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BETTY T. YEE 

California State Controller 
 

 

 

June 30, 2017 

 

 

 

The Honorable Jim Desmond 

Mayor of City of San Marcos 

1 Civic Center Drive 

San Marcos, CA  92069 
 

Dear Mayor Desmond: 

 

The State Controller’s Office audited the costs claimed by the City of San Marcos for the 

legislatively mandated Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program 

(Chapter 1172, Statutes 1989; Chapter 1338, Statutes 1992; Chapter 1230, Statutes 1993; 

Chapter 933, Statutes 1998; Chapter 571, Statutes 1999; Chapter 626, Statutes 2000; 

Chapter 700, Statutes 2004) for the period of July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2012. 

 

The city claimed $1,094,487 for the mandated program. Our audit found that $722,360 is 

allowable ($738,724 less allowable costs that exceed costs claimed totaling $16,364) and 

$372,127 is unallowable. The costs are unallowable because the city misstated the number of 

domestic violence-related calls for assistance incident reports, misstated the average time 

increments per activity, misstated the contract productive hourly rates, and misstated the contract 

indirect cost rates. The State made no payments to the city. The State will pay allowable costs 

claimed totaling $722,360, contingent upon available appropriations. 

 

This final audit report contains an adjustment to costs claimed by the city. If you disagree with 

the audit findings, you may file an Incorrect Reduction Claim (IRC) with the Commission on the 

State Mandates (Commission). Pursuant to Section 1185, subdivision (c), of the Commission’s 

regulations (California Code of Regulations, Title 3), an IRC challenging this adjustment must 

be filed with the Commission no later than three years following the date of this report, 

regardless of whether this report is subsequently supplemented, superseded, or otherwise 

amended. You may obtain IRC information on the Commission’s website at 

www.csm.ca.gov/forms/IRCForm.pdf. 

 
 



 

The Honorable Jim Desmond -2- June 30, 2017 

 

 

 

If you have any questions, please contact Jim L. Spano, Chief, Mandated Cost Audits Bureau, by 

telephone at (916) 323-5849. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Original signed by 

 

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD, CPA 

Chief, Division of Audits 

 

JVB/ls 

 

cc: Laura Rocha, Finance Director 

  City of San Marcos 

 Stacey Tang, Accounting Manager 

  City of San Marcos 

 Chris Hill, Principal Program Budget Analyst 

  Local Government Unit, California Department of Finance 

 Steven Pavlov, Finance Budget Analyst 

  Local Government Unit, California Department of Finance 

 Anita Dagan, Manager 
  Local Government Programs and Services Division 

  State Controller’s Office 
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Audit Report 
 

The State Controller’s Office (SCO) audited the costs claimed by the City 

of San Marcos for the legislatively mandated Crime Statistics Reports for 

the Department of Justice Program (Chapter 1172, Statutes 1989; 

Chapter 1338, Statutes 1992; Chapter 1230, Statutes 1993; Chapter 933, 

Statutes 1998; Chapter 571, Statutes 1999; Chapter 626, Statutes 2000; 

Chapter 700, Statutes 2004) for the period of July 1, 2001, through 

June 30, 2012. 

 

The city claimed $1,094,487 for the mandated program. Our audit found 

that $722,360 is allowable ($738,724 less allowable costs that exceed costs 

claimed totaling $16,364) and $372,127 is unallowable. The costs are 

unallowable because the city misstated the number of domestic violence-

related calls for assistance incident reports, misstated the average time 

increments per activity, misstated the contract productive hourly rates, and 

misstated the contract indirect cost rates. The State made no payments to 

the city. The State will pay allowable costs claimed totaling $722,360, 

contingent upon available appropriations. 

 

 

Penal Code (PC) section 12025, subdivisions (h)(1) and (h)(3); section 

12031, subdivisions (m)(1) and (m)(3); section 13014 and 13023; and 

section 13730, subdivision (a) require local agencies to report information 

related to certain specified criminal acts to the California Department of 

Justice (DOJ). These sections were added and/or amended by Chapter 

1172, Statutes of 1989; Chapter 1338, Statutes of 1992; Chapter 1230, 

Statutes of 1993; Chapter 933, Statutes of 1998; Chapter 571, Statutes of 

1999; Chapter 626, Statutes of 2000; and Chapter 700, Statutes of 2004. 

 

On June 26, 2008, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) 

adopted a statement of decision for the Crime Statistics Reports for the 

Department of Justice Program. The Commission found that the test claim 

legislation constitutes a new program or higher level of service and 

imposes a reimbursable state-mandated program on city and county 

claimants beginning on July 1, 2001, within the meaning of Article XII B, 

section 6 of the California Constitution and Government Code (GC) 

section 17514. 

 

On July 31, 2009, the Commission heard an amended test claim on PC 

section 13023 (added by Chapter 700, Statutes of 2004), which imposed 

additional crime reporting requirements. The Commission also found that 

this test claim legislation constitutes a new program or higher level of 

service and imposes a reimbursable state-mandated program for city and 

county claimants beginning on January 1, 2004. On April 10, 2010, the 

Commission issued a corrected statement of decision to correctly identify 

the operative and effective date of the reimbursable state-mandated 

program as January 1, 2005. 

  

Summary 

Background 
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The Commission found that the following activities are reimbursable:  

 A local government entity responsible for the investigation and 

prosecution of a homicide case to provide the California Department 

of Justice (DOJ) with demographic information about the victim and 

the person or persons charged with the crime, including the victim’s 

and person’s age, gender, race, and ethnic background (Penal Code 

section 13014).  

 Local law enforcement agencies to report, in a manner to be 

prescribed by the Attorney General, any information that may be 

required relative to any criminal acts or attempted criminal acts to 

cause physical injury, emotional suffering, or property damage 

where there is a reasonable cause to believe that the crime was 

motivated, in whole or in part, by the victim’s race, ethnicity, 

religion, sexual orientation, or physical or mental disability, or 

gender or national origin (Penal Code section 13023).  

 For district attorneys to report annually on or before June 30, to the 

Attorney General, on profiles by race, age, gender, and ethnicity any 

person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under section 12025 

(carrying a concealed firearm) or section 12031 of the Penal Code 

(carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and any other offense 

charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information. The 

Commission found that this is a reimbursable mandate from July 1, 

2001 (the beginning of the reimbursement period for this test claim) 

until January 1, 2005. (Penal Code sections 12025, subdivisions 

(h)(1) and (h)(3), and 12031 subdivisions (m)(1) and (m)(3)).  

 For local law enforcement agencies to support all domestic-violence 

related calls for assistance with a written incident report (Penal Code 

section 13730, subdivision (a), Chapter 1230, Statutes of 1993).  

 

The Commission also found that, beginning January 1, 2005, local law 

enforcement agencies are entitled to reimbursement for reporting the 

following information in a manner to be prescribed by the Attorney 

General:  

 
 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, as 

defined in Penal Code section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in 

whole or in part, because of one or more of the following perceived 

characteristics of the victim: (1) disability, (2) gender, 

(3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity, (5) religion, (6) sexual 

orientation.  
 

 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, 

defined in Penal Code section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in 

whole or in part, because of association with a person or group with 

one or more of the following actual or perceived characteristics: 

(1) disability, (2) gender, (3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity, 

(5) religion, (6) sexual orientation.  

 

The program’s parameters and guidelines establish the state mandate and 

define reimbursement criteria. The Commission adopted the parameters 

and guidelines on September 30, 2010, and amended them on January 24, 

2014 to clarify reimbursable costs related to domestic violence related-

calls for assistance. In compliance with GC section 17558, the SCO issues 

claiming instructions to assist local agencies and school districts in 

claiming mandated program reimbursable costs.  
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We conducted this performance audit to determine whether costs claimed 

represent increased costs resulting from the Crime Statistics Reports for 

the Department of Justice Program for the period of July 1, 2001, through 

June 30, 2012. 

 

The legal authority to conduct this audit is provided by GC sections 12410, 

17558.5, and 17561. We did not audit the city’s financial statements. We 

conducted this audit in accordance with generally accepted government 

auditing standards.  Those standards require that we plan and perform the 

audit to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable 

basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. We 

believe that the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for our 

findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. 

 

We limited our review of the city’s internal controls to gaining an 

understanding of the transaction flow and claim preparation process as 

necessary to develop appropriate auditing procedures. Our audit scope did 

not assess the efficiency or effectiveness of program operations.  

 

The objectives of our audit were to determine whether costs claimed were 

supported by appropriate source documents, were not funded by another 

source, and were not unreasonable and/or excessive. 

