (AB 1389), which directed the Commission to reconsider the Sexually Violent 
Predators test claim (CSM-4509).  However, the 2008 statute that County of LA cites clearly and 
unambiguously directed the Commission to wait until the CSBA decision was finalized: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the Commission on State Mandates, 
upon final resolution of any pending litigation challenging the constitutionality of 
subdivision (f) of Section 17556 of the Government Code, shall reconsider its test 
claim statement of decision in CSM-4509 on the Sexually Violent Predator 
Program to determine whether Chapters 762 and 763 of the Statutes of 1995 and 
Chapter 4 of the Statutes of 1996 constitute a reimbursable mandate under Section 
6 of Article XIIIB of the California Constitution in light of ballot measures 
approved by the state’s voters, federal and state statutes enacted, and federal and 
state court decisions rendered since these statutes were enacted.180  

This statute was enacted as an urgency statute on September 30, 2008.  The CSBA decision was 
handed down March 9, 2009, and addressed both the constitutionality of section 17556(f), and 
the statutes that directed the Commission to reconsider the prior test claim decisions in Open 
Meetings Act, Brown Act Reform and School Accountability Report Cards.  Because the statute 
cited above directed the Commission to reconsider the SVP mandate only after final resolution of 
the CSBA matter, which ultimately declared that the Legislature’s attempt to force a 
reconsideration of a final decision of the Commission, on a case by case basis, violates 

179 Government Code section 17570 (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
180 Statutes 2008, chapter 751 (AB 1389) section 75 [emphasis added]. 
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separation of powers principles,181 no “mechanism and process”182 to reconsider this particular 
test claim existed at any time prior to the enactment of section 17570 in Statutes 2010, chapter 
719 (SB 856).183 

LA County also points out that the current statute providing a process for redetermination was 
enacted, in response to CSBA, in Statutes 2010, chapter 719 (SB 856).  The County implies, but 
does not clearly state, that failing to take advantage of that process until January of 2013 
constitutes an unreasonable delay.184    A new test claim must be filed by June 30 of the fiscal 
year following the year in which the test claim statute at issue became effective, or the year in 
which the claimant first incurred costs under the statute.  But section 17570 only requires that a 
redetermination request be filed “on or before June 30 following a fiscal year in order to 
establish eligibility for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement for that fiscal year.”185  It does 
not contain a statute of limitations.   

Moreover, laches requires, in addition to an unreasonable delay in bringing an action, either 
acquiescence or prejudice to the other party resulting from the delay.  Here, it is difficult to 
identify any prejudice that results from DOF’s delay.  As discussed, DOF would have had no 
right or ability to bring this matter before 2010.  And from the effective date of section 17570 to 
the time of filing this request, in the intervening two years and three months, the claimants have 
continued to receive reimbursement.  The statute provides that if DOF prevails, reimbursement 
will be ended beginning in the 2011-2012 fiscal year, based on the filing date of this 
redetermination request.186  Had DOF filed this request two years earlier, the potential 
reimbursement period affected would have begun in the 2009-2010 fiscal year.  Therefore, 
eligible claimants for the CSM-4509 mandate have not been harmed by DOF’s delay in filing 
this request for redetermination, and may have, in fact, benefited from it. 

c. Equitable defenses are not applicable to mandates law 
Ultimately, the proffered equitable arguments of misrepresentation, unclean hands, equitable 
estoppel, laches, and unreasonable delay, are inapplicable to this case.  The Commission is 
vested, pursuant to the Government Code, with sole and exclusive jurisdiction to determine 
mandates claims.  Whether a statute requires reimbursement is a question of law, to be decided 
by the Commission, or the courts on review, and “legislative disclaimers, findings, and budget 
control language are not determinative.”187  Thus the question of reimbursement must be 

181 CSBA v. State of California (2009), 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, p.p. 1202-1203.  
182 Exhibit T, County of LA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, at p. 2. 
183 Government Code section 17570 (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
184 Exhibit T, County of LA Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, at p. 2. 
185 Government Code section 17570(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
186 Section 17570(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)) [“A request for adoption of a new test claim 
decision shall be filed on or before June 30 following a fiscal year in order to establish eligibility 
for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement for that fiscal year.”]  
187 County of Los Angeles v. Commission on State Mandates, (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 2003) 110 
Cal.App.4th 1176, 1186; 1194.  See also, Government Code section 17552, which states that 
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evaluated by the Commission, exclusively, pursuant to article XIII B, section 6 of the California 
Constitution, on the basis of the statutes and case law that guide Commission decisions 
generally, and legislative declarations are irrelevant to the Commission’s determination of 
whether a state mandate exists.188  The Commission, as a quasi-judicial body, has the sole and 
exclusive authority to adjudicate whether a state-mandate exists.189 

As has been said by the courts of appeal, “[i]n making its decisions, the Commission cannot 
apply article XIII B as an equitable remedy to cure the perceived unfairness resulting from 
political decisions on funding priorities.”190  The purpose of the mandates process is to enforce 
the Constitution, by way of its implementing statutes, including Government Code section 
17556.  If a local government is not entitled to reimbursement pursuant to the operation of the 
statutes and the Constitution, public policy cannot support application of equitable defenses or 
remedies. 

3. Retroactivity of Proposition 83 
In People v. Litmon,191 the court reversed an order imposing an indeterminate term of 
commitment retroactive to the date appellant was first committed as an SVP under the pre-
Proposition 83 SVPA.  Addressing the retroactivity issue, the court held that “Proposition 83's 
declaration of intent does not explicitly make indeterminate terms retroactive and is equally 
consistent with the intent to impose indeterminate terms of commitment in future commitment 
proceedings.”192  The court concluded that “the most reasonable interpretation … is that an 
indeterminate term of commitment may be ordered only following a trial in which a person is 
determined to be an SVP and that term commences on the date upon which the court issues its 
order pursuant to this current version of section 6604.”193 

LA County argues in its comments on the draft staff analysis for the second hearing that 
Proposition 83’s amendments to the SVP program should be applied prospectively only, as 
follows: 

Under the SVP law, individuals were subject to a 2-year commitment.  When 
SB1128 and Prop. 83 passed, the recommitment provisions of Welf. & and [sic] 
Inst. Code § 6604 were deleted.  Currently, under Prop. 83, there is no provision 
to recommit someone after the 2-year term. Thus recommitments are not 

“This chapter shall provide the sole and exclusive procedure by which a local agency or school 
district may claim reimbursement for costs mandated by the state as required by Section 6 of 
Article XIII B of the California Constitution.” 
188 CSBA v. State of California (2009), 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, p. 1203; see also, County of Los 
Angeles v. Commission on State Mandates, supra., p.  1194. 
189 Id. 
190 City of San Jose v. State of California (1996) 45 Cal.App.4th 1802. 
191 (Cal. Ct. App. 6th Dist. 2008) 162 Cal.App.4th 383. 
192 Id., at p. 410. 
193 Id., at p. 412. 
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mandated by Prop. 83.  Recommitments would thus be mandated under the SVP 
Law. SVP should not be applied to the pre Prop. 83 offenders until they leave the 
program.   

Retroactive application of Prop. 83 (a violation of Ex Post facto Law) [sic] to pre 
Prop. 83 SVP's would be unconstitutional. In adopting new Parameters and 
Guidelines for Chapter 641, Statutes of 1995, CSM stated:  

Chapter 641/95, eliminated diversion as a domestic violence sentencing for those 
arrested on or after January 1, 1996, under prior law, (Chapter 221/93, and 
Chapter 1158/80) was not terminated by chapter 641/95 and continues until the 
period of diversion has been completed. Such completion and resultant closeout 
costs, for the period January 1, 1996 through June 30, may be claimed as 
provided. CSM-4447A. Page 1  

To eliminate the right of the pre Prop. 83 SVP's from the pre Prop. 83 (2006) 
applicable laws would be nullifying the sentencing judges' orders. Our 
interpretation of statutes declares all laws are to commence in the future and 
operate prospectively.  Therefore, reimbursement should continue on all pre Prop. 
83 SVP's in accordance with the SVP Law until jurisdiction is terminated.194 

LA County raises several distinct issues in these few sentences:  first, the concept of “Ex Post 
Facto Law” is raised, but ex post facto is not a singular law to be violated; it is a proscription 
found in Article I, section 10 of the United States Constitution against the states passing laws 
that have an effect of retroactively altering the consequences of a criminal act or omission.195  
The United States Supreme Court has held that the prohibition against the enactment of ex post 
facto laws applies only in the realm of crimes and criminal sanctions.196  In the case of SVP 
commitment, the California Supreme Court has held that “the commitment authorized by the Act 
is not excessive and is designed to last only as long as that person meets the definition of an 
SVP,” and that therefore the SVPA is “essentially nonpunitive.”197  Therefore, because the 
SVPA is a civil commitment, not a criminal punishment, and is held not to be punitive, the 
proscription of ex post facto laws in Article I, section 10 is not applicable. 

With respect to retroactivity generally, the courts have held that an indeterminate commitment 
may not be made retroactive to an individual’s initial commitment, but that any pending or new 
petitions for commitment or recommitment may be treated as petitions for indeterminate 
commitment.   

194 Exhibit DD, County of LA Comments, at p. 4 [emphasis in original]. 
195 Article I, section 9 prohibits Congress from doing the same. 
196 Calder v. Bull (1798) 3 U.S. 386 [Ex post facto laws, prohibited by the Constitution, are “only 
those that create, or aggravate, the crime; or encrease [sic] the punishment, or change the rules of 
evidence, for the purpose of conviction.” Emphasis added.] 
197 People v. McKee (2010) 47 Cal.4th at pp. 1193; 1195 [internal citation omitted]. 
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In People v. Litmon,198 the individual at the center of the case had been committed as an SVP on 
May 2, 2000, and recommitted effective May 2, 2002, but when the trial court ordered an 
additional recommitment on March 15, 2007, it determined that the recommitment under 
Proposition 83 should be retroactive to the initial date of commitment.  The appellate court 
concluded that amended sections 6604 and 6604.1 “did not authorize an order imposing an 
indeterminate term of commitment retroactive to the date upon which appellant was first 
committed as an SVP under predecessor law.”199 

However, in Borquez v. Superior Court200the appellate court found “application of a law is 
retroactive only if it attaches new legal consequences to, or increases a party’s liability for, an 
event, transaction, or conduct that was completed before the law’s effective date.”  The court 
continued:  “Thus, the critical question for determining retroactivity usually is whether the last 
act or event necessary to trigger application of the statute occurred before or after the statute’s 
effective date.”  For purposes of determining whether a person is an SVP, “the last event 
necessary is the person’s mental state at the time of the commitment.”  (Emphasis added.) 
Therefore, “[b]ecause a proceeding to extend commitment under the SVPA focuses on the 
person’s current mental state, applying the indeterminate term of commitment of Proposition 83 
does not attach new legal consequences to conduct that was completed before the effective date 
of the law.”201 

Then, in People v. Taylor202 the court of appeal held that because a petition to extend 
commitment “requires a new determination of the individual’s status as a SVP, [section 6604, as 
amended by Proposition 83] it may be applied prospectively to all pending and future 
commitment proceedings.”  At the same time, the court concluded that an automatic retroactive 
conversion of the defendants commitments from renewable two year terms to indeterminate 
commitment terms without a hearing “was erroneous, and that the proper procedure is to impose 
the indeterminate term in conjunction with the initiation of proceedings to extent a SVP 
commitment.”203 

Based on the foregoing case law, the Commission finds that the indeterminate commitment 
provisions of section 6604, as amended by Proposition 83, may be applied to all pending and 
future commitment or recommitment petitions without violating the prohibition against ex post 
facto laws in the United States Constitution, or the due process rights of individuals determined 
to be SVPs, and without violating principles of retroactivity generally. 

Finally, there is no evidence that “sentencing orders” are affected by the application of 
Proposition 83 in any way.  The result of a commitment petition under SVPA is not a “sentence,” 
in the criminal sense, and the “order” that an individual be committed, at least prior to 

198 People v. Litmon (Cal. Ct. App. 6th Dist. 2008) 162 Cal.App.4th 383. 
199 Id, at p. 412. 
200 Borquez v. Superior Court (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 2007) 156 Cal.App.4th 1275. 
201 Id, at pp. 1288-1289. 
202 People v. Taylor (Cal. Ct. App. 4th Dist. 2009) 174 Cal.App.4th 920. 
203 Id, at pp. 932-933. 
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Proposition 83, was designed to expire in two years.  The courts have held that each 
recommitment petition is a new cause of action, and requires the People to meet their burden of 
proving a person is an SVP, independent of any prior findings.204  Accordingly, any new petition 
for a commitment order under Proposition 83 must be considered in isolation from any earlier 
commitment order issued under prior law, and the courts have held that pending or new petitions 
for commitment may be treated as petitions for indeterminate commitment.205  

However, at the September 27, 2013 hearing, the county raised an issue regarding a stipulation 
entered into by the District Attorney, the Public Defender, and the Presiding Judge of the 
Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles, which had been held enforceable by the 
California Supreme Court in People v. Castillo (2010) 49 Cal.4th 145.  The County alleged that 
because the stipulation, and the order of the court upholding the stipulation, required the County 
to apply the provisions of the pre-Proposition 83 SVPA to all individuals subject to SVP 
petitions prior to the date the amendments were enacted, the activities performed in accordance 
with the test claim statutes should remain reimbursable.  Based on the following analysis, the 
Commission finds that (1) the California Supreme Court’s finding does not bind the Commission 
to deny the request for redetermination, or to limit the applicability of its findings; and (2) this 
decision is effective on July 1, 2011, pursuant to Government Code section 17570 and, thus 
reimbursement for six of the eight activities are no longer reimbursable effective  
July 1, 2011. 

SB 1128 (Stats. 2006, ch. 337), was enacted as an urgency statute on September 20, 2006, 
several weeks prior to the November 7, 2006 general election in which Proposition 83 would be 
adopted, and made most, if not all, of the same substantive changes.206  SB 1128 and Proposition 
83 both enacted reforms to the SVPA to bring the state’s program in line with other states, 
including changing two year commitments to indeterminate commitments, thus eliminating the 
need for re-commitment procedures.  But neither addressed how the new law applied to persons 
who were currently being held on a two year commitment, and would have to be re-committed, 
or persons subject to pending petitions for initial two year commitments or re-commitments. 207  
Due to the absence of any language regarding retroactive application of the law to pending 
petitions, or any reference to recommitment under the new indeterminate-commitment regime, 
the Attorney General of California issued a memorandum to district attorneys’ offices, stating 
that “[i]n our opinion, the indeterminate term language applies to any verdict or court finding 
rendered after September 20, 2006.”  This memorandum was dated September 26, 2006.208   

On October 11, 2006 the District Attorney, the Public Defender, and the Presiding Judge of the 
Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles entered into a stipulation, which stated that “[d]ue 

204 See. Borquez, supra, at pp. 1288-1289; Taylor, supra, at p. 932.  
205 Ibid. 
206 See, e.g., Exhibit G, CSAC Comments on Request for Redetermination; Exhibit H, CPDA 
Comments on Request for Redetermination; Exhibit K, Sacramento County DA Comments on 
Request for Redetermination. 
207 Exhibit X, People v. Castillo (2010) 49 Cal.4th 145, at pp. 148-150. 
208 Id, at p. 153, Fn 7 [emphasis added]. 
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to uncertainty in the retroactive application of this change, it is the intention of the Los Angeles 
County District Attorney's Office to apply the current two year commitment period to all 
currently pending initial commitment petitions…”  The stipulation stated that the District 
Attorney’s Office “will apply the two year commitment period to pending initial petitions for 24 
months [after the effective date of SB 1128],” and that “[c]ases which are pending for initial 
commitment or are evaluated for recommitment prior to the effective date of the legislation 
and/or initiative will be evaluated based upon criteria currently present in the SVP statutes.”209   

The California Supreme Court considered this stipulation in People v. Castillo.210  Castillo had 
been determined to be an SVP, and ordered committed on August 10, 2007 “for three 
consecutive two-year periods – one for each of the three consolidated [petitions]” that had been 
pending at the time SB 1128 and Proposition 83 were enacted.211  Castillo appealed the 
commitment order, and on appeal the People were represented by the Attorney General, who 
“sought to contravene the contentions raised in Castillo’s brief,” but also “argued that the court’s 
order, committing Castillo to a series of two year terms ending October 2007 (consistently with 
the stipulation signed by the parties and the superior court), was invalid because it was in 
derogation of the indeterminate commitment term specified by [SB 1128] and Proposition 
83.”212  The court of appeal sided with the Attorney General and modified the commitment order 
to reflect an indeterminate commitment.213  The California Supreme Court thereafter granted 
review, at the urging of the Public Defender and the District Attorney of the County of Los 
Angeles, both of whom filed amicus curiae briefs supporting Castillo’s position that the 
stipulation should be enforced.214 

The court found that “[a]s alluded to in the stipulation itself…and, indeed, continuing until at 
least early 2008 – there existed substantial legal uncertainty concerning the status of, and 
procedures to be employed in, proceedings (such as the one here at issue) to extend the 
commitment of a person already adjudged to be an SVP.”215  Citing People v. Shields,216 
Borquez v. Superior Court,217 People v. Carroll,218 People v. Whaley,219 and People v. Taylor,220 
the court explained: 

209 Id, at pp. 150-152 [emphasis added]. 
210 Exhibit X, People v. Castillo (2010) 49 Cal.4th 145. 
211 Id, at p. 153. 
212 Id, at pp. 153-154 [emphasis added]. 
213 Id, at p. 154. 
214 Ibid. 
215 Id, at p. 159 
216 (2007) 155 Cal.App.4th 559. 
217 (2007) 156 Cal.App.4th 1275. 
218 (2007) 158 Cal.App.4th 503. 
219 (2008) 160 Cal.App.4th 779. 
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Eventually, of course, appellate decisions, construing over the course of the years 
the 2006 amendments, have resolved these problems and uncertainties.  But at the 
time the stipulation was negotiated and signed in 2006…no one could predict with 
any degree of certainty how the amendments would be construed as applied to 
persons in Castillo’s circumstances.  It was simply uncertain, and unknowable, 
how courts eventually would resolve these and related questions.221 

And, “in addition to the legal uncertainties created by the 2006 amendments to the SVPA, at the 
same time there existed a reasonable possibility that Castillo and others who were being 
represented by the Public Defender, and who were subject to pending SVP trials, might succeed 
in having their petitions dismissed – hence releasing these individuals from the strictures of the 
SVPA – based upon the state’s failure to bring the matters to trial in a reasonably timely 
fashion.”222  “Furthermore,” the court stated, “unlike the more typical cases involving 
stipulations, in this case the trial court did not merely accept and enforce a stipulation agreed to 
by the parties; the court actually signed the stipulation as a participant in the agreement.”  
Therefore, the California Supreme Court in People v. Castillo concluded that the stipulation 
entered into by the District Attorney of the County of Los Angeles, the Public Defender for the 
County of Los Angeles, and the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court for the County of Los 
Angeles should be enforceable by its terms.  The Supreme Court therefore reinstated the two-
year commitment order of the trial court. 

As discussed above, in Borquez v. Superior Court223 the appellate court found that “the critical 
question for determining retroactivity usually is whether the last act or event necessary to trigger 
application of the statute occurred before or after the statute’s effective date.”  For purposes of 
determining whether a person is an SVP, “the last event necessary is the person’s mental state at 
the time of the commitment.”224  The California Supreme Court in Castillo, supra, cited Borquez 
as one of several appellate cases handed down after the stipulation at issue was negotiated and 
signed, but which would come to aid in clarifying the “legal uncertainties created by the 2006 
amendments to the SVPA.”225  However, ultimately the court in Castillo held that despite 
Borquez’s conclusion that no retroactivity problem in fact existed, the stipulation was 
enforceable against the County of Los Angeles because the stipulation was entered into in good 
faith, and reflected a then-existing uncertainty in the application of the law.  Therefore, despite 
the holding in Borquez, the County of Los Angeles is bound by the stipulation to apply two year 
commitment terms for those individuals subject to SVP petitions pending at the time the changes 
were enacted, and for 24 months thereafter, based on the plain language of the stipulation. 