 

To achieve our audit objectives, we performed the following procedures: 

 Reviewed claims to identify the material cost components of each 

claim, any errors, and any unusual or unexpected variances from year-

to-year; 

 Completed an internal control questionnaire and performed a walk-

through of the claim preparation process to determine what 

information was used, who obtained it, and how it was obtained; 

 Reviewed the city’s contract provisions with the agency performing 

reimbursable activities; 

 Interviewed the contracted agency’s staff to determine the employee 

classifications involved in performing the reimbursable activities 

during the audit period; 

 Assessed whether computer-processed data provided by the 

contracted agency to support claimed information was complete and 

accurate and could be relied upon; 

 Reviewed the contracted agency’s time study documentation to assess 

whether average time increments claimed to perform the reimbursable 

activities were reasonable per the requirements of the program; 

 Reviewed and analyzed the contracted agency’s detailed listing of 

incident report counts in selected fiscal years to identify any possible 

exclusions; and ensured that the counts were sufficiently free of errors; 

 Verified incident report counts by tracing a sample of domestic 

violence calls for assistance to case files to ensure that the calls for 

assistance were supported by written incident reports;  

Objectives, Scope, 

and Methodology 
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 Traced contract productive hourly rate calculations to supporting 

information in the city’s contract provisions with the agency 

performing reimbursable activities; 

 Determined whether contract indirect costs claimed were for common 

or joint purposes and whether indirect cost rates were properly 

supported and applied; and  

 Recalculated allowable costs claimed using audited data 

 

 

Our audit found instances of noncompliance with the requirements 

outlined in the Objectives section. These instances are described in the 

accompanying Schedule (Summary of Program Costs) and in the Findings 

and Recommendations section of this report. 

 

For the audit period, the city claimed $1,094,487 for costs of the Crime 

Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program. Our audit found 

that $722,360 is allowable ($738,724 less allowable costs that exceed costs 

claimed totaling $16,364) and $372,127 is unallowable.  

 

The State made no payments to the city. The State will pay allowable costs 

claimed that exceed the amount paid, totaling $722,360, contingent upon 

available appropriations. 
 

 

We issued a draft audit report on May 23, 2017. Laura Rocha, Finance 

Director, responded by letter dated June 1, 2017 (Attachment), disagreeing 

with the audit results. This final audit report includes the city’s response. 

 

 

This report is solely for the information and use of the City of San Marcos, 

the California Department of Finance, and the SCO; it is not intended to 

be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 

This restriction is not intended to limit distribution of this report, which is 

a matter of public record. 

 

 

 

Original signed by 

 

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD, CPA 

Chief, Division of Audits 

 

June 30, 2017 

 

 

Conclusion 

Views of 

Responsible 

Officials 

Restricted Use 
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Schedule— 

Summary of Program Costs 

July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2012 
 
 

Actual Costs 

Claimed

Allowable Per 

Audit

Audit 

Adjustment Reference
1

July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2002

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 46,375$        30,931$        (15,444)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 46,375          30,931          (15,444)        

Indirect costs 4,638           14,754          10,116          Finding 2

Total program costs 51,013$        45,685          (5,328)$        

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 45,685$        

July 1, 2002, through June 30, 2003

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 85,600$        32,884$        (52,716)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 85,600          32,884          (52,716)        

Indirect costs 8,560           15,686          7,126           Finding 2

Total program costs 94,160$        48,570          (45,590)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 48,570$        

July 1, 2003, through June 30, 2004

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 91,184$        40,044$        (51,140)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 91,184          40,044          (51,140)        

Indirect costs 9,118           19,101          9,983           Finding 2

Total program costs 100,302$      59,145          (41,157)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 59,145$        

July 1, 2004, through June 30, 2005

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 108,999$      43,425$        (65,574)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 108,999        43,425          (65,574)        

Indirect costs 10,900          20,714          9,814           Finding 2

Total program costs 119,899$      64,139          (55,760)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 64,139$        

Cost Elements
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Schedule (continued) 
 
 

Actual Costs 

Claimed

Allowable Per 

Audit

Audit 

Adjustment Reference
1

July 1, 2005, through June 30, 2006

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 120,823$      46,556$        (74,267)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 120,823        46,556          (74,267)        

Indirect costs 12,082          22,207          10,125          Finding 2

Total program costs 132,905$      68,763          (64,142)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 68,763$        

July 1, 2006, through June 30, 2007

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 127,427$      48,953$        (78,474)$       Finding 1

Total direct costs 127,427        48,953          (78,474)        

Indirect costs 12,743          23,351          10,608          Finding 2

Total program costs 140,170$      72,304          (67,866)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 72,304$        

July 1, 2007, through June 30, 2008

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Homicide reports 120$            120$            -$                

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 55,112          44,336          (10,776)        Finding 1

Total direct costs 55,232          44,456          (10,776)        

Indirect costs 44,628          20,405          (24,223)        Finding 2

Total program costs 99,860$        64,861          (34,999)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 64,861$        

July 1, 2008, through June 30, 2009

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Homicide reports 120$            120$            -$                

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 43,987          50,419          6,432           Finding 1

Total direct costs 44,107          50,539          6,432           

Indirect costs 40,490          23,501          (16,989)        Finding 2

Total program costs 84,597$        74,040          (10,557)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 74,040$        

Cost Elements
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Schedule (continued) 
 
 

Actual Costs 

Claimed

Allowable Per 

Audit

Audit 

Adjustment Reference
1

July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2010

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Homicide reports 116$            116$            -$                

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 54,494          62,062          7,568           Finding 1

Total direct costs 54,610          62,178          7,568           

Indirect costs 48,713          31,337          (17,376)        Finding 2

Total program costs 103,323$      93,515          (9,808)$        

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 93,515$        

July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2011

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 58,530$        49,367$        (9,163)$        Finding 1

Total direct costs 58,530          49,367          (9,163)          

Indirect costs 51,799          24,042          (27,757)        Finding 2

Total program costs 110,329$      73,409          (36,920)$       

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 73,409$        

July 1, 2011, through June 30, 2012

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 31,195$        50,471$        19,276$        Finding 1

Total direct costs 31,195          50,471          19,276          

Indirect costs 26,734          23,822          (2,912)          Finding 2

Total direct and indirect costs 57,929          74,293          16,364          

Less allowable costs that exceed costs clalimed
3

-                  (16,364)        (16,364)        

Total program costs 57,929$        57,929          -$             

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 57,929$        

Cost Elements
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Schedule (continued) 
 
 

Actual Costs 

Claimed

Allowable Per 

Audit

Audit 

Adjustment Reference
1

Summary:  July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2012

Direct costs - contract services:
2

Homicide reports 356$            356$            -$                

Domestic violence related calls for assistance 823,726        499,448        (324,278)       

Total direct costs 824,082        499,804        (324,278)       

Indirect costs 270,405        238,920        (31,485)        

Total direct and indirect costs 1,094,487     738,724        (355,763)       

Less allowable costs that exceed costs clalimed
3

-                  (16,364)        (16,364)        

Total program costs 1,094,487$    722,360        (372,127)$     

Less amount paid by the State -                  

Allowable costs claimed in excess of (less than) amount paid 722,360$      

Cost Elements

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_________________________ 
1 See the Findings and Recommendations section. 
2 The city claimed contract services costs that were misclassified as salaries and benefits during the audit period. We 

reallocated the claimed costs to the appropriate cost category of contract services.  
3 GC section 17568 stipulates that the State will not reimburse any claim more than one year after the filing deadline 

specified in the SCO’s claiming instructions. That deadline has expired for FY 2011-12. 
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Findings and Recommendations 
 

The city claimed $823,726 in salaries and benefits for the Domestic 

Violence Related Calls for Assistance cost component during the audit 

period. The city incorrectly classified claimed costs as salaries and benefits 

costs. During the audit period, the city did not incur any salaries and 

benefits costs, but rather incurred contract services costs. We reallocated 

the costs to the appropriate cost category of Contract Services. Out of the 

amount claimed, we found that $499,448 is allowable and $324,278 is 

unallowable. The costs are unallowable because the city misstated the 

number of incident report counts, misstated the time increments per 

activity, and misstated the contract productive hourly rates.   

 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable 

contract services costs for the Domestic Violence Related Calls for 

Assistance cost component for the audit period: 

 

Amount Amount Audit

Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 46,375$           30,931$           (15,444)$          

2002-03 85,600             32,884             (52,716)            

2003-04 91,184             40,044             (51,140)            

2004-05 108,999           43,425             (65,574)            

2005-06 120,823           46,556             (74,267)            

2006-07 127,427           48,953             (78,474)            

2007-08 55,112             44,336             (10,776)            

2008-09 43,987             50,419             6,432               

2009-10 54,494             62,062             7,568               

2010-11 58,530             49,367             (9,163)              

2011-12 31,195             50,471             19,276             

Total 823,726$         499,448$         (324,278)$        

Contract Service Costs 

 

The city contracts with the San Diego County Sheriff’s Department 

(SDSO) to perform all law enforcement duties for the city. These duties 

include activities claimed for the mandated program. The city contracts 

for various SDSO staff positions (i.e. Deputy, Sergeant, and Detective 

Sergeant) each fiscal year (FY) and pays the SDSO annual contract rates 

for the positions. No city staff members performed any of the reimbursable 

activities under this program. Therefore, the city did not incur any salaries 

and benefits costs as claimed, but rather incurred contract services costs. 

We reallocated the costs to the appropriate cost category of contract 

services. 

 

The city determined claimed hours by multiplying the number of 

domestic-violence related calls for assistance incidents reported by the 

SDSO by the estimated time taken to perform the activity. The city then 

multiplied the total hours claimed by the respective SDSO contract rates 

to determine total costs claimed. 

  

FINDING 1—

Domestic Violence 

Related Calls for 

Assistance cost 

component – 

misstated contract 

services costs 
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Number of Domestic Violence-Related Calls for Assistance 
 

Claimed 
 

The city obtained the claimed number of domestic violence-related calls 

for assistance from both the SDSO’s Automated Regional Justice 

Information System (ARJIS) and the DOJ’s website. 
 

Allowable 
 

During fieldwork, we requested to review documentation supporting the 

number of domestic violence-related calls for assistance incidents that 

included a written report. The SDSO provided reports from the ARJIS 

supporting the number of incidents, for which reports were written, for 

FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12. We found that the number of incidents 

claimed was misstated (overstated in some years and understated in other 

years).  
 

We reviewed a sample of domestic violence-related calls for assistance 

incidents to verify that they occurred and were properly supported with a 

written incident report. We selected a random sample of 33 domestic 

violence-related calls for assistance incidents each for FY 2010-11 and 

FY 2011-12. Our review revealed that only one incident report did not 

include any information related to domestic violence. We determined that 

we would not need to expand our testing, as the discrepancy was 

immaterial.  We concluded the SDSO did a sufficient and appropriate job 

of generating the data from ARJIS. Therefore, we concluded that the query 

reports provided for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 were reliable.   
 

The SDSO was not able to provide reports or supporting documentation 

for incidents claimed for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07. Because we 

identified discrepancies with claimed incidents, for which reports were 

written, for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, we calculated an average 

incident count based on the data provided for the supported years. We 

applied the average incident count to FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, in 

which supporting documentation was not available.  
 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated 

number of domestic violence-related calls for assistance incidents for the 

audit period: 
 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Incident Counts Incident Counts Difference

Incident Counts

2001-02 208                   274                   66               

2002-03 356                   274                   (82)             

2003-04 323                   274                   (49)             

2004-05 359                   274                   (85)             

2005-06 371                   274                   (97)             

2006-07 373                   274                   (99)             

2007-08 291                   236                   (55)             

2008-09 224                   266                   42               

2009-10 288                   336                   48               

2010-11 309                   270                   (39)             

2011-12 155                   264                   109              
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Time Increments 
 

Claimed 
 

For each fiscal year, the city estimated that it took 126 minutes per incident 

for a deputy to support all domestic violence-related calls for assistance 

with a written incident report. For FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, the 

city estimated that it took an additional 19 minutes for a sergeant to review 

and edit the report. The city did not provide any source documentation 

based on actual data to support the estimated time increments.  
 

Allowable 
 

The SDSO conducted a month-long time study in April 2016. The time 

study determined the time it took the Deputies to support all domestic 

violence-related calls for assistance with a written incident report, and the 

time it took the Patrolling Sergeants to review and edit the reports. The 

time study also determined that the Deputies also spent time editing reports 

and Detective Sergeants also spent time reviewing reports, which were not 

claimed.  
 

Based on the SDSO’s time-study results, we determined that it takes 

Deputies an average of 1.92 hours (or 115.42 minutes) to support all 

domestic violence-related calls for assistance with a written incident 

report, and an average of 0.05 hours (or 3 minutes) to edit the written 

report. We also determined that it takes the Patrolling Sergeants an average 

of 0.27 hours (or 15.90 minutes) and Detective Sergeants an average of 

0.07 hours (or 4.10 minutes) to review the written reports.  
 

We applied the allowable time-study increments to the domestic violence-

related calls for assistance incident counts to arrive at the total allowable 

hours.  
 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated 

hours for the Deputy classification for the activity of writing the reports:  
 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hours Hours Difference

Allowable Hours - Report Writing (Deputy)

2001-02 436.80       526.08       89.28         

2002-03 747.60       526.08       (221.52)      

2003-04 678.30       526.08       (152.22)      

2004-05 753.90       526.08       (227.82)      

2005-06 779.10       526.08       (253.02)      

2006-07 783.30       526.08       (257.22)      

2007-08 611.10       453.12       (157.98)      

2008-09 470.40       510.72       40.32         

2009-10 604.80       645.12       40.32         

2010-11 648.90       518.40       (130.50)      

2011-12 334.03       506.88       172.85       

Total 6,848.23    5,790.72    (1,057.51)   
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The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unreported 

hours for the Deputy classification for the activity of editing the reports: 

 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hours Hours Difference

Allowable Hours - Editing Report (Deputy)

2001-02 -            13.70         13.70         

2002-03 -            13.70         13.70         

2003-04 -            13.70         13.70         

2004-05 -            13.70         13.70         

2005-06 -            13.70         13.70         

2006-07 -            13.70         13.70         

2007-08 -            11.80         11.80         

2008-09 -            13.30         13.30         

2009-10 -            16.80         16.80         

2010-11 -            13.50         13.50         

2011-12 -            13.20         13.20         

Total -            150.80       150.80       

 
 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated 

hours for the Patrolling Sergeant classification for the activity of reviewing 

and editing the reports: 

 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hours Hours Difference

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -            73.98         73.98        

2002-03 -            73.98         73.98        

2003-04 -            73.98         73.98        

2004-05 -            73.98         73.98        

2005-06 -            73.98         73.98        

2006-07 -            73.98         73.98        

2007-08 92.15         63.72         (28.43)       

2008-09 70.93         71.82         0.89          

2009-10 91.20         90.72         (0.48)         

2010-11 97.85         72.90         (24.95)       

2011-12 47.79         71.28         23.49        

Total 399.92       814.32       414.40      
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The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unreported 

hours for the Detective Sergeant classification for the activity of reviewing 

and editing the reports: 

 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hours Hours Difference

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 -           19.18         19.18       

2002-03 -           19.18         19.18       

2003-04 -           19.18         19.18       

2004-05 -           19.18         19.18       

2005-06 -           19.18         19.18       

2006-07 -           19.18         19.18       

2007-08 -           16.52         16.52       

2008-09 -           18.62         18.62       

2009-10 -           23.52         23.52       

2010-11 -           18.90         18.90       

2011-12 -           18.48         18.48       

Total -           211.12       211.12     

 
 

Contract Hourly Rates 

 

We reviewed the contract service agreements between the SDSO and the 

city, including Attachment B, CLEP Costing schedules, and contract hours 

for each fiscal year. Our analysis revealed that the city overstated claimed 

rates during the audit period. The rates were overstated because the city 

used inconsistent methodology to compute claimed rates, used contract 

salary and benefit amounts that were co-mingled with multiple 

classifications, and applied inconsistent annual contract hours to compute 

claimed hourly rates. 

 

Contract Salary and Benefit Amounts 

 

For FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, the city used contract salary and 

benefit amounts that co-mingled multiple classifications into one rate. The 

claimed amounts included classifications that did not perform 

reimbursable activities. During fieldwork, SDSO provided segregated 

contract salary and benefit amounts specific to those classifications 

performing reimbursable activities. We used the segregated contract salary 

and benefit information to compute allowable rates for FY 2001-02 

through FY 2006-07.   

 

For FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, the city used segregated contract 

salary and benefit amounts. We traced the claimed amounts to contract 

information and confirmed they were accurate. 
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Contract Productive Hours 

 

For FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, the city used co-mingled contract 

productive hours consistent with contract salary and benefit amounts that 

included multiple classifications into one rate. Because we were able to 

segregate contract salary and benefit amounts, we also used productive 

hours consistent with classifications performing reimbursable activities. 

We used 1,743 productive hours noted in the contract to compute each 

classification’s contract rate.   

 

Misstated Contract Hourly Rates 

 

We calculated hourly contract rates for each classification using the 

contract hours of 1,743 and the segregated contract salary and benefit 

amounts for each classification performing reimbursable activities.  