220 (2009) 174 Cal.App.4th 920. 
221 Exhibit X, Castillo, supra, at pp. 161-162; Fn. 17. 
222 Id, at p. 163 [citing People v. Litmon (2008) 162 Cal.App.4th 383, which held that the SVPA 
does not attach a “speedy trial” right, but a person alleged by petition to be an SVP has a right to 
be heard at a meaningful time.] 
223 Borquez v. Superior Court (Cal. Ct. App. 3d Dist. 2007) 156 Cal.App.4th 1275. 
224 Id, at pp. 1288-1289 [emphasis added]. 
225 Exhibit X, Castillo, supra, at p. 163. 
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People v. Castillo makes clear that the County is bound by the terms of the stipulation in any 
remaining SVP cases that were pending at the time the changes to the SVPA were enacted.  
However, the court’s finding that the stipulation is binding on the County has no effect on the 
Commission’s determination of whether reimbursement is required pursuant to article XIII B, 
section 6.  The related doctrines of res judicata and collateral estoppel may apply if certain 
elements are met, and injustice would not result.  The California Supreme Court has described 
the elements of res judicata and collateral estoppel as follows: 

As generally understood, the doctrine of res judicata gives certain conclusive 
effect to a former judgment in subsequent litigation involving the same 
controversy…The prerequisite elements for applying the doctrine to either an 
entire cause of action or one or more issues are the same: (1) A claim or issue 
raised in the present action is identical to a claim or issue litigated in a prior 
proceeding; (2) the prior proceeding resulted in a final judgment on the merits; 
and (3) the party against whom the doctrine is being asserted was a party or in 
privity with a party to the prior proceeding.226 

In this case, the doctrine is asserted against the Department of Finance, as the real party in 
interest representing the state.  In Castillo, which the County would hold to be “the prior 
proceeding,” the Attorney General was a party.  The courts have long held that “the agents of the 
same government are in privity with each other, since they represent not their own rights but the 
right of the government.”227  Therefore, the element of privity is established, with respect to the 
party against whom collateral estoppel is now asserted, the state. 

However, the issue raised in the present action is not identical to the issue litigated in the prior 
proceeding, and, accordingly, the prior proceeding did not result in a judgment on the merits of 
whether reimbursement was required pursuant to article XIII B, section 6 of the California 
Constitution.  In People v. Castillo, there was no discussion of mandate reimbursement, and no 
finding that the stipulation constituted a reimbursable state-mandate.  Accordingly, the judgment 
in People v. Castillo was limited to approving, and deeming enforceable against the County and 
the state, the stipulation entered into by the District Attorney, the Public Defender, and the 
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court.  Therefore, collateral estoppel does not control the 
Commission’s finding on this request for redetermination.  Rather, the period of reimbursement 
must be analyzed and determined based on an analysis grounded purely in mandates law, 
including section 17570 of the Government Code.  Government Code section 17570 establishes 
the period of reimbursement, based on the January 15, 2013 filing date, as the beginning of the 
prior fiscal year, or July 1, 2011.  That period of reimbursement is unaffected by the Supreme 
Court’s holding in Castillo, supra.  

Based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that that (1) the California Supreme Court’s 
finding does not bind the Commission to deny the request for redetermination, or to limit the 

226 Boeken v. Phillip Morris USA (2010) 48 Cal.4th 788, at p. 797 [internal quotations and 
citations omitted] [Citing People v. Barragan (2004) 32 Cal.4th 236, 252–253]. 
227 Carmel Valley Fire Protection Dist. v.  State of California (Cal. Ct. App. 2d Dist. 1987) 190 
Cal.App.3d 521, at p. 535 [citing Lerner v. Los Angeles City Board of Education (1963) 59 
Cal.2d 382, at p. 398]. 
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applicability of its findings; and (2) this decision is effective on July 1, 2011, pursuant to 
Government Code section 17570 and, thus reimbursement for six of the eight activities are no 
longer reimbursable effective July 1, 2011.   

4. Constitutionality of Section 17570 

Several comments have raised the constitutionality of section 17570.228  In particular, the County 
Counsel of San Diego argues that “[t]he overly broad definition of subsequent change in law 
contained in Section 17570 is contrary to the purpose and intent of Article XIII B, section 6.”229  
CSAC, in turn, maintains that the Constitution “requires, regardless of any contradicting statute, 
that the Legislature must either appropriate fund [sic] the mandate in the Budget Act or suspend 
its operation.”230 

The Commission, however, must presume that the Government Code statutes pertaining to the 
Commission’s processes are constitutional, including section 17570, pursuant to article III, 
section 3.5 of the California Constitution.231  The Commission therefore finds that the 
redetermination statutes are presumed constitutional and declines to address the specific 
constitutional concerns of the interested parties and persons. 

IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing, the Commission partially approves the request for redetermination and 
concludes that the following activities do not constitute reimbursable state-mandated activities 
within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution and Government 
Code section 17556(f), beginning July 1, 2011: 

• Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District 
Attorney or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent 
predator civil commitment proceedings.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

• Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to 
determine if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  (Welf. & 
Inst. Code, § 6601(i).) 

• Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s 
designated counsel.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601(i).)232 

228 See Exhibit M, County of LA Comments, at p. 5; Exhibit H, CPDA Comments at p. 6; 
Exhibit N, Alameda County Public Defender’s Comments; Exhibit L, LA County DA 
Comments, at pp. 11-12; and Exhibit O, County Counsel of San Diego Comments at p. 2. 
229 Exhibit BB, County Counsel of San Diego Comments at p. 2. 
230 Exhibit AA, CSAC Comments on Draft Staff Analysis, Second Hearing, at p. 3. 
231 CSBA II, supra, 192 Cal.App.4th 770, 795; Porter v. City of Riverside (1968) 261 Cal.App.2d 
832, 837. 
232 The Test Claim Statement of Decision cites subdivision (j), but subdivision (j) addresses time 
limits, not a petition for commitment.  The Commission therefore assumes that this is a 
typographical error, and that subdivision (i) was the intended citation for this activity. 
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• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at trial.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually 
violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605(b-d), and 6608(a-d).) 

• Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation 
for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605(d).) 

• Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a 
secured facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or 
she is a sexually violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

The Commission further finds that the activity of preparation and attendance of county’s 
designated counsel and indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing is not expressly 
included in or necessary to implement Proposition 83, and therefore remains a reimbursable 
state-mandated activity.  Additionally, the transportation to and from court for a probable cause 
hearing on whether the person is a sexually violent predator is not expressly included in or 
necessary to implement Proposition 83, and remains a reimbursable state-mandated activity.   

Therefore the following activities, required for purposes of probable cause hearings, remain 
reimbursable state-mandated costs. 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

• Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator to and from a secured 
facility only to the probable cause hearing on the issue of whether he or she is a 
sexually violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

This activity does not include transportation for purposes other than the probable 
cause hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial.   

190



191



DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

 
I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Solano and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the 
within action.  My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On December 13, 2013, I served the:  

 Adopted Statement of Decision and Draft Expedited Amendment to  
Parameters and Guidelines 
Mandate Redetermination Request, 12-MR-01 
Sexually Violent Predators, (CSM-4509) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608;  
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4  
California Department of Finance, Requester  

by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on December 13, 2013 at Sacramento, 
California. 

             
____________________________ 
Heidi J. Palchik 

      Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, REd Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
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Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Claimant Representative
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915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
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915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
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907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Dennis Herrera, City and County of San Francisco
Office of the City Attorney, 1 Dr. Carton B. Goodlett Place, Rm. 234, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-4700
tara.collins@sfgov.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
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980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us

Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov
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Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
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dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Patrick O'Connell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
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Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Rm. 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Scott Thorpe, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
sthorpe@cdaa.org

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073

203



12/12/13 Mailing List

csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_index.php 12/12

Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Wendy Watanabe, County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8301
wwatanabe@auditor.lacounty.gov

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Anita Worlow, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 893-0792
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov
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Amended:  March 28, 2014 
Amended:  October 30, 2009 
Adopted: September 24, 1998 

J:\MANDATES\csm4000\4509 (SVP MR)\Ps and Gs\new test claim decision Ps&gs\draft expedited amendment.doc 

DRAFT EXPEDITED AMENDMENT TO PARAMETERS AND 
GUIDELINES 

Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608 6602 

Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 

As Modified by: 
Proposition 83, General Election, November 7, 2006 

Sexually Violent Predators 

CSM-4509 
(amended by 05-PGA-43, 12-MR-01)  

This amendment is effective beginning July 1, 2011with claims filed for the  
July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

I. Summary of the Mandate 
Statutes 1995, cChapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Statutes 1996, cChapter 4, Statutes 
of 1996, established new civil commitment procedures for the continued detention and treatment 
of sexually violent offenders following their completion of a prison term for certain sex-related 
offenses.  Before detention and treatment are imposed, the county attorney is required to file a 
petition for civil commitment.  A trial is then conducted to determine if the inmate is a sexually 
violent predator beyond a reasonable doubt.  If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent 
predator is indigent, the test claim legislation requires counties to provide the indigent with the 
assistance of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the defense. 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) adopted a sStatement of 
dDecision which approved reimbursement for the following services: 

• Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney 
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil 
commitment proceedings.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i).) 

• Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine 
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, 
subd. (i).) 

• Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated 
counsel.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i).) 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 
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• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at trial.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds. (a) 
through (d).) 

• Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
(Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605, subd. (d).) 

• Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

Statutes 1995, cChapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, were enacted on October 11, 1995, and 
became operative on January 1, 1996.  Statutes 1996, cChapter 4, Statutes of 1996, relating to the 
transportation and housing of potential sexually violent predators at a secured facility, was 
enacted as an urgency measure and became operative on January 25, 1996. 

On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 83, also known as Jessica’s Law, which 
amended and reenacted several sections of the Welfare and Institutions Code, including sections 
approved for reimbursement in the Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 test claim. 

On January 15, 2013, the Department of Finance filed a request for redetermination of the  
CSM-4509 decision pursuant to Government Code section 17570.  A new test claim decision was 
adopted December 6, 2013, and these parameters and guidelines were amended, as follows, 
pursuant to that decision. 

II. Eligible Claimants 
Counties or cities and counties which incur increased costs as a result of this mandate are eligible 
to claim reimbursement. 

III. Period of Reimbursement 
This amendment is effective beginning with claims filed for the July 1, 2005 through  
June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

Section 17557 of the Government Code states that a test claim must be submitted on or before 
December 31 following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that fiscal 
year.  The test claim for this mandate was filed by the County of Los Angeles on May 30, 1996.  
Therefore, costs incurred for Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995 and Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995, are 
eligible for reimbursement on or after January 1, 1996.  Costs incurred for Chapter 4, Statutes of 
1996, regarding transport and secured custody of defendants, are eligible for reimbursement on or 
after January 25, 1996. 

Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim.  Estimated costs for the 
subsequent year may be included on the same claim, if applicable.  Pursuant to section 17561, 
subdivision (d)(1) of the Government Code, all claims for reimbursement of costs shall be 
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submitted within 120 days of notification by the State Controller of the enactment of the claims 
bill. 

If total costs for a given year do not exceed $200, no reimbursement shall be allowed, except as 
otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564. 

Government Code section 17570(f) provides that a request for adoption of a new test claim 
decision (mandate redetermination) shall be filed on or before June 30 following a fiscal year in 
order to establish eligibility for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement for that fiscal year.  The 
request for mandate redetermination was filed on January 15, 2013, establishing eligibility for 
reimbursement or loss of reimbursement based on a new test claim decision on or after  
July 1, 2011. 

Reimbursement for state-mandated costs may be claimed as follows: 

1. Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim.   

2. Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1)(A), all claims for reimbursement of 
initial fiscal year costs shall be submitted to the State Controller within 120 days of the 
issuance date for the claiming instructions. 

3. Pursuant to Government Code section 17560(a), a local agency may, by February 15 
following the fiscal year in which costs were incurred, file an annual reimbursement claim 
that details the costs actually incurred for that fiscal year. 

4. If revised claiming instructions are issued by the Controller pursuant to Government Code 
section 17558(c), between November 15 and February 15, a local agency filing an annual 
reimbursement claim shall have 120 days following the issuance date of the revised 
claiming instructions to file a claim.  (Government Code section 17560(b).) 

5. If the total costs for a given fiscal year do not exceed $1,000, no reimbursement shall be 
allowed except as otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564(a). 

6. There shall be no reimbursement for any period in which the Legislature has suspended 
the operation of a mandate pursuant to state law. 

IV. Reimbursable Activities 
To be eligible for mandated cost reimbursement for any fiscal year, only actual costs may be 
claimed.  Actual costs are those costs actually incurred to implement the mandated activities. 
Actual costs must be traceable and supported by source documents that show the validity of such 
costs, when they were incurred, and their relationship to the reimbursable activities.  A source 
document is a document created at or near the same time the actual cost was incurred for the 
event or activity in question.  Source documents may include, but are not limited to, employee 
time records or time logs, sign-in sheets, invoices, and receipts.  

Evidence corroborating the source documents may include, but is not limited to, worksheets, cost 
allocation reports (system generated), purchase orders, contracts, agendas, training packets, and 
declarations.  Declarations must include a certification or declaration stating, “I certify under 
penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct, 
based upon personal knowledge.” and must further comply with the requirements of Code of 
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Civil Procedure section 2015.5.  Evidence corroborating the source documents may include data 
relevant to the reimbursable activities otherwise in compliance with local, state, and federal 
government requirements.  However, corroborating documents cannot be substituted for source 
documents. 

The claimant is only allowed to claim and be reimbursed for increased costs for reimbursable 
activities identified below. Increased cost is limited to the cost of an activity that the claimant is 
required to incur as a result of the mandate. 

Claimants may use time studies to support salary and benefit costs when an activity is task-
repetitive.  Activities that require varying levels of effort are not appropriate for time studies.  
Time study usage is subject to the review and audit conducted by the State Controller’s Office. 

For each eligible claimant, all direct and indirect costs of labor, supplies and services, for the 
following activities only are eligible for reimbursement:   

A. Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney or 
County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil commitment 
proceedings. 

1. Development of internal policies and procedures (one-time activity). 

2. One-time training for each employee who normally works on the sexually violent predator 
program on the county’s internal policies and procedures. 

B.  The following reimbursable activities must be specifically identified to a defendant: 

 1. Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine if the 
county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated counsel; and 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls. 

c. Investigator services that are necessary to determine the sufficiency of the factual 
evidence supporting a petition. 

2. Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated counsel.  
Such activities include secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated 
counsel in the preparation and filing of the petition for commitment. 

3. 1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause hearing 
includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

4. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at pre-trial and trial hearings.  Preparation for the pre-trial and trial hearings 
include the following: 
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a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

5. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
Preparation for the subsequent hearings includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

6. Retention of court-approved experts, investigators, and professionals for the indigent 
defendant in preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Copying and long distance telephone calls made by the court-approved expert, 
investigator and/or professional; and 

b. Travel. 

7. Transportation and housing costs for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between 
the designated secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable 
cause hearing.  Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such transportation and 
housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a state facility or county 
facility, except in those circumstances when the State has directly borne the costs of 
housing and transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such costs shall be 
permitted.  

This activity does not include transportation for purposes other than the probable cause 
hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, and does not include 
housing potential sexually violent predators pending the probable cause hearing or trial.   

V. Claim Preparation and Submission  
Claims for reimbursement must be timely filed and identify each cost element for which 
reimbursement is claimed under this mandate.  Claimed costs must be identified to each 
reimbursable activity identified in Section IV of this document. 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 

A.  Direct Costs  

Direct Costs are defined as costs that can be traced to specific goods, services, units, programs, 
activities or functions. 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 
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Each of the following cost elements must be identified for each reimbursable activity identified in 
Section IV, Reimbursable Activities, of this document.  Each claimed reimbursable cost must be 
supported by source documentation as described in Section IV.  Additionally, each 
reimbursement claim must be filed in a timely manner. 

A. Direct Cost Reporting 

Direct costs are those costs incurred specifically for the reimbursable activities.  The following 
direct costs are eligible for reimbursement. 

1.  Salaries and Benefits 

Identify the employee(s), and/or show the classification of the employee(s) involved.  
Describe the reimbursable activities performed and specify the actual time devoted to each 
reimbursable activity by each employee, productive hourly rate and related fringe benefits. 

Reimbursement for personal services include compensation paid for salaries, wages and 
employee fringe benefits.  Employee fringe benefits include regular compensation paid to an 
employee during periods of authorized absences (e.g., annual leave, sick leave) and the 
employer’s contribution of social security, pension plans, insurance and worker’s 
compensation insurance.  Fringe benefits are eligible for reimbursement when distributed 
equitably to all job activities which the employee performs. 

Report each employee implementing the reimbursable activities by name, job classification, 
and productive hourly rate (total wages and related benefits divided by productive hours).  
Describe the specific reimbursable activities performed and the hours devoted to each 
reimbursable activity performed. 

2. Materials and Supplies 

Only expenditures that can be identified as a direct cost of this mandate may be claimed.  List 
the cost of the materials and supplies consumed specifically for the purposes of this mandate.  
Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after deducting cash discounts, rebates and 
allowances received by the claimant.  Supplies that are withdrawn from inventory shall be 
charged based on a recognized method of costing, consistently applied. 

Report the cost of materials and supplies that have been consumed or expended for the 
purpose of the reimbursable activities.  Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after 
deducting discounts, rebates, and allowances received by the claimant.  Supplies that are 
withdrawn from inventory shall be charged on an appropriate and recognized method of 
costing, consistently applied. 

3. Contract Services 

Provide the name(s) of the contractor(s) who performed the services, including any fixed 
contracts for services.  Describe the reimbursable activity(ies) performed by each named 
contractor and give the number of actual hours spent on the activities, if applicable.  Show the 
inclusive dates when services were performed and itemize all costs for those services.  Attach 
consultant invoices to the claim. 

Report the name of the contractor and services performed to implement the reimbursable 
activities.  If the contractor bills for time and materials, report the number of hours spent on 
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the activities and all costs charged.  If the contract is a fixed price, report the services that 
were performed during the period covered by the reimbursement claim.  If the contract 
services are also used for purposes other than the reimbursable activities, only the pro-rata 
portion of the services used to implement the reimbursable activities can be claimed.  Submit 
contract consultant and attorney invoices with the claim and a description of the contract 
scope of services. 

4. Travel 

Travel expenses for mileage, per diem, lodging, and other employee entitlements are eligible 
for reimbursement in accordance with the rules of the local jurisdiction.  Provide the name(s) 
of the traveler(s), purpose of travel, inclusive dates and times of travel, destination points, and 
travel costs. 

Report the name of the employee traveling for the purpose of the reimbursable activities.  
Include the date of travel, destination, the specific reimbursable activity requiring travel, and 
related travel expenses reimbursed to the employee in compliance with the rules of the local 
jurisdiction.  Report employee travel time according to the rules of cost element A.1., Salaries 
and Benefits, for each applicable reimbursable activity. 

5. Training 

The cost of training an employee to perform the mandated activities is eligible for 
reimbursement.  Identify the employee(s) by name and job classification.  Provide the title 
and subject of the training session, the date(s) attended, and the location.  Reimbursable costs 
may include salaries and benefits, transportation, lodging, per diem, and registration fees. 