 

The following table summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly 

contract rate for the Deputy classification: 

 
Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Difference

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Deputy)

2001-02 106.17           47.34            (58.83)        

2002-03 114.50           50.31            (64.19)        

2003-04 134.43           61.22            (73.21)        

2004-05 144.58           66.48            (78.10)        

2005-06 155.08           71.46            (83.62)        

2006-07 162.68           75.14            (87.54)        

2007-08 76.38             78.87            2.49           

2008-09 78.64             78.64            -             

2009-10 76.48             76.48            -             

2010-11 75.84             75.84            -             

2011-12 79.32             79.32            -              
 

The following table summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly 

contract rate for Patrolling Sergeant classification: 

 

Amount Amount

Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Difference

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -            57.72         57.72         

2002-03 -            61.49         61.49         

2003-04 -            75.11         75.11         

2004-05 -            80.94         80.94         

2005-06 -            85.69         85.69         

2006-07 -            90.10         90.10         

2007-08 91.55         94.58         3.03           

2008-09 98.61         101.84       3.23           

2009-10 90.34         100.12       9.78           

2010-11 95.22         98.34         3.12           

2011-12 98.34         102.69       4.35            
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The following table summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly 

contract rate for Detective Sergeant classification: 

Claimed Allowable

Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Difference

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 - 57.72         57.72         

2002-03 - 61.49         61.49         

2003-04 - 75.11         75.11         

2004-05 - 80.94         80.94         

2005-06 - 85.69         85.69         

2006-07 - 90.10         90.10         

2007-08 - 99.29         99.29         

2008-09 - 101.84       101.84       

2009-10 - 100.12       100.12       

2010-11 - 98.34         98.34         

2011-12 - 102.69       102.69       

Summary of Audit Adjustment 

We applied the allowable domestic violence-related calls for assistance 

incident counts to the time study increments to arrive at the total allowable 

hours. We then applied the audited hourly contract rates to the allowable 

hours to determine allowable contract services costs. Our analysis revealed 

that the city overstated contract services costs totaling $324,278 for the 

Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance cost component for the 

audit period. 

The following table summarizes the audit adjustments per fiscal year as 

described in the finding above: 

Hours Contract Rate

Related Related Audit

Fiscal Year Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment

2001-02 15,505$  (30,949)$  (15,444)$    

2002-03 (18,947)       (33,769)          (52,716) 

2003-04 (12,626)       (38,514)          (51,140) 

2004-05 (24,487)       (41,087)          (65,574) 

2005-06 (30,276)       (43,991)          (74,267) 

2006-07 (32,421)       (46,053)          (78,474) 

2007-08 (12,099)       1,323 (10,776) 

2008-09 6,200          232 6,432          

2009-10 6,681          887 7,568          

2010-11 (9,390)         227 (9,163) 

2011-12 18,966        310 19,276        

Total (92,894)$     (231,384)$  (324,278)$  
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Criteria 

 

The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Reimbursable Activities) 

require claimed costs to be supported by source documents. The 

parameters and guidelines state, in part:  

  
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.  

  

The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Ongoing Activities D. 

Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance) allow ongoing activities 

related to costs supporting calls with a written incident report and 

reviewing the report as follows:  

  
D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, 

§ 13730(a); Stats.1993, ch. 1230)  
  

The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county 

law enforcement agencies, is eligible for reimbursement:  
  

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a 

written incident report.  

2. Review and edit the report.  
  

Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking 

sheet or restraining order, transport the victim to the hospital, book the 

perpetrator, or other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the 

victim.  

  

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in 

the incident report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based 

on the Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in 

Domestic Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01). 

Reimbursement for including the information in the incident report 

required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(3) is not provided in these 

parameters and guidelines and may not be claimed under this program, 

but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18). 

 

The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and 

Submission-Direct Cost Reporting-Contracted Services) state that, for 

salaries and benefits, claimants are required to: 

 
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 were 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 

invoices with the claim and a description of the contract scope of 

services. 
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Recommendation 

 

The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program was 

suspended in the FY 2012-13 through FY 2016-17. If the program 

becomes active, we recommend the city ensure that claimed costs include 

only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, and are properly supported.  

 

City’s Response 
 

Issue 1:  Number of Domestic Violence-Related Calls for Assistance 

 

The City of San Marcos (City) requests the State Controller’s Office 

(SCO) to use the actual Domestic Violence (DV) statistics provided for 

the period from FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 in lieu of the SCO’s 

average of the five most recent fiscal years audited.  These actual 

statistics of DV incidents were supported with written incident reports.  

The City also requests the SCO to take into account the crime rates in 

the older years were higher. 

 

The City provided to the SCO both the San Diego County Sheriff’s 

Office (SDSO) DV statistics reported in the Automated Regional Justice 

Information System (ARJIS), which recorded the number of actual DV 

incident reports by fiscal year, and the Department of Justice (DOJ) 

annual DV report statistics, which were reported by calendar year.  While 

the SDSO maintains records of total case counts in a summary format, 

the information requested by the SCO for this audit (a detailed report 

showing each incident case number by date and Penal Code for all the 

fiscal years) is no longer accessible due to system data conversions and 

also requirements to expunge records for FY 2001-02 through 

FY 2006-07.  Table 1 below shows DOJ and SDSO ARJIS data, while 

reported on calendar vs. fiscal year, respectively, tracked very closely.  

The City used the DOJ figures, which the SCO confirmed, to compute 

the claims (FY 2011-12 claimed statistic was an error, which was not 

known at the time the claim was filed).   

 

Table 1 – Analysis of Incident Report Counts 

 

Fiscal Year Claimed 

DOJ Stats 

(calendar year) 

ARJIS Stats 

(fiscal year) 

SCO 

Allowed 

2001-02 208 208 333 274 

2002-03 356 356 360 274 

2003-04 323 323 394 274 

2004-05 359 359 336 274 

2005-06 371 371 350 274 

2006-07 373 373 346 274 

2007-08 291 291 236 236 

2008-09 224 224 266 266 

2009-10 288 288 336 336 

2010-11 309 309 270 270 

2011-12 155 251 264 264 

Total 3,257 3,353 3,491 3,016 

Average 296 305 317 274 

Variance  12  

% Difference  4%  

  

 

Shaded area indicates the SCO audited and approved 

numbers. 
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The information the SDSO provided proved: 

 

1) The data was contemporaneously generated and can be verified by 

other reliable contemporaneous source document.  

 

a) The City sent to the SCO faxed correspondences from the 

SDSO’s office with report counts from the actual time periods 

dating back to 2002. 

 

b) The attached San Diego Association of Governments 

(SANDAG) Criminal Justice Research Division Report verifies 

the statistics provided to the SCO matched DOJ reported DV 

incidents.  The attached SANDAG, “Twenty-Five Years of 

Crime in the San Diego Region:  1984 through 2008” report, 

Page 25, Appendix Table 9 shows the data for year 2004, 2007 

and 2008 DV incident counts matched those claimed. 

 

2) The actual incident counts are supported with written reports. 

 

a) The attached DOJ’s Criminal Statistics Reporting 

Requirements manual shows on Page 14, DOJ is to be provided 

with “monthly summary statistical data on the number of 

domestic violence-related calls received” and “[a]ll domestic 

violence-related calls for assistance shall be supported with a 

written incident report”.   

 

b) The attached email on May 15, 2017, from Brent Jordan, Sr. 

Crime and Intel Analyst, who provided those old faxed 

correspondences above in 1) a), states, “The SANDAG reports 

that are attached represent reported crime meaning that they 

had a case number and a written report.  None of the 

statistics provided in the SANDAG report are considered calls 

for service.”  Also the attached email from Lieutenant Schaller 

on the same date said, “Just confirming Brent’s statement here. 

These stats were generated by actual reports generated.” 

(Emphasis added) 

 

3) The DV crime rates in the older years were higher.  The 

attached SANDAG “Twenty-Five Years of Crime in the San 

Diego Region:  1984 through 2008” report, page 11, Figure 13 

shows DV rates were higher during 2002 to 2007 and they were 

trending down.  Also on page 26, Appendix Table 9 shows 

specifically the City’s number of DV incidents decreasing. 

 

During the audit, the SCO reviewed the ARJIS statistics and detail 

reports for the five most recent of the eleven audited fiscal years and 

verified the reliability of the SDSO ARJIS statistical data, as 100% of 

ARJIS incident counts were approved by the SCO.  Page 9 of the Draft 

Audit Report states, “We reviewed a sample of domestic-violence 

related calls for assistance incidents to verify that they occurred and were 

properly supported with a written incident report” and “We concluded 

the SDSO did a sufficient and appropriate job of generating the data from 

ARJIS.  Therefore, we concluded that the query reports provided for 

FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 were reliable.”   

 

Based on the above, either the ARJIS or the DOJ actual statistics, instead 

of the 274 incident count 5-year average, for FY 2001-02 through 

FY 2006-07 should be allowed. 
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Issue 2:  Contract Hourly Rates 

 

The City disagrees with the SCO statements regarding the City 

overstated claimed rates and that the rates were overstated because the 

City used inconsistent methodologies to compute claimed rates.  The 

City also disagrees with the SCO statement, “For FY 2001-02 though 

FY 2006-07, the city used contract salary and benefit amounts that co-

mingled multiple classifications into one rate.” 

 

The City contracts with the SDSO for provision of Law Enforcement 

services.  There were three contracts that governed the City’s Law 

Enforcement services with the SDSO during the time period under audit.  

The first contract dated June 25, 1996 covered the period from FY 1996-

97 to FY2001-02.  The second contract dated June 11, 2002 covered the 

period from FY2002-03 to FY2006-07.  And the third contract dated 

November 6, 2007 covered the period from FY2007-08 to FY 2011-12.   

 

The methodologies used by the City to compute the billing rates were 

consistent with the contract language for each year.  During FY 2001-02 

through FY 2006-07, the City was billed for law enforcement services 

on a full cost basis per Patrol Sedan Unit, which included all overhead 

costs (including Sergeants’ administrative or supportive services) to 

reflect the “actual costs” for providing the Unit. The overhead costs built 

into the rates are fixed and non-negotiable, and the contracts state that 

they are “necessary and appropriate” as well as “efficient in achieving 

the law enforcement objectives of the department”.   This method of 

computation for the Unit cost was common and used by many Counties 

to charge for law enforcement services. 

 

The rates for a Patrol Deputy were computed exactly as stated per 

Attachment B of the contracts, which specifies total unit cost for a Patrol 

Sedan Unit and total annual hours of service provided.  The Patrol 

officers are the direct staff that performed the mandated activity, which 

included taking the call, writing, and editing a DV incident report.  The 

City did not claim Sergeants’ time during that time frame because 

Sergeants’ support costs were included as overhead in the contracted rate 

for the Patrol Deputy. 

 

The City disputes the SCO’s use of deconstructed salaries and benefits 

for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 because that was not how the 

contracts were structured.  The City requests that actual Patrol Deputy 

hourly rates be allowed as originally claimed by the City as the method 

matches the June 25, 1996 and June 11, 2002 contract terms and 

conditions that dictate the rates for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07. 

 

SCO’s Comment 

 

Issue 1:  Number of Domestic Violence-Related Calls for Assistance 

 

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged.  

 

The city disagrees with the SCO’s use of an average allowable incident 

count for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, for which supporting 

documentation was not available. The SCO derived the average incident 

count based on actual reports from ARJIS for FY 2007-08 through 

FY 2011-12.   
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1. The city asserts that the claimed case counts were 

“contemporaneously generated and can be verified by other reliable 

contemporaneous source documents.” The city’s statement is 

misleading, as no contemporaneous source documents were provided 

to support incident counts in FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07.  
 

The SCO requested and reviewed reports from ARJIS supporting the 

number of incidents, for which reports were written, for FY 2007-08 

through FY 2011-12. We found deviations from claimed counts and 

used audited data to compute allowable costs. The same reports were 

not available for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 to support claimed 

incident counts in the early years. The city agrees that “the information 

requested by the SCO for this audit (a detailed report showing each 

incident case number by date and Penal Code for all the fiscal years) 

is no longer accessible due to system data conversions….” 
 

As an alternative to allowing no costs in the early years of the audit 

period, the SCO worked with the city and the SDSO by computing an 

average incident count for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 based on 

the actual data reports provided for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12. 

The SCO applied the average incident counts to the early years, for 

which supporting documentation was not available.   
 

a) The city states that it “sent to the SCO faxed correspondence from 

the SDSO’s office with report counts from the actual time periods 

dating back to 2002.” The city is correct that it provided fax cover 

sheets for our review. However, the fax correspondence showed 

only hand-written numbers representing total counts in each fiscal 

year. The fax cover sheets did not contain any detail or supporting 

information to show how the hand-written numbers related to 

domestic violence calls for assistance. The fax cover sheets also 

did not provide a listing of cases in each fiscal year, so that SCO 

could properly verify whether the hand-written total numbers 

actually related to the incident counts in the mandated program. 

The city did not provide any other documentation supporting the 

total number of incident counts. 
 

b) The city presented the SANDAG report “Twenty-Five Years of 

Crime in the San Diego Region: 1984 through 2008.” The city 

asserts that this comprehensive report is supporting claimed 

incident counts for years 2004, 2007, and 2008. However, the 

SANDAG report is irrelevant as it does not provide the listing of 

incident counts for the SCO to review and perform testing to 

verify the accuracy of the counts. 
 

2. The city asserts that the claimed incident counts were supported with 

written reports and that “these stats were generated by actual reports 

generated.” However, the city did not provide supporting 

documentation listing the incident counts and identifying how they 

related to the mandated program. 
 

a) The city provided DOJ’s Criminal Statistics Reporting 

Requirements manual for our review and pointed out page 14, 

which states “all domestic violence-related calls for assistance 

shall be supported with a written incident report.” The referenced 
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statement is the requirement derived from the applicable Penal 

Code. This requirement does not provide any assurance as to the 

accuracy of the reports. 
 

b) The city provided email correspondence between it and the SDSO 

discussing incident counts. The email correspondence is irrelevant 

as it does not provide the detailed reports for the SCO to review 

and perform testing to verify the accuracy of the counts. 
 

3. The city points out that “the DV crime rates in older years were 

higher.” The SCO relied on actual supporting documentation for the 

incident counts provided in FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12. The 

SCO’s analysis is based on actual source documents and not historical 

statistical data. The city is required to report actual costs and maintain 

supporting documentation for the costs claimed. The city was not able 

to provide actual source documents for the earlier years of the claim 

period.  
 

The city quoted the SCO’s statement from the draft audit report regarding 

accuracy of the ARJIS reports and took it out of context. The city implied 

that the ARJIS incident case counts should be accepted without 

verification for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 because the SCO 

indicated ARJIS statistics were accurate. We disagree. In the draft audit 

report, the SCO indicated that the SDSO did a sufficient and appropriate 

job of generating the reports from ARJIS and concluded that the query 

reports provided for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 were reliable. The 

SCO, therefore, was able to use the verified information to arrive at an 

average incident count that was reliable and based on actual verifiable 

data. However, the SCO did not assert to the reliability of counts claimed 

for other fiscal years of the audit period, as claimed incident counts were 

unsupported for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07.  
 

Issue 2:  Contract Hourly Rates 
 

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged.  
 

The city disagrees with the SCO finding relating to the city’s use of co-

mingled contract hourly rates. The city also “disputes the SCO’s use of 

deconstructed salaries and benefits for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 

because that was not how the contracts were structured.” The city asserts 

that the contract hourly rates claimed for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 

are accurate and should be used as claimed to calculate allowable costs for 

this audit.  
 

We disagree that co-mingled contract rates are acceptable to claim costs 

when only certain classifications perform reimbursable activities. For 

FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, the city used contract salary and benefit 

amounts that co-mingled multiple classifications into one rate. The 

claimed rates included classifications that did not perform the mandated 

activities. By claiming the co-mingled rate, the city is seeking 

reimbursement of costs for the employees whose duties are not related to 

the mandated program or reimbursable activities.   
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The parameters and guidelines of this program require that, if contract 

services were used for purposes other than the reimbursable activities, only 

the pro rata portion of the services used to implement the reimbursable 

activities be claimed. It was not appropriate to claimed blended contract 

hourly rates as these rates included costs unrelated to this mandated 

program. 

 

The SCO separated the rates for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 in order 

to identify the specific employees who performed the mandated activities. 

The audited contract hourly rates represent costs for those specific contract 

employees. 

 

 

The city claimed $270,405 in indirect costs during the audit period. We 

determined that $238,920 is allowable and $31,485 is unallowable. 

Indirect costs are unallowable because the city misclassified claimed direct 

costs as salaries and benefits rather than contract services, inappropriately 

calculated indirect cost rates based on direct labor rather than contract 

services, and applied indirect cost rates to unallowable contract services 

costs as identified in Finding 1. 

 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable 

indirect costs for the audit period: 

 

Amount Amount Audit

Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 4,638$             14,754$           10,116$        

2002-03 8,560               15,686             7,126            

2003-04 9,118               19,101             9,983            

2004-05 10,900             20,714             9,814            

2005-06 12,082             22,207             10,125          

2006-07 12,743             23,351             10,608          

2007-08 44,628             20,405             (24,223)         

2008-09 40,490             23,501             (16,989)         

2009-10 48,713             31,337             (17,376)         

2010-11 51,799             24,042             (27,757)         

2011-12 26,734             23,822             (2,912)           

Total 270,405$         238,920$         (31,485)$       
 

Misclassified Costs 

 

For FY 2001-02 through 2006-07, the city claimed 10% indirect cost rates 

and applied the rates to contract services costs that were incorrectly 

claimed as salaries and benefits. For FY 2007-08 through 2011-12, the city 

prepared Indirect Cost Rate Proposals (ICRPs) and also applied these rates 

to misclassified contract services costs that were incorrectly claimed as 

salaries and benefits. As discussed in Finding 1, the city did not incur any 

direct labor costs during the audit period. The city staff did not perform 

any of the reimbursable activities listed within the parameters and 

guidelines. The city contracted with the SDSO to perform all law 

enforcement activities including activities allowable for reimbursement 

FINDING 2—

Misstated Indirect 

Costs 
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under this mandated program. Therefore, the city did not incur any direct 

labor costs for this program, but rather incurred contract services costs.  