Report the cost of training an employee to perform the reimbursable activities, as specified in 
Section IV of this document.  Report the name and job classification of each employee 
preparing for, attending, and/or conducting training necessary to implement the reimbursable 
activities.  Provide the title, subject, and purpose (related to the mandate of the training 
session), dates attended, and location.  If the training encompasses subjects broader than the 
reimbursable activities, only the pro-rata portion can be claimed.  Report employee training 
time for each applicable reimbursable activity according to the rules of cost element A.1., 
Salaries and Benefits, and A.2., Materials and Supplies.  Report the cost of consultants who 
conduct the training according to the rules of cost element A.3., Contracted Services. 

6. Fixed Assets 

List the costs of the fixed assets that have been acquired specifically for the purpose of this 
mandate.  If the fixed asset is utilized in some way not directly related to the mandated 
program, only the pro-rata portion of the asset which is used for the purposes of the mandated 
program is reimbursable. 

Report the purchase price paid for fixed assets (including computers) necessary to implement 
the reimbursable activities.  The purchase price includes taxes, delivery costs, and installation 
costs.  If the fixed asset is also used for purposes other than the reimbursable activities, only 
the pro-rata portion of the purchase price used to implement the reimbursable activities can be 
claimed. 
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B.  Indirect Costs  

Indirect costs are defined as costs which are incurred for a common or joint purpose, benefiting 
more than one program and are not directly assignable to a particular department or program 
without efforts disproportionate to the result achieved.  Indirect costs may include both  
(1) overhead costs of the unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of central government 
services distributed to other departments based on a systematic and rational basis through a cost 
allocation plan. 

Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedure provided in 
the OMB A-87.  Claimants have the option of using 10% of direct labor, excluding fringe 
benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) for the department if the indirect 
cost rate claimed exceeds 10%.  If more than one department is claiming indirect costs for the 
mandated program, each department must have its own ICRP prepared in accordance with OMB 
A-87.  An ICRP must be submitted with the claim when the indirect cost rate exceeds 10%. 

If the claimant chooses to prepare an ICRP, both the direct costs (as defined and described in  
2 CFR Part 225, Appendix A and B (OMB Circular A-87 Attachments A and B) and the indirect 
costs shall exclude capital expenditures and unallowable costs (as defined and described in  
2 CFR Part 225, Appendix A and B (OMB Circular A-87 Attachments A and B).  However, 
unallowable costs must be included in the direct cots if they represent activities to which indirect 
costs are properly allocable. 

The distribution base may be:  (1) total direct costs (excluding capital expenditures and other 
distorting items, such as pass-through funds, major subcontracts, etc.); (2) direct salaries and 
wages; or (3) another base which results in an equitable distribution. 

In calculating an ICRP, the claimant shall have the choice of one of the following methodologies: 

1. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in OMB Circular 
A-87 Attachments A and B) shall be accomplished by:  (1) classifying a department’s 
total costs for the base period as either direct or indirect; and (2) dividing the total 
allowable indirect costs (net of applicable credits) by an equitable distribution base.  
The result of this process is an indirect cost rate which is used to distribute indirect 
costs to mandates.  The rate should be expressed as a percentage which the total 
amount of allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected; or 

2. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in OMB Circular 
A-87 Attachments A and B) shall be accomplished by: (1) separating a department 
into groups, such as divisions or sections, and then classifying the division’s or 
section’s total costs for the base period as either direct or indirect; and (2) dividing the 
total allowable indirect costs (net of applicable credits) by an equitable distribution 
base.  The result of this process is an indirect cost rate that is used to distribute indirect 
costs to mandates.  The rate should be expressed as a percentage which the total 
amount of allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected. 
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VI. Record Retention 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17558.5, subdivision (a), a reimbursement claim for actual 
costs filed by a local agency or school district pursuant to this chapter1 is subject to the initiation 
of an audit by the Controller no later than three years after the date that the actual reimbursement 
claim is filed or last amended, whichever is later. However, if no funds are appropriated or no 
payment is made to a claimant for the program for the fiscal year for which the claim is filed, the 
time for the Controller to initiate an audit shall commence to run from the date of initial payment 
of the claim. In any case, an audit shall be completed not later than two years after the date that 
the audit is commenced. All documents used to support the reimbursable activities, as described 
in Section IV, must be retained during the period subject to audit. If the Controller has initiated an 
audit during the period subject to audit, the retention period is extended until the ultimate 
resolution of any audit findings. 

VII. Data for Development of a Statewide Cost Estimate 
The State Controller’s Office is directed to include in the claiming instructions a request that 
claimants send an additional copy of the test claim specific form for the initial years’ 
reimbursement claim by mail or facsimile to the Commission on State Mandates, 1300 I Street, 
Suite 950, Sacramento, California 95814, Facsimile number: (916) 445-0278.  Although 
providing this information to the Commission on State Mandates is not a condition of 
reimbursement, claimants are encouraged to provide this information to enable the Commission 
to develop a statewide cost estimate which will be the basis for the Legislature’s appropriation for 
this program. 

VII. Offsetting SavingsRevenues and Other Reimbursements 
Any offsetting savingsrevenue the claimant experiences in the same program as a direct result of 
the subject mandatesame statutes or executive orders found to contain the mandate shall be 
deducted from the costs claimed.  In addition, reimbursement for this mandate received from any 
source, including but not limited to, service fees collected, federal funds and other state funds 
shall be identified and deducted from this claim. 

IX. State Controller’s Office Required Certification 
An authorized representative of the claimant shall be required to provide a certification of the 
claim, as specified in the State Controller’s claiming instructions, for those costs mandated by the 
State contained herein. 

VIII. State Controller’s Claiming Instructions 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17558(b), the Controller shall issue claiming instructions 
for each mandate that requires state reimbursement not later than 90 days after receiving the 
adopted parameters and guidelines from the Commission, to assist local agencies and school 
districts in claiming costs to be reimbursed.  The claiming instructions shall be derived from the 
test claim decision and the parameters and guidelines adopted by the Commission. 

1  This refers to Title 2, division 4, part 7, chapter 4 of the Government Code. 
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Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1), issuance of the claiming instructions shall 
constitute a notice of the right of the local agencies and school districts to file reimbursement 
claims, based upon parameters and guidelines adopted by the Commission. 

IX. Remedies Before the Commission 
Upon request of a local agency or school district, the Commission shall review the claiming 
instructions issued by the State Controller or any other authorized state agency for reimbursement 
of mandated costs pursuant to Government Code section 17571.  If the Commission determines 
that the claiming instructions do not conform to the parameters and guidelines, the Commission 
shall direct the Controller to modify the claiming instructions and the Controller shall modify the 
claiming instructions to conform to the parameters and guidelines as directed by the Commission.   

In addition, requests may be made to amend parameters and guidelines pursuant to Government 
Code section 17557(d), and California Code of Regulations, title 2, section 1183.2. 

X. Legal and Factual Basis for the Parameters and Guidelines 
The statements of decision for the mandate redetermination request and new test claim decision 
and amendments to parameters and guidelines are legally binding on all parties and provide the 
legal and factual basis for the parameters and guidelines.  The support for the legal and factual 
findings is found in the administrative record for the test claim.  The administrative record is on 
file with the Commission. 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

 
I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Solano and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the 
within action.  My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On December 13, 2013, I served the:  

 Adopted Statement of Decision and Draft Expedited Amendment to  
Parameters and Guidelines 
Mandate Redetermination Request, 12-MR-01 
Sexually Violent Predators, (CSM-4509) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608;  
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4  
California Department of Finance, Requester  

by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on December 13, 2013 at Sacramento, 
California. 

             
____________________________ 
Heidi J. Palchik 

      Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 12/2/13

Claim Number: 12-MR-01

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators (CSM-4509)

Claimant(s): Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, REd Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
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Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Claimant Representative
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915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
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915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
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907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Dennis Herrera, City and County of San Francisco
Office of the City Attorney, 1 Dr. Carton B. Goodlett Place, Rm. 234, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-4700
tara.collins@sfgov.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
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980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us

Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov
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Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556

224



12/12/13 Mailing List

csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_index.php 8/12

dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Patrick O'Connell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
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Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Rm. 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Scott Thorpe, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
sthorpe@cdaa.org

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
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Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Wendy Watanabe, County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8301
wwatanabe@auditor.lacounty.gov

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Anita Worlow, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 893-0792
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov
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LORI A. WINFREE 

CHRISTOPHER J. WELSH 
STEPHANIE KARNAVAS 

SHIRI M. HOFFMAN 
SMITHA ARONS 

DANA A. BEGLEY 
MARK M. DAY 

JUSTIN A. CRUMLEY 
CHRISTOPHER DAWOOD 

KRISTEN LAYCHUS 

Ms. Heather Halsey 
Executive Director 
California Commission on State Mandates 
900 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

Re: County of San Diego’s Comments to Draft Expedited Amendment to 
Parameters and Guidelines 
Mandate Redetermination Request 12-MR-01 
Sexually Violent Predators, (CSM 4509) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601 through 6608 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 
Requestor: California Department of Finance 

Dear Ms. Halsey: 

The County of San Diego, on behalf of the San Diego County Office of the Public 
Defender, the San Diego District Attorney’s Office and the San Diego County Sheriff 
(collectively referred to as the “County”), hereby submits the following comments in 
response to the Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines, filed 
December 13, 2013 (“Proposed Amended Ps & Gs”).   

Title 2, California Code of Regulations (“CCR”), section 1190.05(6) provides that 
if, as a result of a request for redetermination, the commission adopts a new statement of 
decision which finds that there are costs mandated by the state pursuant to Article XIII B, 
section 6, subdivision (a) of the California Constitution, the amount and method of 
reimbursement shall be redetermined in accordance with sections 1183.1 through 
1183.32.  Here, the commission’s staff has elected to follow the expedited procedure set 
forth in 2 CCR section 1183.12 for drafting proposed parameters and guidelines.  2 CCR 
section 1183.2 and Government Code section 17559(d)(1) authorizes local agencies to 

RECEIVED

Commission on
State Mandates

December 27, 2013

Exhibit G
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file a written request with the commission to amend, modify or supplement parameters or 
guidelines.  Parameters and guidelines may be amended, modified or supplemented in 
order to clarify what constitutes reimbursable activities and to add new reimbursable 
activities that are reasonably necessary for the performance of the state-mandated 
program.  See, 2 CCR § 1183.2(a)(4) and (5) and Gov’t Code § 17559(d)(2)(D) and (E). 
 
  In this case, it is appropriate for the commission’s staff to amend and supplement 
the draft expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines to expressly provide that: 
(1) costs related to the retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for the probable cause hearing; and (2) costs to house each potential sexually 
violent predator during his or her probable cause hearing, continue to be reimbursable.  

 
Costs Related to the Retention of Necessary Experts, Investigators, and 
Professionals for Preparation for the Probable Cause Hearing Should Continue to 
be Reimbursable.  
 
 The SOD correctly concludes that certain costs relating to the probable cause 
hearing required pursuant to Welfare & Institution Code section 6602 continue to be 
reimbursable.  This includes the cost of transporting each potential sexually violent 
predator to and from a secured facility to the probable cause hearing on the issue of 
whether he or she is a sexually violent predator, notwithstanding that this activity was not 
previously expressly found by the commission to be reimbursable 
 
 The same rationale should apply to the costs the county’s designated counsel and 
indigent defense counsel incur for retention of necessary experts, investigators, and 
professionals for preparation and appearance at the probable cause hearing.  As set forth 
in the declaration of Michael F. Ruiz submitted herewith (see ATTACHMENT A), 
probable cause hearings require thorough preparation, which includes in many cases the 
retention of experts, investigators and/or other professionals, necessary to provide 
individuals with an adequate defense.  Even though these costs are not expressly 
identified as reimbursable costs in the original test claim decision, these costs have been 
and should continue to be reimbursed to claimants by the state.   
 

Recognizing that the retention of qualified experts, investigators and professionals 
for probable cause hearings is critical to the prosecution and defense of individuals at the 
probable cause hearing, the County requests that the commission specifically find that 
these costs continue to be reimbursable to local agencies pursuant to the SVP mandate.  
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Costs Related to the Housing of Each Potential Sexually Violent Predator During 
the Probable Cause Hearing Should Continue to be Reimbursable.  
 
 In addition to transporting inmates from the State facilities where they are 
incarcerated to San Diego County for their SVP probable cause hearings, the Sheriff must 
also house these inmates for the duration of the hearing and often times longer.   
 

The inmates that are the subject of the SVP proceedings are housed by the 
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation at facilities throughout the state 
as far east as Calipatria and as far north as Coalinga.  (ATTACHMENT B - Ingrassia 
Decl., ¶ 6.)  When these inmates arrive in San Diego County for their SVP proceeding, 
they are generally brought to the San Diego Central Jail, processed and then transferred 
to and housed at the George Bailey Detention Facility in Otay Mesa.  (Ingrassia Decl., ¶ 
7.) 

  
The Sheriff is responsible for housing these inmates for the duration of their stay 

in San Diego County, which often lasts several months.  (Ingrassia Decl., ¶ 8.)  On 
average, the Sheriff is housing three to four inmates subject to SVP proceedings at any 
particular point in time.  (Ingrassia Decl., ¶ 9.)  In fiscal year 2010-11 the number of days 
that all inmates, who were subject to SVP proceedings, were in the Sheriff’s custody 
totaled 2,874.  In fiscal year 2011-12 the number of days that all inmates, who were 
subject to SVP proceedings, were in the Sheriff’s custody totaled 2,360.  (Ingrassia Decl., 
¶¶ 11 and 12.) 

 
The cost to house an inmate, which includes, among other things, the cost to 

process and intake an inmate, provide medical exams, staffing, utilities, and food varies 
between an average cost of $107.50 per day at the George Bailey Correctional Facility to 
$159.24 per day at the Central Jail.  The State has previously reimbursed the Sheriff for 
the cost to house these inmates at the rate of $71.87.  (Ingrassia Decl., ¶ 13.) 

  
Using the actual average cost, the annual cost incurred by the Sheriff to house 

these inmates in fiscal year 2010-11 was approximately $450,000.  Even at the lower 
reimbursement rate paid by the State, reimbursable costs incurred by the Sheriff in fiscal 
year 2011-12 to house and provide for inmates subject to SVP proceedings exceeded 
$205,000.  While not all of the housing costs are attributable to the probable cause 
hearings, these housing costs are significant portion of the total housing costs incurred by 
the Sheriff for housing inmates for their SVP proceedings. 
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Housing inmates for their probable cause hearings is a vital and necessary 
component to carrying out the balance of the mandated activities required by Welfare & 
Institutions Code sections 6600 through 6608 and should continue to be reimbursable.     
  
Conclusion 
 

For the reasons set forth above, the reimbursable activities identified in the draft 
expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines should be amended to read as 
follows: 

 
For each eligible claimant, the following activities only are eligible for 

reimbursement: 
 
1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 

defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable 
cause hearing includes, the following: 
a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 
b. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 

preparation for the probable cause hearing regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator. 

c. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 
d. Travel. 
 

2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between the 
designated secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable 
cause hearing.  Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such 
transportation and housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a 
state facility or county facility, except in those circumstances when the State has 
directly borne the costs of housing and transportation, in which case no 
reimbursement of such costs shall be permitted. 

 
This activity does not include transportation and housing for purposes other than 
the probable cause hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, 
and does not include housing potential sexually violent predators pending the 
probable cause hearing or trial. 

 
Declaration 
 

I, Timothy Barry declare that I am employed as a Senior Deputy County Counsel 
for the County of San Diego; that I am familiar with the facts and issues presented in this 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

 
I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Solano and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the 
within action.  My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On December 30, 2013, I served the:  

 County of San Diego Comments 
Mandate Redetermination 
CSM-4509 (12-MR-01), Sexually Violent Predators 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608;  
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4  
California Department of Finance, Requester  

by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on December 30, 2013 at Sacramento, 
California. 

             
____________________________ 
Heidi J. Palchik 

      Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 12/16/13

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Claimant(s): Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
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Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Claimant Representative
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915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
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915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
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907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
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2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us

Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws
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Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
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andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
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Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Scott Thorpe, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
sthorpe@cdaa.org

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
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Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Wendy Watanabe, County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8301
wwatanabe@auditor.lacounty.gov

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Anita Worlow, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 893-0792
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov
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JOHN CHIANG 
Qlalifornia ~tat£ Qlontroller 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

Ms. Heather Halsey 
Executive Director 
Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

January 2, 2014 

Re: Adopted Statement of Decision, and Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and 
Guidelines, and Notice of Hearing 
Mandate Redetermination Request, 12-MR-01 
Sexually Violent Predators. (CSM-4509) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601, 6602, 6603, 6604, 6605, and 6608; 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 
California Department of Finance, Requester 

Dear Ms. Halsey: 

The State Controller's Office has reviewed the proposed amendment to parameters and 
guidelines drafted by your office and recommends no changes. 

Should you have any questions regarding the above, please contact Tiffany Hoang at 
(916) 323-1127 or e-mail thoang@sco.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

, Manager 
Local Reimbursements Section 

MAILING ADDRESS P.O. Box 942850, Sacramento, CA 94250 
STREET ADDRESS 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816 

RECEIVED

Commission on
State Mandates

January 02, 2014

Exhibit H
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 12/30/13

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Requester: Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
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Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Requester Representative
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915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
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915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office

258



907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
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2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us

Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws
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Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
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andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
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Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
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ITEM 6 
PROPOSED PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES AMENDMENT 

AND 
STATEMENT OF DECISION 

Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608 6602 

Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 

As Modified by: 
Proposition 83, General Election, November 7, 2006 

Sexually Violent Predators 
CSM-4509 

(amended by 05-PGA-43, 12-MR-01)  

Department of Finance, Requester 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The following is the proposed statement of decision for this matter prepared pursuant to section 
1188.1 of the Commission on State Mandates’ (Commission’s) regulations.  As of  
January 1, 2011, Commission hearings on the adoption of proposed parameters and guidelines 
are conducted under article 7 of the Commission’s regulations.1  Article 7 hearings are quasi-
judicial hearings.  The Commission is required to adopt a decision that is correct as a matter of 
law and based on substantial evidence in the record.2  Oral or written testimony is offered under 
oath or affirmation in article 7 hearings.3 

I. SUMMARY OF THE MANDATE 
These proposed amended parameters and guidelines pertain to the Sexually Violent Predators 
test claim, CSM-4509, as modified by the Commission’s new test claim decision, 12-MR-02, 
adopted December 6, 2013.  Based on the filing date of the redetermination request, the period of 
reimbursement for these amended parameters and guidelines begins on July 1, 2011. 

Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763, and Statutes 1996, chapter 4, established civil commitment 
procedures for the continued detention and treatment of sexually violent offenders following 
their completion of a prison term for certain sexual offenses.  Before detention and treatment are 
imposed, a designated county attorney is required to file a petition for civil commitment.  A trial 
is then conducted to determine beyond a reasonable doubt if the inmate is a sexually violent 
predator, as defined in the test claim statutes.  If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent 

1 California Code of Regulations, Title 2, section 1187. 
2 Government Code section 17559(b); California Code of Regulations, Title 2, 1187.5. 
3 Ibid.   
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predator is indigent, the test claim statutes require counties to provide the indigent person with 
assistance of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the defense. 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a statement of decision on the test claim, approving 
reimbursement for preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel at the 
probable cause hearing, trial, and further hearings; and related activities, including housing and 
transportation of potential sexually violent predator while awaiting trial.4 

The new test claim decision, adopted December 6, 2013, provides continuing reimbursement 
only for preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing, and for transportation between a courthouse and a secure 
facility for purposes of the probable cause hearing.5  The Commission, pursuant to the 
redetermination decision authorized by Government Code section 17570, found that both of 
these activities were imposed by the Legislature, but that all remaining activities previously 
approved were now required by an intervening voter-enacted ballot measure, and therefore no 
longer reimbursable pursuant to Government Code section 17556(f).6 

II. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a statement of decision on the test claim.  On 
September 24, 1998, the Commission adopted parameters and guidelines, identifying the 
activities for reimbursement as stated above.7  On October 30, 2009, the parameters and 
guidelines were amended pursuant to a boilerplate language amendment request brought by the 
State Controller’s Office.8   

On January 15, 2013, the Department of Finance (Finance) filed a request for redetermination of 
the CSM-4509 decision pursuant to Government Code section 17570, alleging that Proposition 
83, approved by the voters on November 8, 2006, constitutes a subsequent change in law, as 
defined, which modifies the state’s liability under the test claim statute.9  On December 6, 2013, 
the Commission adopted a new test claim decision to reflect the state’s modified liability under 
the test claim statutes.10  On December 13, 2013, Commission staff issued a draft expedited 
amendment to parameters and guidelines, pursuant to sections 17570(i) and 17557.11  On 
December 27, 2013 the County of San Diego submitted written comments on the draft expedited 

4 Exhibit A, Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 13. 
5 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at pp. 54-55.  
6 Ibid. 
7 Exhibit B, Parameters and Guidelines, adopted September 24, 1998, at pp. 3-5. 
8 Exhibit C, Amended Parameters and Guidelines, adopted October 30, 2009. 
9 Exhibit D, Redetermination Request, dated January 15, 2013. 
10 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Decision, adopted December 6, 2013. 
11 Exhibit F, Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines. 
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amendment to parameters and guidelines.12  On January 2, 2014, the State Controller’s Office 
submitted written comments on the draft expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines.13 

III. DISCUSSION 

A. Period of Reimbursement (Section III. of Proposed Parameters and Guidelines) 
Government Code section 17570(f) provides that redetermination request “shall be filed on or 
before June 30 following a fiscal year in order to establish eligibility for reimbursement or loss 
of reimbursement for that fiscal year.14  Based on the January 15, 2013 filing date for the 
redetermination request,15eligibility for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement under the new 
test claim decision adopted pursuant to that request is established beginning July 1, 2011. 

B. Reimbursable Activities (Section IV. of Proposed Parameters and Guidelines) 
In the draft expedited amended parameters and guidelines, the following two activities only were 
identified for reimbursement, in accordance with the new test claim decision:16  

1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause 
hearing includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between the designated 
secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable cause hearing.  
Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such transportation and housing costs, 
regardless of whether the secured facility is a state facility or county facility, except in 
those circumstances when the State has directly borne the costs of housing and 
transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such costs shall be permitted.  

This activity does not include transportation for purposes other than the probable 
cause hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, and does not 
include housing potential sexually violent predators pending the probable cause 
hearing or trial. 

In comments on the draft expedited amended parameters and guidelines, the County of  
San Diego urged the Commission to consider additional “reasonably necessary” activities related 
to the two activities identified above.  Specifically, the County asserted that preparation for a 

12 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments. 
13 Exhibit H, Controller’s Comments. 
14 Government Code section 17570(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
15 Exhibit D, Redetermination Request. 
16 Exhibit F, Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines. 
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probable cause hearing by indigent defense counsel also requires the “retention of qualified 
experts, investigators and professionals,” and that costs related to housing potential sexually 
violent predators pending a probable cause hearing should continue to be reimbursable.17 

i. Activities and costs related to housing potential sexually violent predators 
pending trial are expressly denied in the test claim decision. 

The Commission found, in the new test claim decision, that costs to house a potential sexually 
violent predator at a secure facility pending trial were not reimbursable, because the “purpose 
and intent of Proposition 83 is to protect the public from dangerous felony offenders…” and the 
proper operation of the program “requires therefore that persons must be held in custody while 
awaiting trial to determine whether long-term (or permanent) commitment is appropriate.”18  
Therefore, the Commission found that holding potential sexually violent predators in custody 
pending trial was an essential function of the program as enacted by the voters, and thus the 
attendant housing costs are no longer reimbursable pursuant to section 17556(f).  The 
Commission’s findings state expressly that the approved activity of transportation between the 
courthouse and a secure facility for probable cause hearings “does not include housing potential 
sexually violent predators pending the probable cause hearing or trial.”19  That determination is 
final and no longer subject to reconsideration, and therefore costs pertaining to housing a 
potential sexually violent predator are not reimbursable in these parameters and guidelines. 

ii. Activities and costs related to retention of necessary experts, investigators, and 
professionals for preparation for a probable cause hearing are reasonably 
necessary to comply with the mandate and should remain reimbursable. 

The County also urges the Commission to consider providing reimbursement in the parameters 
and guidelines for “costs the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel incur for 
retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation and appearance at 
the probable cause hearing.”  The County asserts that “[e]ven though these costs are not 
expressly identified as reimbursable costs in the original test claim decision, these costs have 
been and should continue to be reimbursed to claimants by the state.”  The County “requests that 
the [C]ommission specifically find that these costs continue to be reimbursable to local agencies 
pursuant to the SVP mandate,” because, the County asserts, “retention of qualified experts, 
investigators and professionals for probable cause hearings is critical to the prosecution and 
defense of individuals at the probable cause hearing.”20 

Reasonably necessary activities proposed must be supported by substantial evidence in order to 
withstand judicial review, and that evidence must include something other than hearsay 
evidence. 21  Here, the County submits the declaration of Mr. Michael Ruiz, a Deputy Public 

17 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at pp. 2-3. 
18 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 37. 
19 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 55. 
20 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 2. 
21 Government Code section 17559(b) (Stats. 1999, ch. 643 (Ab 1679)) [citing Code of Civil 
Procedure section 1094.5]. 
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Defender for the County of San Diego.  Mr. Ruiz states that “retention of necessary experts, 
investigators and professionals for purposes of preparing for a probable cause hearing can be 
critical to the defense of individual [sic].”22  In addition, Mr. Ruiz states that “[t]he probable 
cause hearing is a critical stage of any SVP civil commitment proceeding, and that “SVP 
litigation is a high-end forensic practice…and the assistance of qualified professionals is critical 
to the preparation of these cases.”23  Mr. Ruiz also states that “[a]t the probable cause stage of 
SVP proceedings, practitioners for both sides must be able to independently assess both the 
diagnostic and the relative risk conclusions reached by the designated DSH evaluators.”24 

Based on the foregoing, staff finds that the activity of “Preparation and attendance by the 
county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel at the probable cause hearing” should 
be modified to include the retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation.  However, the amended activity may not be interpreted to provide reimbursement 
for preparation for trial; the amended activity shall provide as follows: 

1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause 
hearing includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

d. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for the probable cause hearing ONLY. 

This activity does not include retention of experts, investigators, and professionals 
for preparation for trial on the issue of whether an individual is a sexually violent 
predator. 

IV. STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Commission adopt the attached proposed statement of decision and 
proposed amended parameters and guidelines.  Staff further recommends that the Commission 
authorize staff to make any non-substantive, technical corrections to the amended parameters and 
guidelines following the Commission hearing on this matter. 

  

22 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at pp. 6-7. 
23 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 7. 
24 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 7. 
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BEFORE THE 

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

IN RE AMENDED PARAMETERS AND 
GUIDELINES: 

Welfare and Institutions Code section 6602; 

Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 (SB 1143); Statutes 
1995, Chapter 763 (AB 888); Statutes 1996, 
Chapter 4 (AB 1496); 

Sexually Violent Predators (CSM-4509), As 
Modified by: 

Proposition 83, General Election,                 
November 7, 2006 

Period of reimbursement begins on July 1, 2011. 

Case No.: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01) 

Sexually Violent Predators  
STATEMENT OF DECISION PURSUANT 
TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 17500 
ET SEQ.; CALIFORNIA CODE OF 
REGULATIONS, TITLE 2, DIVISION 2, 
CHAPTER 2.5, ARTICLE 7 

(Adopted March 28, 2014) 

 

STATEMENT OF DECISION 
The Commission on State Mandates (Commission) adopted this statement of decision and 
parameters and guidelines during a regularly scheduled hearing on March 28, 2014.  [Witness list 
will be included in the final statement of decision.]   

The law applicable to the Commission’s determination of a reimbursable state-mandated 
program is article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution, Government Code  
section 17500 et seq., and related case law. 

The Commission adopted the amended parameters and guidelines and statement of decision by a 
vote of [Vote count will be included in the final statement of decision]. 

I. SUMMARY OF THE MANDATE 
These proposed amended parameters and guidelines pertain to the Sexually Violent Predators 
test claim, CSM-4509, as modified by the Commission’s new test claim decision adopted 
December 6, 2013, pursuant to a redetermination request (12-MR-02) filed by the Department of 
Finance (Finance).  Based on the filing date of the redetermination request, the period of 
reimbursement for these amended parameters and guidelines begins on July 1, 2011.25 

Statutes 1995, chapters 762 and 763, and Statutes 1996, chapter 4, established civil commitment 
procedures for the continued detention and treatment of sexually violent offenders following 
their completion of a prison term for certain sex offenses.  Before detention and treatment are 
imposed, the county attorney is required to file a petition for civil commitment.  A trial is then 

25 Government Code section 17570(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
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conducted to determine beyond a reasonable doubt if the inmate is a sexually violent predator, as 
defined in the statutes.  If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent predator is indigent, the 
test claim statutes require counties to provide the indigent with assistance of counsel and experts 
necessary to prepare the defense. 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a statement of decision on the test claim, approving 
reimbursement for preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel at the probable 
cause hearing, trial, and further hearings; and related activities, including housing and 
transportation of potential sexually violent predator while awaiting trial.26 

The new test claim decision, adopted December 6, 2013, provides continuing reimbursement 
only for preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing, and for transportation between a courthouse and a secure 
facility for purposes of the probable cause hearing.27  The Commission, pursuant to the 
redetermination decision authorized by Government Code section 17570, found that both of 
these activities were imposed by the Legislature, but that all other activities previously approved 
were now required by an intervening voter-enacted ballot measure, and therefore no longer 
reimbursable pursuant to Government Code section 17556(f).28 

II. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
On June 25, 1998, the Commission adopted a test claim statement of decision approving 
reimbursement for certain activities of the Sexually Violent Predators program.29  On September 
24, 1998, the Commission adopted parameters and guidelines.30  On October 30, 2009, the 
parameters and guidelines were amended pursuant to a boilerplate language amendment request 
brought by the State Controller’s Office.31 

On January 15, 2013, Finance filed a request for redetermination of the Sexually Violent 
Predators mandate, CSM-4509.32  On December 6, 2013, the Commission adopted a new test 
claim decision to reflect the state’s modified liability.33  On December 13, 2013, Commission 
staff issued a draft expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines, in accordance with the 
Commission’s new test claim decision.34  On December 27, 2013, the County of San Diego 
submitted written comments on the draft expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines.35  

26 Exhibit A, Test Claim Statement of Decision, adopted June 25, 1998, at p. 13. 
27 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at pp. 54-55.  
28 Ibid. 
29 Exhibit A, Test Claim Statement of Decision. 
30 Exhibit B, Parameters and Guidelines, adopted September 24, 1998, at pp. 3-5. 
31 Exhibit C, Amended Parameters and Guidelines, adopted October 30, 2009. 
32 Exhibit D, Redetermination Request, dated January 15, 2013. 
33 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision. 
34 Exhibit F, Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines. 
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On January 2, 2014, the State Controller’s Office submitted written comments on the draft 
expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines.36 

III. COMMISSION FINDINGS  

A. Period of Reimbursement (Section III. of Parameters and Guidelines) 
Government Code section 17570(f) provides that redetermination request “shall be filed on or 
before June 30 following a fiscal year in order to establish eligibility for reimbursement or loss 
of reimbursement for that fiscal year.37  Based on the January 15, 2013 filing date,38 eligibility 
for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement under the new test claim decision adopted pursuant 
to that request is established beginning July 1, 2011. 

B. Reimbursable Activities (Section IV. of Parameters and Guidelines) 
In the draft expedited amended parameters and guidelines, the following two activities only were 
identified for reimbursement, in accordance with the new test claim decision:39  

1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 
defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause 
hearing includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between the designated 
secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable cause hearing.  
Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such transportation and housing costs, 
regardless of whether the secured facility is a state facility or county facility, except in 
those circumstances when the State has directly borne the costs of housing and 
transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such costs shall be permitted.  

This activity does not include transportation for purposes other than the probable 
cause hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, and does not 
include housing potential sexually violent predators pending the probable cause 
hearing or trial. 

The Commission finds that the above reimbursable activities are consistent with the new test 
claim statement of decision, and should continue to be reimbursable in the amended parameters 
and guidelines. 

35 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments. 
36 Exhibit H, Controller’s Comments. 
37 Government Code section 17570(f) (Stats. 2010, ch. 719 (SB 856)). 
38 Exhibit D, Redetermination Request. 
39 Exhibit F, Draft Expedited Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines. 
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1. Some of the activities alleged by the County of San Diego are reasonably 
necessary to comply with the mandate.  

In comments submitted on the draft expedited amended parameters and guidelines, the County of 
San Diego urged the Commission to consider additional “reasonably necessary” activities related 
to the two activities identified above.  Specifically, the County asserted that preparation for a 
probable cause hearing by indigent defense counsel also requires the “retention of qualified 
experts, investigators and professionals,” and that costs related to housing potential sexually 
violent predators pending a probable cause hearing should continue to be reimbursable.40 

i. Activities and costs related to housing potential sexually violent predators 
pending trial are expressly denied in the test claim decision. 

In the new test claim decision, the Commission found that costs to house a potential sexually 
violent predator at a secure facility pending trial were not reimbursable, because the “purpose 
and intent of Proposition 83 is to protect the public from dangerous felony offenders…” and the 
proper operation of the program “requires therefore that persons must be held in custody while 
awaiting trial to determine whether long-term (or permanent) commitment is appropriate.”41  
Therefore, the Commission found that holding potential sexually violent predators in custody 
pending trial was an essential function of the program as enacted by the voters, and thus the 
attendant housing costs are no longer reimbursable pursuant to section 17556(f). 

The County argues here that costs related to housing each potential sexually violent predator 
during the probable cause hearing should continue to be reimbursable.  The County states that 
“inmates that are the subject of the SVP proceedings are housed by the California Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation at facilities throughout the state as far east as Calipatria and as far 
north as Coalinga.”  When an inmate is brought back to the County for trial on the issue of 
whether he or she is a sexually violent predator, the inmate is “generally brought to the San 
Diego Central Jail, processed and then transferred to and housed at the George Bailey Detention 
Facility in Otay Mesa.”42  The County asserts that its “Sheriff is responsible for housing these 
inmates for the duration of their stay in San Diego County, which often lasts several months.”43 

However, whether or not a probable cause hearing is held, the “stay in San Diego County” for 
which the County seeks reimbursement ultimately concludes with an SVP trial, which the 
Commission has determined is no longer reimbursable.  The County fails to allege an 
incremental increase in service or cost that is required to house an inmate pending a probable 
cause hearing, over and above that required to house the same person only for trial.  Moreover, 
the “cost to process and intake an inmate, [and to] provide medical exams” would logically be 
incurred by the counties even if no probable cause hearing were required.  These initial intake 
activities would be required pending an SVP trial, and therefore these activities are necessary to 

40 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at pp. 2-3. 
41 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 37. 
42 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 3. 
43 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 9. 
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implement the voter-enacted ballot measure and are no longer reimbursable, consistent with the 
Commission’s new test claim decision.   

More importantly, based on the findings cited above from the new test claim decision, it would 
be inconsistent with the new test claim decision to now include in the parameters and guidelines 
reimbursement for housing costs pending a probable cause hearing.  The Commission’s findings 
state expressly that the approved activity of transportation between the courthouse and a secure 
facility for probable cause hearings “does not include housing potential sexually violent 
predators pending the probable cause hearing or trial.”44  That determination is final and no 
longer subject to reconsideration, and therefore costs pertaining to housing a potential sexually 
violent predator are not reimbursable in these parameters and guidelines. 

ii. Activities and costs related to retention of necessary experts, investigators, and 
professionals for preparation for a probable cause hearing are reasonably 
necessary to comply with the mandate and should remain reimbursable. 

In addition to the costs of housing inmates pending probable cause hearings, the County urges 
the Commission to consider providing reimbursement in the parameters and guidelines for “costs 
the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel incur for retention of necessary 
experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation and appearance at the probable cause 
hearing.”  The County asserts that “[e]ven though these costs are not expressly identified as 
reimbursable costs in the original test claim decision, these costs have been and should continue 
to be reimbursed to claimants by the state.”  The County “requests that the [C]ommission 
specifically find that these costs continue to be reimbursable to local agencies pursuant to the 
SVP mandate,” because, the County asserts, “retention of qualified experts, investigators and 
professionals for probable cause hearings is critical to the prosecution and defense of individuals 
at the probable cause hearing.”45 

Government Code section 17559 provides that a claimant or the state may petition to set aside a 
Commission decision not supported by substantial evidence.46  The Commission’s regulations 
provide that hearings need not be conducted according to strict and technical rules of evidence, 
but that evidence must be “the sort of evidence on which responsible persons are accustomed to 
rely in the conduct of serious affairs,” and that hearsay evidence will usually not be sufficient to 
support a finding unless admissible over objection in a civil action.  The regulations also provide 
for admission of oral or written testimony, the introduction of exhibits, and taking official notice 
“in the manner and of such information as is described in Government Code section 11515.”47  
Therefore the reasonably necessary activities proposed must be supported by substantial 
evidence in order to withstand judicial review, and that evidence must include something other 
than hearsay evidence. 

44 Exhibit E, New Test Claim Statement of Decision, at p. 55. 
45 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 2. 
46 Government Code section 17559(b) (Stats. 1999, ch. 643 (Ab 1679)) [citing Code of Civil 
Procedure section 1094.5]. 
47 Code of Regulations, title 2, section 1187.5. 
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The County submits the declaration of Mr. Michael Ruiz, a Deputy Public Defender for the 
County of San Diego.  Mr. Ruiz states that “retention of necessary experts, investigators and 
professionals for purposes of preparing for a probable cause hearing can be critical to the defense 
of individual [sic].”48  In addition, Mr. Ruiz states that “[t]he probable cause hearing is a critical 
stage of any SVP civil commitment proceeding, and that “SVP litigation is a high-end forensic 
practice…and the assistance of qualified professionals is critical to the preparation of these 
cases.”49  Mr. Ruiz also states that “[a]t the probable cause stage of SVP proceedings, 
practitioners for both sides must be able to independently assess both the diagnostic and the 
relative risk conclusions reached by the designated DSH evaluators.”50  

No evidence has been filed to rebut this declaration. 

Therefore, based on the foregoing, the Commission finds that the activity of “Preparation and 
attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense counsel at the probable 
cause hearing” should be modified to include the retention of necessary experts, investigators, 
and professionals for preparation.  However, the amended activity may not be interpreted to 
provide reimbursement for preparation for trial; the amended activity shall provide as follows: 

1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause hearing 
includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

d. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for the probable cause hearing ONLY. 

This activity does not include retention of experts, investigators, and professionals 
for preparation for trial on the issue of whether an individual is a sexually violent 
predator. 

IV. CONCLUSION 
Based on the foregoing analysis, the Commission hereby adopts the proposed statement of 
decision and attached proposed amendments to the parameters and guidelines. 