The city’s methodology to classify and compute costs as indirect based on 

direct labor costs was not appropriate. 

 

Contract Indirect Costs 

 

We reviewed the contract agreements between the city and the SDSO.  For 

FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, the SDSO contract agreements provided 

supplemental schedules and identified contracted labor costs and 

contracted overhead costs. We determined that overhead costs identified 

in the contract were appropriate as they related to the performance of 

mandated activities.  We computed indirect cost rates for contract services 

for these years by dividing total contract overhead costs, station support 

staff costs, and Sergeant Admin position costs, by the contracted labor 

costs identified in the contract supplemental schedules.  

 

Such information was not available for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07. 

We therefore calculated an average contract indirect cost rate based on 

available data for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 and applied the 

average contract indirect rate to FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, in 

which contract agreements did not contain detail schedules. 

 

The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and adjusted 

indirect cost rates for the audit period: 

 

Claimed Audited

Indirect Cost Contract Indirect

Fiscal Year Rate Cost Rate Difference

Indirect Cost Rates

2001-02 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2002-03 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2003-04 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2004-05 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2005-06 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2006-07 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%

2007-08 80.80% 45.90% -34.90%

2008-09 91.80% 46.50% -45.30%

2009-10 89.20% 50.40% -38.80%

2010-11 88.50% 48.70% -39.80%

2011-12 85.70% 47.20% -38.50%
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Summary of Audit Adjustment 

 

We applied the audited indirect cost rates to the total allowable contract 

services costs as described in Finding 1. The following table summarized 

the audit adjustments as they relate to misstated contract services costs in 

Finding 1 and misstated contract indirect cost rates as described in 

Finding 2: 

 
Finding 1 Contract Indirect

Related Cost Rate Audit

Fiscal Year Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment

2001-02 (1,544)$            11,660$           10,116$           

2002-03 (5,272)              12,398             7,126               

2003-04 (5,114)              15,097             9,983               

2004-05 (6,557)              16,371             9,814               

2005-06 (7,427)              17,552             10,125             

2006-07 (7,847)              18,455             10,608             

2007-08 (8,707)              (15,516)            (24,223)            

2008-09 5,905               (22,894)            (16,989)            

2009-10 6,751               (24,127)            (17,376)            

2010-11 (8,109)              (19,648)            (27,757)            

2011-12 16,520             (19,432)            (2,912)              

Total (21,401)$          (10,084)$          (31,485)$          

 
Criteria 

 

The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and 

Submission) state that, claimants have the option of using 10% of direct 

labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate 

Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed exceeds 10%. The 

parameters and guidelines (section V.B – Indirect Cost Rates) state, in 

part: 

  
Indirect costs are costs that are incurred for a common or join purpose, 

benefitting 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 the central 

government services distributed to the other departments based on a 

systematic and rational basis through a cost allocation plan. 

  

Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing 

the procedures provided in 2 CFR Part 225 (Office of Management and 

Budget (OMB) Circular A-87). Claimants have the option of using 10% 

of direct labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost 

Rate Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed exceeds 10%. 

 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and 

Submission-Direct Cost Reporting-Contracted Services) state that, for 

salaries and benefits, claimants are required to: 

 
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. 
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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 were 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 

invoices with the claim and a description of the contract scope of 

services. 

 
Recommendation 

 

The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program was 

suspended in the FY 2012-13 through FY 2016-17. If the program 

becomes active, we recommend the city ensure that claimed costs include 

only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, and are properly supported. 

 

City’s Response 

 
Due to changes in contract languages over the years, the City is 

addressing the indirect cost issues separately. 

 

FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 Indirect Cost Rates 

 

As stated above, the City disputes the SCO’s use of deconstructed 

salaries and benefits for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07.  However, if 

the SCO insists on using the deconstructed method, then the City 

requests the SCO to apply the same method to determine the contract 

indirect cost rates to be consistent. 

 

The SCO allowed contract indirect costs for these years are not based on 

the actual contracted terms but rather based on the average of the five 

most recent fiscal years audited.  This does not reflect actual contract 

indirect cost rates paid by the City.  This is incorrect and denies the City 

reimbursement of its full actual costs incurred to comply with the 

mandate.   

 

To justify the usage of an average, the SCO states on page 18 of the Draft 

Audit Report, “Such information was not available for FY 2001-02 

through FY 2006-07.”  This SCO’s statement is not accurate.  As an 

example, the “Sheriff’s Department F/Y 06-07 CLEP Costing” schedule 

the SCO obtained from the SDSO during this audit, which the SCO used 

to calculate the contract hourly rates, shows the actual direct (Law 

Enforcement Stations – Deputy and Sergeant) and indirect costs (Law 

Enforcement Stations – Other Support, Law Enforcement Support, and 

Services & Supplies) billed for each Patrol Sedan Unit.   Based on these 

CLEP Costing schedules, the City computed the contract indirect cost 

rates as follows: 

 

Fiscal Year 

Contract 

Direct Cost 

Contract 

Indirect Cost 

Contract Indirect 

Cost Rate 

2001-02 $169,655 $159,732 94% 

2002-03 $181,791 $173,461 95% 

2003-04 $221,342 $195,718 88% 

2004-05 $240,118 $208,456 87% 

2005-06 $257,716 $223,414 87% 

2006-07 $273,479 $231,235 85% 

 

Therefore, these actual contract indirect cost rates, instead of the 47.7% 

5-year average, for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 should be allowed. 
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FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 Indirect Costs 

 

The City appreciates the SCO included the Administrative Sergeant costs 

as overhead costs in the computation of the contract indirect cost rates; 

however, the City requests a majority of the other Sergeants costs, which 

related to the administrative and or supervisory services, to also be 

considered as overhead costs to properly reflect actual overhead costs 

incurred. These Sergeant positions are first line supervisors of the 

Deputies as well as other non-sworn station staff and are an integral part 

of departmental support. 

 

Section II B. of the contract states, the “COUNTY through SHERIFF 

will provide general and specialized law enforcement and traffic 

services…as well as direct supervision of law enforcement personnel 

assigned”.  (Emphasis added)  County job descriptions state the 

“Purpose and Distinguishing Characteristics” of the Sergeant position “is 

to provide supervision over the activities of a team, unit or division of 

deputies and or professional staff.”  Further, it states, “This class 

represents the first level of supervision of sworn staff in the Sheriff’s 

Department.” 

 

The contract’s reference to SERGEANT and DETECTIVE SERGEANT 

positions in the Direct Costs section is to distinguish the positions that 

are paid for directly and their full positions are dedicated exclusively 

to the City as oppose to the other positions which are shared with other 

cities.  Therefore, the term “direct” in the contract does not refer to their 

job duties.  The San Marcos Station Lieutenant determined the 

percentage that each Sergeant spends on administrative and or 

supervisory duties are as follows: 

 

 Admin Sergeant = (100% allowed by SCO) 

 Dedicated Sergeants = 70%  

 Sergeants (Patrol) = 70%  

 Sergeant (Traffic) = 90%  

 Sergeant (Detective) = 90%  

 

According to the claiming instructions and OMB A-87, the “indirect 

costs are costs that 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 

results achieved.”  The City believes these costs satisfy the requirements 

of OMB A-87 and are eligible as overhead costs for inclusion in the 

contract indirect cost rate calculation. 

 

SCO’s Comment 

 

The finding and recommendation remain unchanged.  

 

FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07 Indirect Cost Rates 

 

The city disagrees with the SCO’s computation of the average indirect cost 

rates that were based on the five most recent fiscal years audited. The city 

indicates it should get reimbursed higher indirect cost rates than the 47.7% 

five-year average computed by the SCO during the course of the audit. 
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As indicated in the finding, the city claimed a 10% indirect cost rate for 

FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, based on a standard rate allowed by the 

parameters and guidelines.  The SCO computed allowable costs based on 

available data in the city’s contracts. The city is proposing higher 

alternative rates to be used for reimbursement. We disagree with the city’s 

proposed methodology. 

 

The city inappropriately claimed contract services costs as direct labor 

costs and computed indirect costs based on direct labor when in fact the 

city did not incur any direct or indirect labor costs. The city’s proposed 

new methodology also subjectively classifies various costs as direct and 

indirect. All of the city’s costs for this program are contract services costs. 