 

48 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at pp. 6-7. 
49 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 7. 
50 Exhibit G, County of San Diego Comments, at p. 7. 
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Amended:  March 28, 2014 
Amended:  October 30, 2009 
Adopted: September 24, 1998 
J:\MANDATES\csm4000\4509 (SVP MR)\Ps and Gs\new test claim decision ps&gs\final amendment.doc 

AMENDMENT TO PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6250 and 6600 through 6608 6602 

Statutes 1995, Chapter 762 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 763 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 

As Modified by: 
Proposition 83, General Election, November 7, 2006 

Sexually Violent Predators 

CSM-4509 
(amended by 05-PGA-43, 12-MR-01)  

This amendment is effective beginning July 1, 2011with claims filed for the  
July 1, 2005 through June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

I. Summary of the Mandate 
Statutes 1995, cChapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, and Statutes 1996, cChapter 4, Statutes 
of 1996, established new civil commitment procedures for the continued detention and treatment 
of sexually violent offenders following their completion of a prison term for certain sex-related 
offenses.  Before detention and treatment are imposed, the county attorney is required to file a 
petition for civil commitment.  A trial is then conducted to determine if the inmate is a sexually 
violent predator beyond a reasonable doubt.  If the inmate accused of being a sexually violent 
predator is indigent, the test claim legislation requires counties to provide the indigent with the 
assistance of counsel and experts necessary to prepare the defense. 

On June 25, 1998, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) adopted a sStatement of 
dDecision which approved reimbursement for the following services: 

• Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney 
or County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil 
commitment proceedings.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i).) 

• Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine 
if the county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, 
subd. (i).) 

• Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated 
counsel.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6601, subd. (i).) 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at trial.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6604.) 
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• Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6605, subds. (b) through (d), and 6608, subds. (a) 
through (d).) 

• Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation for 
trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
(Welf. & Inst. Code, §§ 6603 and 6605, subd. (d).) 

• Transportation and housing for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 6602.) 

Chapters 762 and 763, Statutes of 1995, were enacted on October 11, 1995, and became operative 
on January 1, 1996.  Chapter 4, Statutes of 1996, relating to the transportation and housing of 
potential sexually violent predators at a secured facility, was enacted as an urgency measure and 
became operative on January 25, 1996. 

On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 83, also known as Jessica’s Law, which 
amended and reenacted several sections of the Welfare and Institutions Code, including sections 
approved for reimbursement in the Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 test claim. 

On January 15, 2013, the Department of Finance filed a request for redetermination of the  
CSM-4509 decision pursuant to Government Code section 17570.  A new test claim decision was 
adopted December 6, 2013, and these parameters and guidelines were amended, as follows, 
pursuant to that decision. 

II. Eligible Claimants 
Any Ccountyies or cityies and countyies which incurs increased costs as a result of this mandate 
is eligible to claim reimbursement. 

III. Period of Reimbursement 
This amendment is effective beginning with claims filed for the July 1, 2005 through  
June 30, 2006 period of reimbursement. 

Section 17557 of the Government Code states that a test claim must be submitted on or before 
December 31 following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that fiscal 
year.  The test claim for this mandate was filed by the County of Los Angeles on May 30, 1996.  
Therefore, costs incurred for Chapter 762, Statutes of 1995 and Chapter 763, Statutes of 1995, are 
eligible for reimbursement on or after January 1, 1996.  Costs incurred for Chapter 4, Statutes of 
1996, regarding transport and secured custody of defendants, are eligible for reimbursement on or 
after January 25, 1996. 

Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim.  Estimated costs for the 
subsequent year may be included on the same claim, if applicable.  Pursuant to section 17561, 
subdivision (d)(1) of the Government Code, all claims for reimbursement of costs shall be 
submitted within 120 days of notification by the State Controller of the enactment of the claims 
bill. 
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If total costs for a given year do not exceed $200, no reimbursement shall be allowed, except as 
otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564. 

Government Code section 17570(f) provides that a request for adoption of a new test claim 
decision (mandate redetermination) shall be filed on or before June 30 following a fiscal year in 
order to establish eligibility for reimbursement or loss of reimbursement for that fiscal year.  The 
request for mandate redetermination was filed on January 15, 2013, establishing eligibility for 
reimbursement or loss of reimbursement based on a new test claim decision on or after  
July 1, 2011. 

Reimbursement for state-mandated costs may be claimed as follows: 

1. Actual costs for one fiscal year shall be included in each claim.   

2. Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1)(A), all claims for reimbursement of 
initial fiscal year costs shall be submitted to the State Controller within 120 days of the 
issuance date for the claiming instructions. 

3. Pursuant to Government Code section 17560(a), a local agency may, by February 15 
following the fiscal year in which costs were incurred, file an annual reimbursement claim 
that details the costs actually incurred for that fiscal year. 

4. If revised claiming instructions are issued by the State Controller pursuant to Government 
Code section 17558(c), between November 15 and February 15, a local agency filing an 
annual reimbursement claim shall have 120 days following the issuance date of the 
revised claiming instructions to file a claim.  (Gov. Code §17560(b).) 

5. If the total costs for a given fiscal year do not exceed $1,000, no reimbursement shall be 
allowed except as otherwise allowed by Government Code section 17564(a). 

6. There shall be no reimbursement for any period in which the Legislature has suspended 
the operation of a mandate pursuant to state law. 

IV. Reimbursable Activities 
To be eligible for mandated cost reimbursement for any fiscal year, only actual costs may be 
claimed.  Actual costs are those costs actually incurred to implement the mandated activities.  

Actual costs must be traceable and supported by source documents that show the validity of such 
costs, when they were incurred, and their relationship to the reimbursable activities.  A source 
document is a document created at or near the same time the actual cost was incurred for the 
event or activity in question.  Source documents may include, but are not limited to, employee 
time records or time logs, sign-in sheets, invoices, and receipts.  

Evidence corroborating the source documents may include, but is not limited to, worksheets, cost 
allocation reports (system generated), purchase orders, contracts, agendas, training packets, and 
declarations.  Declarations must include a certification or declaration stating, “I certify (or 
declare) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, based upon personal knowledge.” and must further comply with the 
requirements of Code of Civil Procedure section 2015.5.  Evidence corroborating the source 
documents may include data relevant to the reimbursable activities otherwise in compliance with 
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local, state, and federal government requirements.  However, corroborating documents cannot be 
substituted for source documents. 

The claimant is only allowed to claim and be reimbursed for increased costs for reimbursable 
activities identified below. Increased cost is limited to the cost of an activity that the claimant is 
required to incur as a result of the mandate. 

Claimants may use time studies to support salary and benefit costs when an activity is task-
repetitive.  Activities that require varying levels of effort are not appropriate for time studies.  
Time study usage is subject to the review and audit conducted by the State Controller’s Office. 

For each eligible claimant, all direct and indirect costs of labor, supplies and services, for the 
following activities only are eligible for reimbursement:   

A. Designation by the County Board of Supervisors of the appropriate District Attorney or 
County Counsel who will be responsible for the sexually violent predator civil commitment 
proceedings. 

1. Development of internal policies and procedures (one-time activity). 

2. One-time training for each employee who normally works on the sexually violent predator 
program on the county’s internal policies and procedures. 

B.  The following reimbursable activities must be specifically identified to a defendant: 

 1. Initial review of reports and records by the county’s designated counsel to determine if the 
county concurs with the state’s recommendation.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated counsel; and 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls. 

c. Investigator services that are necessary to determine the sufficiency of the factual 
evidence supporting a petition. 

2. Preparation and filing of the petition for commitment by the county’s designated counsel.  
Such activities include secretarial and paralegal services to assist the county’s designated 
counsel in the preparation and filing of the petition for commitment. 

3. 1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable cause hearing 
includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

d. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation 
for the probable cause hearing ONLY. 

This activity does not include retention of experts, investigators, and professionals for 
preparation for trial on the issue of whether an individual is a sexually violent 
predator. 
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4. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at pre-trial and trial hearings.  Preparation for the pre-trial and trial hearings 
include the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

5. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent defense 
counsel at subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the sexually violent predator.  
Preparation for the subsequent hearings includes the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 

b. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 

c. Travel. 

6. Retention of court-approved experts, investigators, and professionals for the indigent 
defendant in preparation for trial and subsequent hearings regarding the condition of the 
sexually violent predator.  Such activity includes the following: 

a. Copying and long distance telephone calls made by the court-approved expert, 
investigator and/or professional; and 

b. Travel. 

7. Transportation and housing costs for each potential sexually violent predator at a secured 
facility while the individual awaits trial on the issue of whether he or she is a sexually 
violent predator.  2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between 
the designated secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable 
cause hearing.  Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such transportation and 
housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a state facility or county 
facility, except in those circumstances when the State has directly borne the costs of 
housing and transportation, in which case no reimbursement of such costs shall be 
permitted.  

This activity does not include transportation for purposes other than the probable cause 
hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, and does not include 
housing potential sexually violent predators pending the probable cause hearing or trial.   

V. Claim Preparation and Submission  
Claims for reimbursement must be timely filed and identify each cost element for which 
reimbursement is claimed under this mandate.  Claimed costs must be identified to each 
reimbursable activity identified in Section IV of this document. 

SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 

A.  Direct Costs  
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Direct Costs are defined as costs that can be traced to specific goods, services, units, programs, 
activities or functions. 

Claimed costs shall be supported by the following cost element information: 

Each of the following cost elements must be identified for each reimbursable activity identified in 
Section IV, Reimbursable Activities, of this document.  Each claimed reimbursable cost must be 
supported by source documentation as described in Section IV.  Additionally, each 
reimbursement claim must be filed in a timely manner. 

A. Direct Cost Reporting 

Direct costs are those costs incurred specifically for the reimbursable activities.  The following 
direct costs are eligible for reimbursement. 

1.  Salaries and Benefits 

Identify the employee(s), and/or show the classification of the employee(s) involved.  
Describe the reimbursable activities performed and specify the actual time devoted to each 
reimbursable activity by each employee, productive hourly rate and related fringe benefits. 

Reimbursement for personal services include compensation paid for salaries, wages and 
employee fringe benefits.  Employee fringe benefits include regular compensation paid to an 
employee during periods of authorized absences (e.g., annual leave, sick leave) and the 
employer’s contribution of social security, pension plans, insurance and worker’s 
compensation insurance.  Fringe benefits are eligible for reimbursement when distributed 
equitably to all job activities which the employee performs. 

Report each employee implementing the reimbursable activities by name, job classification, 
and productive hourly rate (total wages and related benefits divided by productive hours).  
Describe the specific reimbursable activities performed and the hours devoted to each 
reimbursable activity performed. 

2. Materials and Supplies 

Only expenditures that can be identified as a direct cost of this mandate may be claimed.  List 
the cost of the materials and supplies consumed specifically for the purposes of this mandate.  
Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after deducting cash discounts, rebates and 
allowances received by the claimant.  Supplies that are withdrawn from inventory shall be 
charged based on a recognized method of costing, consistently applied. 

Report the cost of materials and supplies that have been consumed or expended for the 
purpose of the reimbursable activities.  Purchases shall be claimed at the actual price after 
deducting discounts, rebates, and allowances received by the claimant.  Supplies that are 
withdrawn from inventory shall be charged on an appropriate and recognized method of 
costing, consistently applied. 

3. Contracted Services 

Provide the name(s) of the contractor(s) who performed the services, including any fixed 
contracts for services.  Describe the reimbursable activity(ies) performed by each named 
contractor and give the number of actual hours spent on the activities, if applicable.  Show the 
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inclusive dates when services were performed and itemize all costs for those services.  Attach 
consultant invoices to the claim. 

Report the name of the contractor and services performed to implement the reimbursable 
activities.  If the contractor bills for time and materials, report the number of hours spent on 
the activities and all costs charged.  If the contract is a fixed price, report the services that 
were performed during the period covered by the reimbursement claim.  If the contract 
services are also used for purposes other than the reimbursable activities, only the pro-rata 
portion of the services used to implement the reimbursable activities can be claimed.  Submit 
contract consultant and attorney invoices with the claim and a description of the contract 
scope of services. 

4. Fixed Assets 

List the costs of the fixed assets that have been acquired specifically for the purpose of this 
mandate.  If the fixed asset is utilized in some way not directly related to the mandated 
program, only the pro-rata portion of the asset which is used for the purposes of the mandated 
program is reimbursable. 

Report the purchase price paid for fixed assets (including computers) necessary to implement 
the reimbursable activities.  The purchase price includes taxes, delivery costs, and installation 
costs.  If the fixed asset is also used for purposes other than the reimbursable activities, only 
the pro-rata portion of the purchase price used to implement the reimbursable activities can be 
claimed. 

5. Travel 

Travel expenses for mileage, per diem, lodging, and other employee entitlements are eligible 
for reimbursement in accordance with the rules of the local jurisdiction.  Provide the name(s) 
of the traveler(s), purpose of travel, inclusive dates and times of travel, destination points, and 
travel costs. 

Report the name of the employee traveling for the purpose of the reimbursable activities.  
Include the date of travel, destination, the specific reimbursable activity requiring travel, and 
related travel expenses reimbursed to the employee in compliance with the rules of the local 
jurisdiction.  Report employee travel time according to the rules of cost element A.1., Salaries 
and Benefits, for each applicable reimbursable activity. 

6. Training 

The cost of training an employee to perform the mandated activities is eligible for 
reimbursement.  Identify the employee(s) by name and job classification.  Provide the title 
and subject of the training session, the date(s) attended, and the location.  Reimbursable costs 
may include salaries and benefits, transportation, lodging, per diem, and registration fees. 

Report the cost of training an employee to perform the reimbursable activities, as specified in 
Section IV of this document.  Report the name and job classification of each employee 
preparing for, attending, and/or conducting training necessary to implement the reimbursable 
activities.  Provide the title, subject, and purpose (related to the mandate of the training 
session), dates attended, and location.  If the training encompasses subjects broader than the 
reimbursable activities, only the pro-rata portion can be claimed.  Report employee training 
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time for each applicable reimbursable activity according to the rules of cost element A.1., 
Salaries and Benefits, and A.2., Materials and Supplies.  Report the cost of consultants who 
conduct the training according to the rules of cost element A.3., Contracted Services. 

B.  Indirect Costs  

Indirect costs are defined as costs which are incurred for a common or joint purpose, benefiting 
more than one program and are not directly assignable to a particular department or program 
without efforts disproportionate to the result achieved.  Indirect costs may include both  
(1) overhead costs of the unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of central government 
services distributed to other departments based on a systematic and rational basis through a cost 
allocation plan. 

Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedure provided in 
2 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) part 225 (Office of Management and Budget (the OMB) 
Circular A-87.  Claimants have the option of using 10% percent of direct labor, excluding fringe 
benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) for the department if the indirect 
cost rate claimed exceeds 10% percent.  If more than one department is claiming indirect costs for 
the mandated program, each department must have its own ICRP prepared in accordance with 
OMB A-87.  An ICRP must be submitted with the claim when the indirect cost rate exceeds 10%. 

If the claimant chooses to prepare an ICRP, both the direct costs (as defined and described in  
2 CFR part 225, appendices A and B (OMB Circular A-87 attachments A & B) and the indirect 
costs shall exclude capital expenditures and unallowable costs (as defined and described in  
2 CFR part 225, Appendices A and B (OMB Circular A-87 attachments A & B).  However, 
unallowable costs must be included in the direct cots if they represent activities to which indirect 
costs are properly allocable. 

The distribution base may be:  (1) total direct costs (excluding capital expenditures and other 
distorting items, such as pass-through funds, major subcontracts, etc.); (2) direct salaries and 
wages; or (3) another base which results in an equitable distribution. 

In calculating an ICRP, the claimant shall have the choice of one of the following methodologies: 

1. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in OMB Circular 
A-87 attachments A & B) shall be accomplished by:  (1) classifying a department’s 
total costs for the base period as either direct or indirect; and (2) dividing the total 
allowable indirect costs (net of applicable credits) by an equitable distribution base.  
The result of this process is an indirect cost rate which is used to distribute indirect 
costs to mandates.  The rate should be expressed as a percentage which the total 
amount of allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected; or 

2. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in OMB Circular 
A-87 attachments A & B) shall be accomplished by: (1) separating a department into 
groups, such as divisions or sections, and then classifying the division’s or section’s 
total costs for the base period as either direct or indirect; and (2) dividing the total 
allowable indirect costs (net of applicable credits) by an equitable distribution base.  
The result of this process is an indirect cost rate that is used to distribute indirect costs 
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to mandates.  The rate should be expressed as a percentage which the total amount of 
allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected. 

VI. Record Retention 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17558.5, subdivision (a), a reimbursement claim for actual 
costs filed by a local agency or school district pursuant to this chapter1 is subject to the initiation 
of an audit by the State Controller no later than three years after the date that the actual 
reimbursement claim is filed or last amended, whichever is later.  However, if no funds are 
appropriated or no payment is made to a claimant for the program for the fiscal year for which the 
claim is filed, the time for the State Controller to initiate an audit shall commence to run from the 
date of initial payment of the claim.  In any case, an audit shall be completed not later than two 
years after the date that the audit is commenced.  All documents used to support the reimbursable 
activities, as described in Section IV., must be retained during the period subject to audit.  If the 
State Controller has initiated an audit during the period subject to audit, the retention period is 
extended until the ultimate resolution of any audit findings. 

VII. Data for Development of a Statewide Cost Estimate 
The State Controller’s Office is directed to include in the claiming instructions a request that 
claimants send an additional copy of the test claim specific form for the initial years’ 
reimbursement claim by mail or facsimile to the Commission on State Mandates, 1300 I Street, 
Suite 950, Sacramento, California 95814, Facsimile number: (916) 445-0278.  Although 
providing this information to the Commission on State Mandates is not a condition of 
reimbursement, claimants are encouraged to provide this information to enable the Commission 
to develop a statewide cost estimate which will be the basis for the Legislature’s appropriation for 
this program. 

VII. Offsetting SavingsRevenues and Other Reimbursements 
Any offsetting savingsrevenue the claimant experiences in the same program as a direct result of 
the subject mandatesame statutes or executive orders found to contain the mandate shall be 
deducted from the costs claimed.  In addition, reimbursement for this mandate received from any 
source, including but not limited to, service fees collected, federal funds and other state funds 
shall be identified and deducted from this claim. 

IX. State Controller’s Office Required Certification 
An authorized representative of the claimant shall be required to provide a certification of the 
claim, as specified in the State Controller’s claiming instructions, for those costs mandated by the 
State contained herein. 

VIII. State Controller’s Claiming Instructions 
Pursuant to Government Code section 17558(b), the State Controller shall issue claiming 
instructions for each mandate that requires state reimbursement not later than 90 days after 
receiving the adopted parameters and guidelines from the Commission, to assist local agencies 
and school districts in claiming costs to be reimbursed.  The claiming instructions shall be 

1  This refers to Title 2, division 4, part 7, chapter 4 of the Government Code. 
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derived from these parameters and guidelines and the statements of decision on the test claim and 
parameters and guidelines adopted by the Commission. 

Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1), issuance of the claiming instructions shall 
constitute a notice of the right of the local agencies and school districts to file reimbursement 
claims, based upon parameters and guidelines adopted by the Commission. 

IX. Remedies Before the Commission 
Upon request of a local agency or school district, the Commission shall review the claiming 
instructions issued by the State Controller or any other authorized state agency for reimbursement 
of mandated costs pursuant to Government Code section 17571.  If the Commission determines 
that the claiming instructions do not conform to the parameters and guidelines, the Commission 
shall direct the State Controller to modify the claiming instructions and the State Controller shall 
modify the claiming instructions to conform to the parameters and guidelines as directed by the 
Commission.   

In addition, requests may be made to amend parameters and guidelines pursuant to Government 
Code section 17557(d), and California Code of Regulations, title 2, section 1183.2. 

X. Legal and Factual Basis for the Parameters and Guidelines 
The statements of decision for the mandate redetermination request and new test claim decision 
and amendments to parameters and guidelines are legally binding on all parties and provide the 
legal and factual basis for the parameters and guidelines.  The support for the legal and factual 
findings is found in the administrative record for the test claim.  The administrative record is on 
file with the Commission. 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

 
I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Solano and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the 
within action.  My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On March 12, 2014, I served the:  

 Proposed Statement of Decision and Amended Parameters and Guidelines 
Mandate Redetermination Request, 12-MR-01 (12-MR-01) 
Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6602 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4  
California Department of Finance, Requester  

by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on March 12, 2014 at Sacramento, 
California. 

             
____________________________ 
Heidi J. Palchik 

      Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 1/23/14

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Requester: Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
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Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Requester Representative
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915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
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915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
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907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Sean Hoffman, Director of Legislation, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 443-2017
mailto:shoffman@cdaa.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
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980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Anita Kerezsi, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Tammy Lagorio, Deputy Auditor-Controller III, County of San Joaquin
Auditor-Controller's Office, 44 N. San Joaquin Street, Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 953-1184
tlagorio@sjgov.org

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us

Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org
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Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
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gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
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Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559

298



3/12/2014 Mailing List

http://csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 10/12

Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816

299



3/12/2014 Mailing List

http://csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 11/12

Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
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Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Wendy Watanabe, County of Los Angeles
500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8301
wwatanabe@auditor.lacounty.gov

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-9653
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov

Mark Zahner, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
mzahner@cdaa.org
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

 
I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Solano and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to the 
within action.  My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On April 4, 2014, I served the:  

 Request for Additional Briefing and Evidence on Costs Pertaining to Housing 
Potential Sexually Violent Predators 
Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 (12-MR-01) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6602;  
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4  
California Department of Finance, Requester 

 
by making it available on the Commission’s website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on April 4, 2014 at Sacramento, 
California. 

             
____________________________ 
Heidi J. Palchik 

      Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 4/4/14

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Requester: Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, Auditor-Controller, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, Assessor - Recorder - County Clerk, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
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Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Requester Representative
915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office

308



4/4/2014 Mailing List

http://csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 4/13

Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
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440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Sean Hoffman, Director of Legislation, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 443-2017
mailto:shoffman@cdaa.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
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Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Anita Kerezsi, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Tammy Lagorio, Deputy Auditor-Controller III, County of San Joaquin
Auditor-Controller's Office, 44 N. San Joaquin Street, Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 953-1184
tlagorio@sjgov.org

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us
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Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us
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John Naimo, Acting Auditor-Controller, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller, 500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8302
jnaimo@auditor.lacounty.gov

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441

313



4/4/2014 Mailing List

http://csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 9/13

apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
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Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
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Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-9653
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov

Mark Zahner, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 443-2017
mzahner@cdaa.org
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PUBLIC MEETING 

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES 

 

TIME:  10:00 a.m.  

DATE:  Friday, March 28, 2014 

PLACE:  State Capitol, Room 447
Sacramento, California 

 

REPORTER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 

 

Reported by:  
     Daniel P. Feldhaus 

California Certified Shorthand Reporter #6949  
Registered Diplomate Reporter, Certified Realtime Reporter 

Daniel P. Feldhaus, C.S.R., Inc. 
Certified Shorthand Reporters 

8414 Yermo Way, Sacramento, California 95828 
Telephone 916.682.9482     Fax 916.688.0723 

FeldhausDepo@aol.com 
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A P P E A R A N C E S 
 

COMMISSIONERS PRESENT 
 

ERAINA ORTEGA 
(Commission Chair) 

Representative for MICHAEL COHEN, Director 
Department of Finance 

 
KEN ALEX 
Director 

Office of Planning & Research 
 

RICHARD CHIVARO 
Representative for JOHN CHIANG 

State Controller 
 

SARAH OLSEN 
Public Member 

 
M. CARMEN RAMIREZ 

Oxnard City Council Member 
 

ANDRÉ RIVERA 
Representative for BILL LOCKYER 

State Treasurer 
 

  DON SAYLOR 
Yolo County Supervisor 
Local Agency Member 

             
 

 
 

COMMISSION STAFF PRESENT 
 

HEATHER A. HALSEY 
Executive Director 

 (Items 2, 3, 16, and 19) 
 

JASON HONE 
Assistant Executive Director 

(Item 8)   
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A P P E A R A N C E S 
 
 

PARTICIPATING COMMISSION STAFF 
continued 

 
  CAMILLE N. SHELTON 
Chief Legal Counsel 

(Item 18) 
 

TYLER ASMUNDSON 
Senior Commission Counsel 

(Item 3) 
 

GINY CHANDLER 
Senior Commission Counsel 

(Item 4) 
 

 MATTHEW B. JONES 
 Commission Counsel 

(Item 6) 
  

 
 
 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 
Appearing Re Item 3:  
 
For Claimant Los Angeles Unified School District 
 
 BARRETT K. GREEN 
 Littler Mendelson 
  2049 Century Park East, Fifth Floor 
 Los Angeles, California 90067 
 
 
For Department of Finance 
 
 LISA MIERCZYNSKI 
 Department of Finance 
     915 L Street 
     Sacramento, California 95814 
 
 KATHY LYNCH 
 Department of Finance 
     915 L Street 
     Sacramento, California 95814 
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A P P E A R A N C E S 
 
 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
     
Appearing Re Item 4:  
 
For Claimant Twin Rivers Unified School District 
 
 ARTHUR PALKOWITZ 
   Stutz, Artiano, Shinoff & Holtz 
   2488 Historic Decatur Road, Suite 200 
   San Diego, California 92106 
 
 
For Department of Finance 
 
 JILLIAN KISSEE 
 Department of Finance 
     915 L Street 
     Sacramento, California 95814 
 
 KATHY LYNCH 
 Department of Finance 

 
    
Appearing Re Item 6:  
 
For Requestor Department of Finance 
         
 MICHAEL BYRNE  
     Department of Finance 
     915 L Street 
     Sacramento, California 95814 
 
 LEE SCOTT 
 Department of Finance 
     915 L Street 
     Sacramento, California 95814 
 
For San Diego County Sheriff, P.D., and D.A.: 
 
 TIMOTHY BARRY 
 Senior Deputy County Counsel 
 County of San Diego County Counsel’s Office 
 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355 
 San Diego, California 92101 
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A P P E A R A N C E S 
 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
  
  
Appearing Re Item 6:  continued 
 
For County of Los Angeles   
  
 HASMIK YAGHOBYAN 
 SB 90 Administration 
 County of Los Angeles Auditor-Controller’s Office 
 500 West Temple, Room 525 
 Los Angeles, California 90012 
       
 CRAIG OSAKI 
 County of Los Angeles Public Defender’s Office 
 210 West Temple Street 
 Los Angeles, California 90012 
 

 
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  MS. HALSEY:  Ms. Olsen? 

          MEMBER OLSEN:  Aye.  

          MS. HALSEY:  Ms. Ortega? 

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Aye.  

          MS. HALSEY:  Ms. Ramirez? 

          MEMBER RAMIREZ:  Aye.  

          MS. HALSEY:  Mr. Rivera? 

          MEMBER RIVERA:  Aye.  

          MS. HALSEY:  Mr. Saylor?  

          (No response.)       

          MS. HALSEY:  The motion carries.   

  Item 5 was postponed to May, the May hearing.   

  Item 6, Commission Counsel Matt Jones will 

present a parameters and guidelines amendment on Sexually 

Violent Predators.    

          MR. JONES:  Good morning.  This is Item 6, 

Sexually Violent Predators parameters and guidelines.   

  These parameters and guidelines pertain to the 

new test-claim decision adopted for the Sexually Violent 

Predators mandate.   

  The proposed parameters and guidelines are 

effective July 1, 2011, pursuant to the filing date of 

the redetermination request, and provide for the ending 

of reimbursement for six of eight activities approved  

in the prior test-claim decision, and continuing 
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reimbursement for activities related to the preparation 

of both county counsel and indigent defense counsel for 

the state-mandated probable-cause hearing, and 

transportation costs related to the state-mandated 

probable-cause hearing.   

  Yesterday, representatives from the County of 

San Diego contacted staff to raise an issue regarding 

costs of housing of potentially sexually violent 

predators pending or during the state-mandated 

probable-cause hearing.   

  Staff explored this issue and determined that 

while the Commission expressly struck reimbursement for 

housing of potential sexually violent predators awaiting 

trial, the findings did not specifically and expressly 

address housing costs pending the probable-cause hearing. 

And, therefore, the statement of decision will require a 

clarification before adoption.   

  Staff would be pleased to answer questions 

following testimony from the parties.   

  Will the parties and witnesses please state 

your names for the record?   

          MR. BARRY:  Timothy Barry, Office of County 

Counsel, on behalf of the San Diego County District 

Attorney’s office, Probation Department, and Sheriff.   

          MS. YAGHOBYAN:  Hasmik Yaghobyan on behalf of 
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County of Los Angeles.  

          MR. OSAKI:  Craig Osaki with the L.A. County 

Public Defender’s Office.  

          MR. SCOTT:  Lee Scott, Department of Finance.  

          MR. BYRNE:  Michael Byrne, Department of 

Finance.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Okay, Mr. Barry?     

          MR. BARRY:  Thank you. 

  In preparing for the hearing, I realized 

yesterday, in reading over both the executive summary and 

the proposed statement of decision, that in reading the 

last two sentences on page 4 of the executive summary and 

the last two sentences on page 10 of the statement of 

decision, under section I, small I, which reads:  The 

Commission’s findings state expressly that the approved 

activity of transportation between the courthouse and    

a secure facility for probable-cause hearings, quote,  

“does not include housing potentially sexually violent 

predators pending the probable-cause hearing or trial.”   

  And then it cites a footnote to Exhibit E, 

which is the new test-claim statement of decision at  

page 55.  When we went back and looked at page 55, the 

quoted language does not appear there.  And so I raised 

that question with staff yesterday.   

  Now, the reason that’s important is because  
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the next sentence within both the executive summary  

and the proposed statement of decision says that 

determination is final and no longer subject to 

reconsideration; and, therefore, costs pertaining to 

housing a potentially sexually violent predator are not 

reimbursable in these parameters and guidelines. 

    Well, it’s our position because the statement 

of decision is, in fact, silent with respect to the 

housing of sexually violent predators, that that is not 

an issue that was previously decided by the Commission, 

or certainly not expressly decided by the Commission.   

So it’s an appropriate subject matter for the discussion 

today.   

  We have actually filed declarations in our 

comments with respect to the housing costs that the 

Sheriff incurs for housing the sexually violent predators 

from the time that they’re brought from state prison to 

the county facilities through the actual trial.   

  In staff’s comments in the actual statement of 

decision, there is comment about -- and I’ll read it:  

However, whether or not the probable cause hearing is 

held, the, quote, “stay in San Diego County,” end quote, 

for which the county seeks reimbursement ultimately 

concludes with the SVP trial which the Commission has 

determined is no longer reimbursable.  The county  
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fails to allege an incremental increase in service or 

costs that is required to house an inmate pending a 

probable-cause hearing over and above that required to 

house the same person only for trial. 

  So if there was any certainty with respect to 

those costs, we actually allege what our daily costs  

are, we can identify the period of time frame from when 

they’re brought to the county facilities through and 

including the conclusion of the probable-cause hearing.   

  We understand that for the purposes of our 

discussion today, the Commission has already decided that 

the housing costs and other costs relating to trial are 

not reimbursable.  But with respect to the housing costs, 

we believe those are something that should -- with 

respect to the probable-cause hearing, those are 

something that should be reimbursable.   

  The staff recommendation is that the costs for 

transportation to the probable-cause hearing be 

reimbursable; that the preparation of the attorneys for 

the probable-cause hearing be reimbursable; that the 

retention of professionals, investigators, and experts 

for the probable-cause hearing be reimbursable.  And we 

see no reason why the housing costs relating to the 

probable-cause hearing should not also continue to be 

reimbursable.   
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  Mr. Osaki is here from the Los Angeles County’s 

Public Defender’s Office who, in fact, if there is any 

confusion with respect to how it actually works in 

practice, I think he can address that issue with respect 

to how things work in Los Angeles County.  

          MS. YAGHOBYAN:  Thank you.   

  Just to add one point, not repeating what 

Mr. Barry said; the problem with housing is like 

sometimes these probable-cause hearings take, if not 

years, it take months.  And these inmates have to be 

housed in the L.A. County Sheriff’s Department jail 

facility.  So who is responsible for that cost?   

  So we are not talking about a small cost 

related with the probable-cause hearing.  This is a  

huge cost.  For L.A. County only, it is like almost 

$600,000 a year.   

  So like Mr. Barry said, if you are allowing  

all those activities for probable-cause hearing, how 

about the housing?  So we believe the housing should be 

reimbursable, too, for the probable-cause hearing which, 

like I said -- and some inmates sometimes have more than 

one probable-cause hearing.  They go through one, they go 

through the second one.  And the whole time, they have to 

be jailed in the L.A. County Sheriff’s facilities.  So we 

think that that should be reimbursable, too, the housing 
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costs while, for a probable-cause hearing, they are 

waiting. 

          MR. OSAKI:  Members of the Commission and 

Staff, my name is Craig Osaki.  I’m the deputy in charge 

of the L.A. County Public Defender’s office SVP Branch.   

I’m here today to just speak to two issues.   

  First, I want to thank the Commission staff for 

its inclusion of costs related to necessary experts and 

professionals for the probable-cause hearing.  Experts 

are a necessary part of our practice, and we would not  

be competent without access to such services.  So thank 

you for that.   

  Second, I want to address this housing issue; 

and I want to provide a little bit of background so that 

you understand what happens to an individual from state 

prison, and as they go through the SVP process.   

  When I read the statement of decision, I 

thought that there may have been an assumption that the 

person remains in county jail from the time they come 

from state prison, all the way to the SVP trial.  And 

that just happens not to be the case.   

  What happens is that the individual subject to 

the SVP petition is transported from state prison to the 

county jail, and there he remains for perhaps several 

months, until we prepare for the probable-cause hearing. 
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   Now, there is a statutory provision that 

indicates that he does have a right to have this hearing 

within ten days; but because of the complexities of the 

case, it just almost never happens.   

  Now, once the probable cause is found by the 

Court, the individual is generally transported to the 

state hospital.   

  Now, the authority for this proposition is 

Welfare and Institutions Code 6602.5, and the case of 

People versus Ciancio.  It’s a 2003 California Appellate 

Court decision -- Ciancio being C-I-A-N-C-I-O --  

109 Cal.App.4th 175.   

  The individual will remain at the hospital 

until such time the attorney is ready to proceed to 

trial, whereupon the individual is then transferred back 

to county jail to await his trial.   

  Now, since the costs associated with the 

probable-cause hearing has been found to be reimbursable 

but not the costs associated with the trial, so according 

to the Commission’s analysis, it would just seem 

appropriate that the individual’s first day at the  

county jail prior to the probable-cause hearing would be 

reimbursable, and then perhaps his second stay pending 

trial perhaps would not be under that analysis.   

  But thank you for your time and attention.   

331



 

 Daniel P. Feldhaus, CSR, Inc.  916.682.9482 

 
 

 

 Commission on State Mandates – March 28, 2014 

   

 

60

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

I’d be happy to answer any questions.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Finance?   

          MR. BYRNE:  The housing issue, this is the 

first we’ve heard of it when we got here this morning.  

We haven’t had a chance to analyze it or even take a look 

at it.   

  The Governor’s budget, which was heard on the 

Assembly and Senate this week, includes funding for the 

Activity 4 and Activity 8.  And so I don’t know if that 

money is adequate to fund the housing.  I don’t know if 

the housing issue is going to be sustained by the 

Commission.  And I kind of -- I look toward the staff  

for direction here.  The process is on its way; and,  

you know, we really don’t have any comment.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Okay, thank you.   

  Go ahead.  

          MR. JONES:  First, let me say that Mr. Osaki  

is correct, that my assumption in writing this analysis 

was, indeed, that the potential SVP would remain in 

county custody for the entire time pending trial.  And 

there was perhaps -- I don’t want to say there was 

nothing in the record to indicate otherwise; but there 

wasn’t enough in the record to indicate otherwise, to 

clue me into the idea that we were talking about two 

separate stays in county custody.  And given that, I 

332



 

 Daniel P. Feldhaus, CSR, Inc.  916.682.9482 

 
 

 

 Commission on State Mandates – March 28, 2014 

   

 

61

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

think we probably -- I think we’d recommend that this -- 

well, the current statement of decision is probably not 

correct then, and the parameters and guidelines.  

          MS. SHELTON:  I was going to say, it needs to 

be analyzed.  Finance has not had the opportunity to talk 

about it, think about it, and respond to that.   

  You know, all the declarations to this point, 

as Matt indicated, there was a touch of housing 

discussion in there, but it wasn’t fleshed out.  Most of 

the arguments were really seeking reimbursement for, you 

know, preparation of the probable-cause hearing.   

  I think it is a valid issue.  And it sounds 

like there’s a lot of costs tied to that one particular 

element.  So it might be worth having further discussions 

and briefing on the issue.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Can I ask Mr. Osaki a question? 

   What happens if there isn’t space in the state 

hospital?   

          MR. OSAKI:  You know, actually, that just 

hasn’t been the case.   

  What’s been unusual is that, from what I’m 

aware of, the Coalinga State Hospital had been one of the 

more underutilized state hospitals.  And, in fact, they 

were taking in not only just SVP individuals, but I 

believe the Department of State Hospitals was also 
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starting to transfer in like MDOs, mentally disordered 

offenders, and other people just to kind of fill it up a 

little bit.   

  So we have never -- I don’t believe they’ve 

ever dealt with an issue of overcrowding at that state 

hospital.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Okay.   

          MR. BARRY:  May I comment, please?   

  CHAIR ORTEGA:  Yes. 

  MR. BARRY:  In the comments that we filed with 

the Commission with respect to the proposed parameters 

and guidelines at page 3, I dedicated an entire page to 

the process and the costs related to housing inmates; and 

we also submitted a declaration, which is Attachment B, 

from John Ingrassia, who is with the Sheriff’s Department 

and in charge of the housing of these SVP prisoners 

during the course and time that they’re at San Diego 

County facilities.   

  So there is information in the record with 

respect to those costs and what those costs consist of.   

And it seems that perhaps if we had a motion to adopt  

the proposed parameters and guidelines with an amendment 

to include housing costs through and including the 

conclusion of the probable-cause hearing, subject to 

continuing that for 30 days or two months, to allow 
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Finance to comment, if they deem it appropriate, then if 

we need to come back at some point in time, we could do 

that.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Yes, I mean, I would rather just 

postpone the decision, the action today, and give Finance 

a chance to respond and staff a chance to analyze further 

this discussion, and then bring the…  

          MS. SHELTON:  As Matt indicated, I think the 

way the decision was written was based on two assumptions 

that were not correct.  So, you know, regardless, the 

first one has to be changed and modified; and the second 

was based on an assumption of fact that is different than 

what Mr. Osaki was indicating.   

  So it would need to be rewritten, definitely, 

on that part.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Okay, so procedurally, do we 

need a motion to postpone, or can we just…?  

          MS. SHELTON:  Today you can all agree to 

postpone it.  

          CHAIR ORTEGA:  Is there any objection to 

postponing action on this item to a future hearing?   

  (No response) 

  CHAIR ORTEGA:  Seeing none, that will be the 

action.   