The SCO’s methodology to compute allowable contract indirect costs 

accounted for contracted labor costs and contracted overhead costs that 

benefited the implementation of the entire contract. 

 

FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 Indirect Costs 

 

For FY 2006-07 through FY 2011-12, the city is proposing an increase in 

the allowable contract indirect cost rate. The city asserts that the majority 

of the other sergeant classification costs should be allocated as indirect 

costs in order to properly reflect actual overhead costs incurred for the 

calculation of contract indirect costs rates. We disagree with the city’s 

proposed methodology as we already accounted for all appropriate 

contracted labor costs and contracted overhead costs that benefited the 

implementation of the entire contract.  
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Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice 12-PGA-01 (02-TC-04, 02-TC-11 and 07-TC-10) 
Amendment to Parameters and Guidelines and Statement of Decision 

BEFORE THE 

COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN RE PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES 
AMENDMENT FOR: 

Penal Code Sections 12025(h)(1) and (h)(3), 
12031(m)(1) and (m)(3), 13014, 13023, and 
13730(a) 

Statutes 1989, Chapter 1172 (SB 202); Statutes 
1992, Chapter 1338 (SB 1184); Statutes 1993, 
Chapter 1230 (AB 2250); Statutes 1998, Chapter 
933 (AB 1999); Statutes 1999, Chapter 571 (AB 
491); Statutes 2000, Chapter 626 (AB 715); 
Statutes 2004, Chapter 700 (SB 1234) 

 
Requested by the State Controller’s Office 
October 1, 2012. 

Case No.:  12-PGA-01 (02-TC-04 and  
02-TC-11 and 07-TC-10) 

 
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department 
of Justice; Crime Statistics Reports for the 
Department of Justice Amended 

 

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 January 24, 2014) 

(Served January 28, 2014)  

 
STATEMENT OF DECISION 

The Commission on State Mandates (Commission) adopted this statement of decision and 
amendment to parameters and guidelines on consent by a vote of 7 to 0, during a regularly 
scheduled hearing on January 24, 2014.  

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. 

I. Background 

On October 1, 2012, the State Controller’s Office (SCO) filed a request to amend the parameters 
and guidelines for Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice to clarify the scope of 
the activity mandated by Penal Code section 13730(a), as amended by Statutes 1993,  
chapter 1230.1  The 1993 amendment to the statute added the underlined language in subdivision 
(a) as follows: 

                                                 
1 Government Code section 17557(d)(2)(D) allows a local agency, school district, or the state to 
file a request to amend the parameters and guidelines to clarify what constitutes reimbursable 
activities. 
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(a) Each law enforcement agency shall develop a system, by January 1, 1986, for recording 
all domestic violence-related calls for assistance made to the department including 
whether weapons are involved.  All domestic violence-related calls for assistance shall be 
supported with a written incident report, as described in subdivision (c), identifying the 
domestic violence incident.  Monthly, the total number of domestic violence calls 
received and the numbers of those cases involving weapons shall be compiled by each 
law enforcement agency and submitted to the Attorney General. 

(b) The Attorney General shall report annually to the Governor, the Legislature, and the 
public the total number of domestic violence-related calls received by California law 
enforcement agencies, the number of cases involving weapons, and a breakdown of calls 
received by agency, city, and county. 

(c) Each law enforcement agency shall develop an incident report form that includes a 
domestic violence identification code by January 1, 1986.  In all incidents of domestic 
violence, a report shall be written and shall be thus identified on the face of the report as 
a domestic violence incident. 

On June 26, 2008, the Commission approved the test claim with respect to the 1993 amendments 
to Penal Code section 13730(a), authorizing reimbursement for the following activity: “For local 
law enforcement agencies to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a 
written incident report.”  The Commission explained its finding on this statute as follows: 

Statutes 1993, chapter 1230 added the following to subdivision (a) of section 
13730: “All domestic violence related calls for assistance shall be supported with 
a written incident report, as described in subdivision (c), identifying the domestic 
violence incident.” 

In its comments on the test claim, Finance states: 

Chapter 483, Statutes of 2001 [amending Pen. Code, § 13730] would add an 
additional requirement to the existing mandate.  However, since the mandate 
is suspended, implementation would be at the option of local government.  
This interpretation is consistent with a decision adopted by the Commission 
… on January 29, 1998, [Domestic violence Training and Incident Reporting, 
CSM 96-362-01] regarding earlier changes to the same code section.  
Therefore it does not seem appropriate to include references to these chapters 
as a part of this claim. 

The Commission disagrees.  In order to be suspended by the Legislature, a statute 
must have “been determined by the Legislature, the Commission, or any court to 
mandate a new program or higher level of service requiring reimbursement of 
local agencies…” (Gov. Code, § 17581.) 

This 1993 amendment to section 13730 has never been determined by the 
Legislature, the Commission, or any court to mandate a new program or higher 
level of service requiring local agency reimbursement, as required by Government 
Code section 17581. Therefore, the 1993 amendment is not eligible for 
suspension by the Legislature. 
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Thus, based on the mandatory language in the statute, the Commission finds that 
section 13730, as amended by Statutes 1993, chapter 1230, imposes a state 
mandate on local law enforcement agencies to support domestic violence related 
calls for assistance with a written incident report.  The Commission also finds that 
this section, as amended by Statutes 1993, chapter 1230, constitutes a program 
within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 because it carries out the 
governmental function of providing a service to the public2 by requiring written 
reports for domestic violence-related calls for assistance, and because making the 
reports is an activity that is unique to local government.   

The next issue is whether the mandate is a new program or higher level of service.  
Preexisting law, before the 1993 amendment, had been suspended (pursuant to 
Gov. Code, § 17581) and made voluntary every year beginning fiscal year 1992-
1993 as indicated above, making the amendment a newly required activity.   

Moreover, preexisting law states: 

Each law enforcement agency shall develop an incident report form that 
includes a domestic violence identification code by January 1, 1986.  In all 
incidents of domestic violence, a report shall be written and shall be identified 
on the face of the report as a domestic violence incident (Pen. Code, § 13730, 
subd. (c)).   

Preexisting law only requires incident reports for “incidents of domestic violence” 
whereas the 1993 amendment requires written incident reports for “calls for 
assistance.”  Therefore, the Commission finds that the 1993 amendment to section 
13730 is a new program or higher level of service. 

The Commission also finds that there are costs mandated by the state, as defined 
by Government Code section 17514, for this mandate, and that no exceptions to 
reimbursement in Government Code section 17556 apply.3   

On September 30, 2010, the Commission adopted parameters and guidelines, authorizing 
reimbursement for the activity, beginning July 1, 2001, as follows: 

Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730, subd. (a); 
Stats. 1993, ch. 1230) 

The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law 
enforcement agencies, is eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written
incident report.

2. Review and edit the report.4

2 County of Los Angeles, supra, 43 Cal.3d 46, 56. 
3 Statement of Decision adopted June 26, 2008 on Crime Statistics Reports for the  
Department of Justice (02-TC-04, 02-TC-11), pages 17-18. 
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II. Request to Amend Parameters and Guidelines

In its request to amend the parameters and guidelines, the SCO contends that for the period of 
July 1, 2001, through June 30, 2011, claimants have filed 2,605 claims totaling $143 million in 
costs for the activities listed above, and have inappropriately claimed costs for writing all 
domestic violence incident reports in their claims for reimbursement.  The SCO argues that some 
of the costs are not reimbursable under Penal Code section 13730(a), but should instead be 
included in other state-mandated programs that reimburse local government for costs incurred 
under Penal Code section 13730(c).  The Commission authorized reimbursement for Penal Code 
section 13730(c), as amended by different statutes, in Domestic Violence Information  
(CSM 4222), Domestic Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM 96-362-01), and Crime 
Victims’ Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (CSM 02-TC-18), all of which have been 
suspended by the Legislature.  The SCO believes that subdivision (c) of the statute should be 
interpreted as requiring the written incident report in all cases when it is determined that a 
domestic violence crime is committed, and that subdivision (a) should be interpreted as requiring 
the incident report in “all other cases” when it is determined that no crime was committed or that 
the crime committed was not a domestic violence incident.  The SCO also contends that some 
claimants have inappropriately claimed costs under subdivision (a) for interviewing parties, 
completing the booking sheet or restraining order, transporting the victim to the hospital, 
booking the alleged perpetrator, and other ancillary activities.  The SCO proposes that the 
parameters and guidelines be amended by adding the following underlined language: 

Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730, subd. (a); 
Stats. 1993, ch. 1230) 

The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law 
enforcement agencies, is eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written
incident report, except for those that result in a written report of domestic
violence.  Such a circumstance could occur where officers are dispatched to
the scene of a domestic violence-related call for assistance, but after
investigation, determine that either no crime was committed, or that the crime
committed was not a domestic violence incident.  In such cases, the
reimbursable costs to write the report include the costs to conduct the
underlying investigation to the extent necessary to write the report.