  Thank you, everyone.  
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April 25, 2014 

Ms. Heather Halsey 
Executive Director 
California Commission on State Mandates 
900 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA  95814 

Re: County of San Diego’s Comments in Response to Request for Additional 
Briefing and Evidence on Costs Pertaining to Housing Potential Sexually 
Violent Predators 
Mandate Redetermination Request 12-MR-01 
Sexually Violent Predators, (CSM 4509) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6601 through 6608 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; 
Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 
Requestor: California Department of Finance 

Dear Ms. Halsey: 

The County of San Diego, on behalf of the San Diego County Office of the Public 
Defender, the San Diego District Attorney’s Office and the San Diego County Sheriff 
(collectively referred to as the “County”), hereby submits the following comments in 
response to your Request for Additional Briefing and Evidence on Costs Pertaining to 
Housing Potential Sexually Violent Predators filed April 4, 2014.   

Costs Related to the Housing of Each Potential Sexually Violent Predator during the 
Probable Cause Hearing Should Continue to be Reimbursable.  

Prior to the Probable Cause hearing, inmates are transported from the State 
facilities where they are incarcerated to San Diego County for the hearing and they 
generally remain in the Sheriff’s custody through the conclusion of the probable cause 
hearing.  If the court makes a finding that there is probable cause to hold a trial on the 
issue of whether an inmate is an SVP, the inmate generally will be returned to either the 
State Hospital or sent back to the State facility where they were incarcerated.  (Ruiz Decl. 

THOMAS E. MONTGOMERY 
COUNTY COUNSEL 

OFFICE OF COUNTY COUNSEL 
1600 PACIFIC HIGHWAY, ROOM 355, SAN DIEGO, CA 92101 

(619) 531-4860    Fax (619) 531-6005 

TIMOTHY M. BARRY 
SENIOR DEPUTY 

Direct Dial:  (619) 531-6259 
E-Mail:  timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov 

RECEIVED

Commission on
State Mandates

April 25, 2014

Exhibit L
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¶ 7.)  In some instances, inmates may also remain in the Sheriff’s custody after the 
probable cause hearing through trial.  (Id.) 
  

Inmates that are the subject of the SVP proceedings are housed by the California 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation at facilities  throughout the state as far east 
as Calipatria and as far north as Coalinga.  (Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 6.)  When these inmates 
arrive in San Diego County for their SVP proceeding, they are generally brought to the 
San Diego Central Jail, processed and then transferred to and housed at the George 
Bailey Detention Facility in Otay Mesa.  (Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 7.) 

 
The Sheriff is responsible for housing these inmates for the duration of their stay 

in San Diego County, which often lasts several months.  (Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 8.)  Attached 
to the Declaration of Michael Ruiz as Exhibit 1, submitted herewith, is a representative 
sampling of inmates who have been in the Sheriff’s custody pending their Probable 
Cause hearings.  As evidenced by Exhibit 1, inmates are housed, on average, 120 days 
from the date of their booking into County jail to the commencement of the Probable 
Cause Hearing.  (Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 10; Ruiz Decl. ¶ 6.) 

 
The cost to house an inmate, which includes, among other things, the cost to 

process and intake an inmate, provide medical exams, staffing, utilities, and food varies 
between an average cost of $107.50 per day at the George Bailey Correctional Facility to 
$159.24 per day at the Central Jail.  The State has previously reimbursed the Sheriff for 
the cost to house these inmates at the rate of $71.87.  (Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 11.) 

  
Using the actual average cost, the average cost incurred by the Sheriff to house 

each inmate pending his probable cause hearing is between $12,900 and $19,108.80.  
These costs are exclusive of and in addition to the costs of housing inmates pending trial.  
(Ingrassia Decl. ¶ 12.)    

 
Housing inmates for their probable cause hearings is a vital and necessary 

component to carrying out the balance of the mandated activities required by Welfare & 
Institutions Code (“W&I”) sections 6600 through 6608 and should continue to be 
reimbursable.  As a result of the provisions of W&I Code section 6602 requiring a 
probable cause hearing, alleged SVPs are either required to be transported and housed by 
the Sheriff two different times, once for the Probable Cause hearing, and once for the 
actual trial, or the alleged SVP remains in the custody of the Sheriff for an extended 
period of time, that would not have been necessary but for the Probable Cause hearing 
requirement.  (Ruiz Decl. ¶ 9.)     
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Conclusion 
 

For the reasons set forth above, the reimbursable activities identified in the draft 
expedited amendment to parameters and guidelines should be amended to read as 
follows: 

 
For each eligible claimant, the following activities only are eligible for 

reimbursement: 
 
1. Preparation and attendance by the county’s designated counsel and indigent 

defense counsel at the probable cause hearing.  Preparation for the probable 
cause hearing includes, the following: 

a. Secretarial, paralegal and investigator services; 
b. Retention of necessary experts, investigators, and professionals for preparation 

for the probable cause hearing regarding the condition of the sexually violent 
predator. 

c. Copying and making long distance telephone calls; and 
d. Travel. 

 
2. Transportation for each potential sexually violent predator between the 

designated secured housing facility and the court only for purposes of a probable 
cause hearing.  Counties shall be entitled to reimbursement for such 
transportation and housing costs, regardless of whether the secured facility is a 
state facility or county facility, except in those circumstances when the State has 
directly borne the costs of housing and transportation, in which case no 
reimbursement of such costs shall be permitted. 

 
This activity does not include transportation and housing for purposes other than 
the probable cause hearing for potential sexually violent predators awaiting trial, 
and does not include housing potential sexually violent predators pending the 
probable cause hearing or trial. 

 
Declaration 
 

I, Timothy Barry declare that I am employed as a Senior Deputy County Counsel 
for the County of San Diego; that I am familiar with the facts and issues presented in this 
matter; and that I am authorized to make this declaration on behalf of the County of San 
Diego. 
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Ms. Halsey -4- April 25, 2014 

I further certify under penalty of perjury that the facts set forth in the foregoing 
comments and the attachment hereto are true and correct to the best of my own 
knowledge except as to matters stated on information and belief and as to those matters, I 
believe them to be true. 

Executed this 25th day of April, 2014, in San Diego, California. 

TMB:nb 
13-90066 

cc: Mr. Michael Ruiz 
Mr. John Rice 
Mr. Ronald Lane 

Very truly yours, 

THOMAS E. MONTGOMERY, County Counsel 

\~ 
By meJV~~~ 

TIMOTHY BARRY, Senior Deputy 
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ATTACHMENT A 

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL F. RUIZ 
IN SUPPORT OF COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO'S COMMENTS IN RESPONSE TO 

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL BRIEFING AND EVIDENCE ON COSTS 
PERTAINING TO HOUSING POTENTIAL SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATORS 

I, Michael F. Ruiz, declare as follows: 

1. ·I make this declaration based on my own personal knowledge, except for 
matters set forth herein on information and belief, and as to those matters I 
believe them to be true, and if called upon to testify herein, I could and would 
competently testify to the following. 

2. I am an attorney authorized to practice law in the State of California. I am 
employed as a Deputy Public Defender IV by the County of San Diego 
Department of Public Defender. 

3. My employment responsibilities include litigating cases pursuant to Welfare & 
Institutions Code ("W &I Code") sections 6600 et. seq., at all stages of the 
proceedings. 

4. Our office represents individuals as respondent (defense) counsel at probable 
cause hearings held pursuant to W &I Code section 6602 and at the trials of 
such individuals and any subsequent hearings held pursuant to W &I Code 
sections 6603, 6604, 6605 and 6608, which may also require a separate 
probable cause hearing independent of the original commitment hearing. 

5. I am informed that Commission staff has requested "additional briefing and 
evidence on whether activities and costs pertaining to housing potential SVPs 
pending or during a probable cause hearing, imposes a higher level of service 
than that required to house the potential SVP during trial and, if so, to 
specifically isolate those activities and costs that do not pertain to the eventual 
conduct of an SVP trial." This declaration is submitted in response to that 
request. 

6. Attached to this declaration as Exhibit 1 is a representative sample of inmates 
that have had SVP Probable Cause hearings in San Diego Superior Court since 
January 1, 2011. The booking date information was obtained from the 
Sheriffs department and I believe that information to be accurate. As 
demonstrated on Exhibit 1, the average number of days in the custody of the 
San Diego County Sheriff prior to the commencement of the inmate's Probable 
Cause hearing is 120 days. · 

7. Generally, the alleged SVP is returned to Coalinga State Hospital after the 
probable cause determination, but often there are occasions when the alleged 
SVP will remain in the custody of the Sheriff, pending trial. 

8. When the alleged SVP remains in the custody of the Sheriff, the average 
number of days in the custody of the Sheriff increases significantly because the 
actual trial may not occur for many months after the Probable Cause hearing. 

1 
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9. As a result of the provisions of W &I Code section 6602 requiring a probable 
cause hearing, alleged SVPs are either required to be transported and housed 
by the Sheriff two different times, once for the Probable Cause hearing and 
once for the actual trial, or the alleged SVP remains in the custody of the 
Sheriff for an extended period of time that would not have been necessary but 
for the probable cause hearing requirement. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoi, is true and correct. 

Executed this 25th day of April, 2014 at San Dieg , California. 

MICHAEL F. RUIZ 

2 
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EXHIBIT "1" 

SVP Probable Days in Cust. Return 
Inmate Booking Date Cause Hearing Prior to PC Hrg. Location 

John C. 02/22/2012 04/27/2012 65 Coalinga 

George C. 10/28/2012 02/27/2011 123 Released 

StevenD. 04/18/2011 06/07/2011 51 Coalinga 

GaryD. 10/11/2012 03/07/2013 127 Coalinga 

StevenD. 05/09/2012 07/09/2012 62 Coalinga 

Daniel H. 07/07/2011 11/21/2011 137 Coalinga 

MarkM. 05/24/2011 09/12/2011 112 Coalinga 

Alfredo M. 02/16/2011 05/02/2011 76 Paroled 

Michael P. 07/30/2010 02/15/2011 201 Coalinga 

DonaldP. 08/17/2011 11/08/2011 84 Coalinga 

Alvin Q. 11/07/2013 12/19/2013 43 Coalinga 

Jesus R. 07/14/2010 05/13/201 l 304 Cal. Inst. for 
Men 

Paul R. 10/17/2008 04/25/2011 191 Coalinga 

Simon S. 02/24/2011 06/06/2011 103 Coalinga 

Average Number of Days in Custody Prior to Probable Cause Hearing= 120 days 
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ATTACHMENT B 

DECLARATION OF JOHN INGRASSIA 
IN SUPPORT OF COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO'S COMMENTS IN RESPONSE TO 

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL BRIEFING AND EVIDENCE ON COSTS 
PERTAINING TO HOUSING POTENTIAL SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATORS 

I, John Ingrassia, declare as follows: 

I. I make this declaration based on my own personal knowledge, except for 
matters set forth herein on information and belief, and as to those matters I 
believe them to be true, and if called upon to testify herein, I could and would 
competently testify to the following. 

2. I am employed by the San Diego County Sheriffs Department. I have been 
employed by the San Diego County Sheriff as a public safety officer for 
twenty-four years. I have held the rank of Commander since April 2008. I am 
currently the Commander in charge of Area 2 for the Sheriffs Detention 
Services Bureau. 

3. My employment responsibilities include management and supervision of four 
of the Department's seven detention facilities, as well as the Prisoner 
Transportation Detail, Jail Population Management Unit and Detentions 
Investigations Unit. 

4. Our office is responsible for transporting and housing inmates who are the 
subject of civil proceedings to determine whether there is a serious and well­
founded risk that the inmate will commit another sexually violent predatory 
offense unless he is treated in a confined setting in the custody of the 
Department of State Hospitals. 

5. This includes the obligation to transport and house inmates for probable cause 
hearings prior to the actual trial on the merits of the case. 

6. The inmates that are the subject of the SVP proceedings are housed by the 
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation at facilities 
throughout the state as far east as Calipatria and as far north as Coalinga. 

7. When these inmates arrive in San Diego County for their SVP proceeding, they 
are generally brought to the San Diego Central Jail, processed and then 
transferred to and housed at the George Bailey Detention Facility in Otay 
Mesa. 

8. The Sheriff is responsible for housing these inmates for the duration of their 
stay in San Diego County, which often lasts several months. 

9. I am informed that Commission staff has requested 'additional briefing and 
evidence on whether activities and costs pertaining to housing potential SVPs 
pending or during a probable cause hearing, imposes a higher level of service 
than that required to house the potential SVP during trial and, if so, to 
specifically isolate those activities and costs that do not pertain to the eventual 

I 
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conduct of an SVP trial.' This declaration is submitted in response to that 
request. 

IO.Attached to the declaration of Michael Ruiz as Exhibit 1, which is submitted 
herewith, is a representative sample of inmates that have had SVP Probable 
Cause hearings in San Diego Superior Court since January 1, 2011. The dates 
for the Probable Cause hearings were confirmed by the Public Defender's 
office and I believe that information to be accurate. As demonstrated on 
Exhibit 1, the average number of days in the custody of the San Diego County 
Sheriff prior to the commencement of the inmate's Probable Cause hearing is 
120 days. 

11. The cost to house an inmate, which includes, among other things, the cost to 
process and intake an inmate, provide medical exams, staffing, utilities, and 
food varies between an average cost of $107.50 per day at the George Bailey 
Detention Facility to $159.24 per day at the Central Jail. The State has 
previously reimbursed the Sheriff for the cost to house these inmates at the rate 
of $71.87. 

12. Assuming that each inmate is in our custody for on average 120 days prior to 
the Probable Cause hearing, the cost to house each inmate ranges from 
approximately $12,900 to $19,108.80. These housing costs are separate, apart, 
and in addition to the housing costs for each inmate prior to the actual trial on 
the merits of the petition. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 2£~ay of April, 2014 at San Diego, California. 

2 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 4/17/14

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Requester: Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, Auditor-Controller, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, Assessor - Recorder - County Clerk, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
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Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Requester Representative
915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
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Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
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440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Sean Hoffman, Director of Legislation, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 443-2017
shoffman@cdaa.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
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Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Anita Kerezsi, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Tammy Lagorio, Deputy Auditor-Controller III, County of San Joaquin
Auditor-Controller's Office, 44 N. San Joaquin Street, Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 953-1184
tlagorio@sjgov.org

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us
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Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us
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John Naimo, Acting Auditor-Controller, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller, 500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8302
jnaimo@auditor.lacounty.gov

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Tia Boatman Patterson, General Counsel, Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency 
801 12th Street, Sacramento , CA 95814
Phone: (916) 444-9210

353



4/28/2014 Mailing List

http://www.csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 9/13

tpatterson@shra.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060
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Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
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Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Phone: (213) 974-9653
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov

Mark Zahner, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
mzahner@cdaa.org
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JOHN NAIMO 
ACTING AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

April 25, 2014 

Ms. Heather Halsey 
Executive Director 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF AUDITOR-CONTROLLER 

KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION 
500 WEST TEMPLE STREET, ROOM 525 
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012-3873 

PHONE: (213) 974-8301 FAX: (213) 626-5427 

Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Ms. Halsey: 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY'S COMMENTS ON THE COMMISSION ON STATE 
MANDATES' REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL BRIEFING AND EVIDENCE 

ON COSTS PERTAINING TO HOUSING POTENTIAL 
SEXUALLY VIOLENT PREDATORS 

The County of Los Angeles respectfully submits the declaration of Mr. Craig Osaki, 
Public Defender's Office, in response to the Commission on State Mandates' Request 
for Additional Briefing and Evidence on Costs Pertaining to Housing Sexually Violent 
Predators issued on April 4, 2014. 

Pursuant to Section 1181.2, subd. (c)(1 )(E) Of the California Code of Regulations, 
"Documents e-filed with the Commission need not be otherwise served on the persons 
that have provided an e-mail address for the mailing list." 

If you have any questions, please contact Hasmik Yaghobyan at (213) 974-9653 or 
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov. 

Very truly yours, 

qL 1\-:s .,_.I 

0 John Naimo 
Acting Auditor-Controller 

JN:RGC:CY:EJ:hy 
H:\SB90\CSM's Extensions\SVP Comments 4-25-14.doc 

Attachment 

Help ConseJVe Paper - Print Double-Sided 
"To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Se/Vice" 

RECEIVED

Commission on
State Mandates

April 28, 2014

Exhibit M
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RONALD L. BROWN 
PUBLIC DEFENDER 

LAW OFFICES OF TH.E 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 

9425 Penfield Avenue, Suite 2700 
Chatsworth, CA 91311 

(818) 576-8850 

Aprll 14, 2014 

DECLARATION OP CRAIG OSAKI. 
rN SUPPORT OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY COMMENTS ON HOUSING COSTS 

I, Craig Osaki, declare as follows: 

1. I am an attorney authorized to practice Jaw in the State of California. I am 
employed as a Deputy Public Defender by the Los Angeles County Public 
Defender's Office. I am currently the Deputy-In-Charge of the Sexually Violent 
Predator (S VP) Branch. 

2. My employment responsibilities include litigating cases pursuant to Welfare & 
Institutions Code (W&J Code) section 6600 et.seq. at all stages of the proceedings. 
I am also responsible for the training of the lawyers in the SVP Branch and the 
administration of the Chatsworth location of the SVP Branch. 

3. I have also conducted several trainings with the California Public Defender's 
Association (CPDA) and the L.A. County Bar Association on SVP litigation. 

4. I presented arguments on behalf of the Los Angeles County Public Defender's 
Office at the March 28, 2014 Commission on State Mandates hearing regarding the 
proposed Parameters and Guidelines for the Sexually Violent Predator Program. 

5. During the course of the Hearing, the Commission staff appeared to base its 
recommendation on the assumption that the potential S.V.P. is held in the local 
county jail from the time the person is transfen:cd from state prison until he is 
committed to the State Hospital at trial. 

6. This assumption is not correct in all cases. 

7. Welfare and Institutions Code Section 6602.S(a) provides that "No person may be 
placed in a state hospital pursuant to the provisions of this article until there has 
been a probable cause determination pursuant to Section 6601.3 or 6602 that there 

"To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service" 
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is probable cause to believe that the individual named in the petition is likely to 

engage in sexual1y violent predatory criminal behavior." 

8. Further, Welfare and Institutions Code Section 6600.05 (a) states that "Coalinga 

State Hospital shall be used whenever a person is committed to a secure facility for 

mental health treatment pursuant to this article ... " 

9. Also, in the case of People v. Ciancio (2003) 109 Cal.App.41
h 175, the Court 

construed Section 6602.5 to permit an alleged SVP to be placed in the State 

Hospital after the probable cause hearing determination. 

10. ln Los Angeles County, the general practice of the Court is to transfer the alleged 

SVP to Coalinga State Hospital after the probable cause determination (pursuant to 

Welfare and Institutions Code Section 6602.5 and the Ciancio decision.) Rarely 

does an individual remain in County jail until trial. 

11. When the parties are ready for trial, the alleged SVP is ordered back to Los 

Angeles County Jail from Coalinga State Hospital. He is housed there temporarily 

while the trial proceedings commence. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 

't~h. Executed this ._'l _day of April, 2014 al Chatsworth, California 

6?F2~~--
CRAIGOSAKI 
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DECLARATION OF SERVICE BY EMAIL 

I, the undersigned, declare as follows: 

I am a resident of the County of Sacramento and I am over the age of 18 years, and not a party to 
the within action. My place of employment is 980 Ninth Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, 
California 95814. 

On April 28, 2014, I served the: 

County of San Diego Comments and County of Los Angeles Comments 
Sexually Violent Predators, CSM-4509 (12-MR-01) 
Welfare and Institutions Code Sections 6602; 
Statutes 1995, Chapter 762; Statutes 1995, Chapter 763; Statutes 1996, Chapter 4 
California Department of Finance, Requester 

by making it available on the Commission's website and providing notice of how to locate it to 
the email addresses provided on the attached mailing list. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 
true and correct, and that this declaration was ex. ecuted on April(\2014 at Sacramento, 

California. ~ ~ 

L e zo Duran 
Commission on State Mandates 
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 323-3562 
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COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES

Mailing List

Last Updated: 4/17/14

Claim Number: CSM-4509 (12-MR-01)

Matter: Sexually Violent Predators

Requester: Department of Finance

TO ALL PARTIES, INTERESTED PARTIES, AND INTERESTED PERSONS:

Each commission mailing list is continuously updated as requests are received to include or remove
any party or person on the mailing list. A current mailing list is provided with commission
correspondence, and a copy of the current mailing list is available upon request at any time. Except
as provided otherwise by commission rule, when a party or interested party files any written material
with the commission concerning a claim, it shall simultaneously serve a copy of the written material
on the parties and interested parties to the claim identified on the mailing list provided by the
commission. (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 2, § 1181.2.)

Bob Adler, County of San Mateo
555 County Center, 4th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4777
badler@smcgov.org

Roberta Allen, County of Plumas
520 Main Street, Room 205, Quincy, CA 95971
Phone: (530) 283-6246
robertaallen@countyofplumas.com

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Room J, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

LeRoy Anderson, County of Tehama
444 Oak Street, Red Bluff, CA 96080
Phone: (530) 527-3474
landerson@tehama.net

Paul Angulo, Auditor-Controller, County of Riverside
4080 Lemon Street, 11th Floor, Riverside, CA 92501
Phone: (951) 955-3800
pangulo@co.riverside.ca.us

Socorro Aquino, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Phone: (916) 322-7522
SAquino@sco.ca.gov

Auditor Auditor, County of Trinity
P.O. Box 1230, 11 Court St. , Weaverville, CA 96093
Phone: (530) 623-1317
TC_Auditor@trinitycounty.org

Harmeet Barkschat, Mandate Resource Services,LLC
5325 Elkhorn Blvd. #307, Sacramento, CA 95842
Phone: (916) 727-1350
harmeet@calsdrc.com

Timothy Barry, County of San Diego
Office of County Counsel, 1600 Pacific Highway, Room 355, San Diego, CA 92101-2469
Phone: (619) 531-6259
timothy.barry@sdcounty.ca.gov

Deborah Bautista, County of Tuolumne
2 South Green St. , Sonora, CA 95370
Phone: (209) 533-5551
dbautista@co.tuolumne.ca.us

Lacey Baysinger, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
lbaysinger@sco.ca.gov

Mary Bedard, County of Kern
1115 Truxtun Avenue, 2nd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: (805) 868-3599
bedardm@co.kern.ca.us

John Beiers, County of San Mateo
Office of the County Counsel, 400 County Center, Redwood City, CA 94063
Phone: (650) 363-4775
jbeiers@smcgov.org

Richard Benson, Assessor - Recorder - County Clerk, County of Marin
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 208, San Rafael, CA 94903
Phone: (415) 499-7215
rbenson@co.marin.ca.us

Allan Burdick, 
7525 Myrtle Vista Avenue, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: (916) 203-3608
allanburdick@gmail.com

J. Bradley Burgess, MGT of America
895 La Sierra Drive, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916)595-2646
Bburgess@mgtamer.com

Jeff Burgh, County of Ventura
County Auditor's Office, 800 S. Victoria Avenue, Ventura, CA 93009-1540
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Phone: (805) 654-3152
jeff.burgh@ventura.org

Michael Byrne, Department of Finance
Requester Representative
915 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
michael.byrne@dof.ca.gov

Rebecca Callen, County of Calaveras
891 Mountain Ranch Road, San Andreas, CA 95249
Phone: (209) 754-6343
rcallen@co.calaveras.ca.us

Robert Campbell, County of Contra Costa
625 Court Street, Room 103, Martinez, CA 94553
Phone: (925) 646-2181
bob.campbell@ac.cccounty.us

Michael Cantrall, California Public Defenders Association
10324 Placer Lane, Sacramento, CA 95827
Phone: (916) 362-1686
webmaster@cpda.org

Lisa Cardella-Presto, County of Merced
2222 M Street, Merced, CA 95340
Phone: (209) 385-7511
LCardella-presto@co.merced.ca.us

Gwendolyn Carlos, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
gcarlos@sco.ca.gov

Rebecca Carr, County of Kings
1400 West Lacey Blvd, Hanford, CA 93230
Phone: (559) 582-1236
becky.carr@co.kings.ca.us

Annette Chinn, Cost Recovery Systems,Inc.
705-2 East Bidwell Street, #294, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (916) 939-7901
achinncrs@aol.com

Vicki Crow, County of Fresno
2281 Tulare Street, Room 101, Fresno, CA 93721
Phone: (559) 488-3496
vcrow@co.fresno.ca.us

William Davis, County of Mariposa
Auditor, P.O. Box 729, Mariposa, CA 95338
Phone: (209) 966-7606
wdavis@mariposacounty.org

Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
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Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-0706
mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Tom Dyer, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
tom.dyer@dof.ca.gov

Jennie Ebejer, County of Siskiyou
311 Fourth Street, Room 101, Yreka, CA 96097
Phone: (530) 842-8030
Jebejer@co.siskiyou.ca.us

Richard Eberle, County of Yuba
915 8th Street, Suite 105, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 749-7810
reberle@co.yuba.ca.us

Susan Elliott, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8743
elliotts@sacda.org

James Erb, County of San Luis Obispo
1055 Monterey Street, Room D222, San Luis Obispo, CA 93408
Phone: (805) 781-5040
jerb@co.slo.ca.us

Karen Fouch, County of Lassen
221 S. Roop Street, Ste 1, Susanville, CA 96130
Phone: (530) 251-8233
kfouch@co.lassen.ca.us

Scott Frizzie, California Board of State and Community Correction
Bureau of Justice Assistance, 600 Bercut, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 445-7672
Maria.RodriguezRieger@bscc.ca.gov

George Gascon, City and County of San Francisco
District Attorney, 850 Bryant Street, Room 322, San Francisco, CA 94103
Phone: (415) 553-1751
robyn.burke@sfgov.org

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Robert Geis, County of Santa Barbara
Auditor-Controller, 105 E Anapamu St, Room 303, Santa Barbara, CA 93101
Phone: (805) 568-2100
geis@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

Joe Gonzalez, County of San Benito
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440 Fifth Street Room 206, Hollister, CA 95023
Phone: (831) 636-4090
jgonzalez@auditor.co.san-benito.ca.us

Lori Greene, Sacramento District Attorney's Office
907 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8761
greenel@sacda.org

Jan Grimes, County of Orange
P.O. Box 567, Santa Ana, CA 92702
Phone: (714) 834-2459
jan.grimes@ac.ocgov.com

Marcia Hall, County of Madera
Auditor-Controller, 200 W Fourth Street, 2nd Floor, Madera, CA 93637
Phone: (559) 675-7707
marcia.hall@madera-county.com

Joe Harn, County of El Dorado
360 Fair Lane, Placerville, CA 95667
Phone: (530) 621-5633
joe.harn@edcgov.us

Emily Harrison, Interim Finance Director, County of Santa Clara
70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, CA 95110
Phone: (408) 299-5205
emily.harrison@ceo.sccgov.org

Sean Hoffman, Director of Legislation, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 443-2017
shoffman@cdaa.org

Dorothy Holzem, California Special Districts Association
1112 I Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 442-7887
dorothyh@csda.net

David Houser, County of Butte
25 County Center Drive, Suite 120, Oroville, CA 95965
Phone: (530) 538-7607
dhouser@buttecounty.net

Linnea Hull, California District Attorneys Association (CDAA)
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
lhull@cdaa.org

Mark Ibele, Senate Budget & Fiscal Review Committee
California State Senate, State Capitol Room 5019, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 651-4103
Mark.Ibele@sen.ca.gov

Edward Jewik, County of Los Angeles 
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Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8564
ejewik@auditor.lacounty.gov

Matt Jones, Commission on State Mandates
980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 323-3562
matt.jones@csm.ca.gov

Ferlyn Junio, Nimbus Consulting Group,LLC
2386 Fair Oaks Boulevard, Suite 104, Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916) 480-9444
fjunio@nimbusconsultinggroup.com

Jill Kanemasu, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 322-9891
jkanemasu@sco.ca.gov

Anita Kerezsi, AK & Company
3531 Kersey Lane, Sacramento, CA 95864
Phone: (916) 972-1666
akcompany@um.att.com

Jean Kinney Hurst, Senior Legislative Representative, Revenue & Taxation, California State
Association of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814-3941
Phone: (916) 327-7500
jhurst@counties.org

Lauren Klein, County of Stanislaus
1010 Tenth Street, Suite 5100, Modesto, CA 95353
Phone: (209) 525-6398
kleinl@stancounty.com

Kendra Kruckenberg, State Board of Equalization
District 2 - Sen. George Runner (Ret.), 500 Capitol Mall, Suite 1750, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 322-3116
kendra.kruckenberg@boe.ca.gov

Tammy Lagorio, Deputy Auditor-Controller III, County of San Joaquin
Auditor-Controller's Office, 44 N. San Joaquin Street, Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 953-1184
tlagorio@sjgov.org

Jay Lal, State Controller's Office (B-08)
Division of Accounting & Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0256
JLal@sco.ca.gov

Darcy Locken, County of Modoc
204 S. Court Street, Alturas, CA 96101
Phone: (530) 233-6204
darcylocken@co.modoc.ca.us
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Joe Lowe, County of Amador
810 Court Street, Jackson, CA 95642-2131
Phone: (209) 223-6357
jlowe@amadorgov.org

Amber Lozano, Department of Justice BCIA (D-08)
Criminal Justice Statistics Center, P.O. Box 903427, , CA 
Phone: (916) 227-3282
amber.lozano@doj.ca.gov

Kathleen Lynch, Department of Finance (A-15)
915 L Street, Suite 1280, 17th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
kathleen.lynch@dof.ca.gov

Van Maddox, County of Sierra
211 Nevada Street, 2nd Floor, P.O. Box 425, Downieville, CA 95936
Phone: (530) 289-3273
vmaddox@sierracounty.ws

Hortensia Mato, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3000
hmato@newportbeachca.gov

Michelle McClelland, County of Alpine
P.O. Box 266, Markleeville, CA 96120
Phone: (530) 694-2284
mmclelland@alpinecountyca.gov

Joe Mellett, County of Humboldt
825 Fifth Street, Room 126, Eureka, CA 95501
Phone: (707) 476-2452
jmellett@co.humboldt.ca.us

Michelle Mendoza, MAXIMUS
17310 Red Hill Avenue, Suite 340, Irvine, CA 95403
Phone: (949) 440-0845
michellemendoza@maximus.com

Michael Miller, County of Monterey
168 W. Alisal Street, 3rd floor, Salinas, CA 93901
Phone: (831) 755-4500
millerm@co.monterey.ca.us

Howard Moseley, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 323-1643
howard.moseley@cdcr.ca.gov

Brian Muir, County of Shasta
1450 Court St., Suite 238, Redding, CA 96001
Phone: (530) 225-5541
bmuir@co.shasta.ca.us
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John Naimo, Acting Auditor-Controller, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller, 500 West Temple Street, Room 525, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-8302
jnaimo@auditor.lacounty.gov

Geoffrey Neill, Senior Legislative Analyst, Revenue & Taxation, California State Association
of Counties (CSAC)
1100 K Street, Suite 101, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 327-7500
gneill@counties.org

Howard Newens, County of Yolo
625 Court Street, Room 102, Woodland, CA 95695
Phone: (530) 666-8625
howard.newens@yolocounty.org

Doug Newland, County of Imperial
940 Main Street, Ste 108, El Centro, CA 92243
Phone: (760) 482-4556
dougnewland@co.imperial.ca.us

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819
Phone: (916) 455-3939
andy@nichols-consulting.com

Marianne O'Malley, Legislative Analyst's Office (B-29)
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 319-8315
marianne.O'malley@lao.ca.gov

Patrick OConnell, County of Alameda
1221 Oak Street, Room 249, Oakland, CA 94512
Phone: (510) 272-6565
pat.oconnell@acgov.org

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-0328
christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Simona Padilla-Scholtens, County of Solano
675 Texas Street, Suite 2800, Fairfield, CA 94533
Phone: (707) 784-6280
spadilla@solanocounty.com

Alice Park-Renzie, County of Alameda
CAO, 1221 Oak Street, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-3873
Alice.Park@acgov.org

Tia Boatman Patterson, General Counsel, Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency 
801 12th Street, Sacramento , CA 95814
Phone: (916) 444-9210
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tpatterson@shra.org

Anita Peden, County of Sacramento
711 G Street, Room 405, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-8441
apeden@sacsheriff.com

Keith Petersen, SixTen & Associates
P.O. Box 340430, Sacramento, CA 95834-0430
Phone: (916) 419-7093
kbpsixten@aol.com

Jai Prasad, County of San Bernardino
Office of Auditor-Controller, 222 West Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415-
0018
Phone: (909) 386-8854
jai.prasad@atc.sbcounty.gov

Roberta Reed, County of Mono
P.O. Box 556, Bridgeport, CA 93517
Phone: (760) 932-5490
RReed@mono.ca.gov

Mark Rewolinski, MAXIMUS
625 Coolidge Drive, Suite 100, Folsom, CA 95630
Phone: (949) 440-0845
markrewolinski@maximus.com

Kathy Rios, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-5919
krios@sco.ca.gov

Cynthia Rodriguez, Department of State Hospitals
1600 9th Street, Room 443, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 654-2319
cynthia.rodriguez@dmh.ca.gov

Benjamin Rosenfield, City & County of San Francisco
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 316, San Francisco, CA 94102
Phone: (415) 554-7500
ben.rosenfield@sfgov.org

Cathy Saderlund, County of Lake
255 N. Forbes Street, Lakeport, CA 95453
Phone: (707) 263-2311
cathy.saderlund@lakecountyca.gov

Marcia Salter, County of Nevada
950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, CA 95959
Phone: (530) 265-1244
marcia.salter@co.nevada.ca.us

Kathy Samms, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 340, Santa Cruz, CA 95060

371



4/28/2014 Mailing List

http://www.csm.ca.gov/csmint/cats/print_mailing_list_from_claim.php 10/13

Phone: (831) 454-2440
shf735@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Tracy Sandoval, County of San Diego
1600 Pacific Highway, Room 166, San Diego, CA 92101
Phone: (619) 531-5413
tracy.sandoval@sdcounty.ca.gov

Clinton Schaad, County of Del Norte
981 H Street, Suite 140, Crescent City , CA 95531
Phone: (707) 464-7202
cschaad@co.del-norte.ca.us

Tracy Schulze, County of Napa
1195 Third Street, Suite B-10, Napa, CA 94559
Phone: (707) 299-1733
tracy.schulze@countyofnapa.org

Matthew Schuneman, MAXIMUS
900 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 265, Northbrook, Il 60062
Phone: (847) 513-5504
matthewschuneman@maximus.com

Roberta Schwartz, Los Angeles County District Attorney
320 West Temple St, Suite 540, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-1616
rschwart@da.lacounty.gov

Lee Scott, Department of Finance
15 L Street, 8th Floor, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 445-3274
lee.scott@dof.ca.gov

David Scribner, Max8550
2200 Sunrise Boulevard, Suite 240, Gold River, CA 95670
Phone: (916) 852-8970
dscribner@max8550.com

Peggy Scroggins, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Ste 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0400
pscroggins@countyofcolusa.org

Jennifer Shaffer, Department of Corrections
Board of Parole Hearings, P.O. Box 4036, Sacramento, CA 95812
Phone: (916) 445-7950
jennifer.shaffer@cdcr.ca.gov

Amy Shepherd, County of Inyo
Auditor-Controller, P.O. Drawer R, Independence, CA 93526
Phone: (760) 878-0343
ashepherd@inyocounty.us

Lucy Simonson, County of Mendocino
501 Low Gap Road, Rm 1080, Ukiah, CA 95482
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Phone: (707) 463-4388
simonsol@co.mendocino.ca.us

Andrew Sisk, County of Placer
2970 Richardson Drive, Auburn, CA 95603
Phone: (530) 889-4026
asisk@placer.ca.gov

Jim Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, State Controller's Office
Division of Audits, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 323-5849
jspano@sco.ca.gov

Dennis Speciale, State Controller's Office
Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816
Phone: (916) 324-0254
DSpeciale@sco.ca.gov

Robert Stark, County of Sutter
463 2nd Street, Suite 117, Yuba City, CA 95991
Phone: (530) 822-7127
rstark@co.sutter.ca.us

Marv Stern, County of Sacramento
District Attorney, 901 G Street, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-6612
Sternm@SacDA.org

David Sundstrom, County of Sonoma
585 Fiscal Drive, Room 100, Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Phone: (707) 565-3285
david.sundstrom@sonoma-county.org

Meg Svoboda, Senate Office of Research
1020 N Street, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 
Phone: (916) 651-1500
meg.svoboda@sen.ca.gov

Sheryl Thur, County of Glenn
516 West Sycamore Street, Willows, CA 95988
Phone: (530) 934-6402
sthur@countyofglenn.net

Jolene Tollenaar, MGT of America
2001 P Street, Suite 200, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95811
Phone: (916) 443-9136
jolene_tollenaar@mgtamer.com

Evelyn Tseng, City of Newport Beach
100 Civic Center Drive, Newport Beach, CA 92660
Phone: (949) 644-3127
etseng@newportbeachca.gov

Brian Uhler, Legislative Analyst's Office
925 L Street, Suite 1000, Sacramento, CA 95814
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Phone: (916) 319-8328
brian.uhler@lao.ca.gov

Julie Valverde, County of Sacramento
700 H Street, Room 3650, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 874-7248
valverdej@saccounty.net

Ruby Vasquez, County of Colusa
546 Jay Street, Suite 202, Colusa, CA 95932
Phone: (530) 458-0424
rvasquez@countyofcolusa.com

Larry Walker, County of San Bernardino
222 W. Hospitality Lane, 4th Floor, San Bernardino, CA 92415
Phone: (909) 387-8322
Larry.walker@atc.sbcounty.gov

Mary Jo Walker, County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street, Room 100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Mary Walker, County of Santa Cruz
Auditor-Controller's Office, 701 Ocean Street, Room100, Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4073
Phone: (831) 454-2500
Aud002@co.santa-cruz.ca.us

Jack Weedin, Los Angeles County Public Defender
LA County Public Defender, 320 W. Temple St., Ste. 590, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: (213) 974-3067
jweedin@pubdef.lacounty.gov

David Wellhouse, David Wellhouse & Associates,Inc.
3609 Bradshaw Road, Suite 121, Sacramento, CA 95927
Phone: (916) 368-9244
dwa-david@surewest.net

Jeff Woltkamp, County of San Joaquin
44 N San Joaquin St. Suite 550, Stockton, CA 95202
Phone: (209) 468-3925
jwoltkamp@sjgov.org

Rita Woodard, County of Tulare
County Civic Center , 221 South Mooney Blvd, Room 101-E, Visalia, CA 93291-4593
Phone: (559) 636-5200
rwoodard@co.tulare.ca.us

Brendon Woods, County of Alameda
Office of the Public Attorney, 1401 Lakeside Drive, Suite 400, Oakland, CA 94612
Phone: (510) 272-6600
debra.green@acgov.org

Hasmik Yaghobyan, County of Los Angeles
Auditor-Controller's Office, 500 W. Temple Street, Room 603, Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Phone: (213) 974-9653
hyaghobyan@auditor.lacounty.gov

Mark Zahner, California District Attorneys Association
921 11th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone: (916) 443-2017
mzahner@cdaa.org
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