However, this reimbursability does not extend to such ancillary tasks as
interviewing parties, completing the booking sheet or restraining order,

4 The parameters and guidelines for Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice  
(02-TC-04, 02-TC-11) were consolidated with Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of 
Justice Amended (07-TC-10), a separate claim addressing Penal Code section 13023 as amended 
in 2004.   
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transporting the victim(s) to the hospital, booking the alleged perpetrator, and 
other related activities.5 

2. Review and edit the report.

III. Positions of the Parties

State Controller’s Office 

The SCO requests that the Commission amend the parameters and guidelines as explained in the 
Background.  In addition, the SCO submitted comments on the draft staff analysis generally 
agreeing with the draft staff analysis, but noting that the draft analysis and proposed amendments 
did not include the activity of “interviewing parties” in the language clarifying the activities that 
are not eligible for reimbursement.   

Interested Persons 

On January 2, 2013, Allan Burdick commented on the SCO request to amend the parameters and 
guidelines, asserting that the amendment is unnecessary.  He states:  

I have reviewed a random sample of both city and county reimbursement claims 
filed with the State Controller from over 70 agencies and it appears and other than 
the one city, I do not think that costs for the items cited by the State Controller 
have been claimed by 99% of the local agencies. 

Mr. Burdick also suggests changing the activity from “review and edit the report” to “review, 
edit, approve and file the report.” 

IV. Commission Findings

The SCO raises two issues in its request.  The first issue deals with the interpretation of Penal 
Code section 13730(a) and (c), and the Commission’s decisions on those subdivisions.  The 
second issue seeks clarification whether claimants are eligible for reimbursement for 
“interviewing parties, completing the booking sheet or restraining order, transporting the victim 
to the hospital, booking the alleged perpetrator, and other related activities.”  These issues are 
analyzed separately below. 

A. The SCO’s interpretation, that Penal Code section 13730(a) should be limited to 
situations where no crime is committed, or that the crime committed is not a domestic 
violence incident, is not supported by the law or the Commission’s decisions and, thus, 
the request to amend the parameters and guidelines in this respect is denied. 

1. The SCO’s interpretation ignores the Commission’s decision and the effect of the
suspension of the activity required by existing law.

As indicated above, Penal Code section 13730(a) was amended in 1993 as follows: 

5 In the request to amend the parameters and guidelines, the SCO’s proposed amendment did not 
expressly identify in the language “interviewing parties” as an activity that was not reimbursable. 
However, the narrative of the request identified the activity and the SCO’s comments on the draft 
staff analysis clarified that the SCO intended to include the activity in the proposed language as 
an activity that was not eligible for reimbursement.   
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(a) Each law enforcement agency shall develop a system, by January 1, 1986, for recording 
all domestic violence-related calls for assistance made to the department including 
whether weapons are involved.  All domestic violence-related calls for assistance shall be 
supported with a written incident report, as described in subdivision (c), identifying the 
domestic violence incident.  Monthly, the total number of domestic violence calls 
received and the numbers of those cases involving weapons shall be compiled by each 
law enforcement agency and submitted to the Attorney General. 

(b) The Attorney General shall report annually to the Governor, the Legislature, and the 
public the total number of domestic violence-related calls received by California law 
enforcement agencies, the number of cases involving weapons, and a breakdown of calls 
received by agency, city, and county. 

(c) Each law enforcement agency shall develop an incident report form that includes a 
domestic violence identification code by January 1, 1986.  In all incidents of domestic 
violence, a report shall be written and shall be thus identified on the face of the report as 
a domestic violence incident. 

The Commission approved reimbursement “for local law enforcement agencies to support all 
domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report (Pen. Code, § 13730, 
subd. (a), Stats. 1993, ch. 1230),” and this language was placed in the parameters and guidelines 
for the program with little discussion, except to add reasonably necessary activities to review and 
edit the report.   

The SCO contends that the reimbursement claims filed under this mandate have inappropriately 
requested reimbursement for all domestic violence incident reports.  The SCO argues that 
reimbursement to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written 
incident report pursuant to Penal Code section 13730(a) should be limited to situations where a 
crime has not been committed, or the crime committed is not one of domestic violence.  On the 
other hand, costs incurred to prepare a domestic violence incident report in cases where a 
domestic violence crime has been committed are covered by other state-mandated programs 
approving reimbursement for Penal Code section 13730(c), which have been suspended by the 
Legislature.   

The limitations suggested by the SCO are not expressly provided in Penal Code section 13730, 
the statement of decision on the test claim, or the parameters and guidelines for this program.  
The plain language of Penal Code section 13730(a) and of the Commission’s decision is to 
support “all domestic-violence related calls for assistance” with a written incident report as 
described in subdivision (c), identifying the domestic violence incident.   

Nevertheless, the SCO bases its argument on the following sentence on page 18 of the test claim 
statement of decision for this item: 

Preexisting law only requires incident reports for “incidents of domestic violence” 
whereas the 1993 amendment requires written incident reports for “calls for 
assistance.”  Therefore, the Commission finds that the 1993 amendment to section 
13730 is a new program or higher level of service. 

This sentence was not explained in the decision and there was no discussion that it required a 
report only when a domestic violence crime was not committed.  However, using this sentence, 
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the SCO asserts that the language in subdivision (a) requiring a written incident reports for “all 
calls for assistance,” when compared to the existing language in subdivision (c) requiring a 
report for all “incidents” of domestic violence, imposes a limited, higher level of service on local 
agencies for writing only those reports on calls where no domestic violence crime is found.  It is 
correct that the Legislature enacted the 1993 statute with the intent of clarifying the law.  The 
1993 amendment was based on a proposal by the Attorney General’s Office, Division of Law 
Enforcement, for legislation to clarify whether calls for assistance in section 13730 should 
include all calls which are dispatched as domestic violence calls, or only those calls which result 
in documented and verified cases of domestic violence.  The Legislature agreed to amend 
subdivision (a) to require a written incident report, “as described in subdivision (c),” for “all 
domestic violence-related calls for assistance.” 6   

However, the problem with the SCO’s interpretation and reliance on this one sentence is that it 
does not consider the legal effect of the Legislature’s suspension of the existing requirement in 
subdivision (c), or the Commission’s findings on that issue.  On page 17 of the statement of 
decision on the test claim, the Commission found that:   

Preexisting law, before the 1993 amendment, had been suspended (pursuant to 
Gov. Code, § 17581) and made voluntary every year beginning fiscal year 1992-
1993 as indicated above, making the amendment a newly required activity. 

The “preexisting law” referred to in this sentence was the language in Penal Code section 
13730(c), which provides that “in all incidents of domestic violence, a report shall be written and 
shall be thus identified on the face of the report as a domestic violence incident.”  This 
requirement was suspended by the Legislature, following the Commission’s decision in 
Domestic Violence Information (CSM 4222), approving subdivision (c) as a reimbursable state-
mandated activity, and remained suspended at the time the 1993 test claim statute became 
operative and effective.  Pursuant to Government Code section 17581(a), “[n]o local agency 
shall be required to implement or give effect to any statute or executive order, or portion thereof, 
during any fiscal year and for the period immediately following that fiscal year for which the 
Budget Act has not been enacted for the subsequent fiscal year if [the mandated program is 
suspended.]”  Section 17581(c) then states, 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, if a local agency elects to implement 
or give effect to a statute or executive order described in subdivision (a), the local 
agency may assess fees to persons or entities which benefit from the statute or 
executive order.  Any fee assessed pursuant to this subdivision shall not exceed 
the costs reasonably borne by the local agency.   

According to the California Supreme Court, once a statute or regulation previously determined to 
require reimbursement has been properly suspended by the Legislature, there is no duty to 
comply with the requirement in statute or regulation during the fiscal years of the suspension. 

It seems clear that by operation of Government Code section 17581 and the 
budget items we have noted, the districts are not subject to a duty to comply with 

6 1993 Legislative Bill Proposal, Attorney General’s Office, dated April 16, 1993; Senate Floor 
Analysis, Third Reading of Assembly Bill 2250, dated April 17, 1993 (1993-1994 Leg. Sess.). 
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the regulations at issue in the present case, so that no violation of those 
regulations could be posited as the basis for civil or criminal liability.7 

Thus, at the time the 1993 test claim statute was enacted, by operation of Government 
Code section 17581, there was no duty in law to write a domestic violence incident report 
for incidents of domestic violence.  The 1993 statute, which added the language in 
subdivision (a), therefore, imposed a new program or higher level of service, mandating 
the activity of supporting all domestic violence related calls for assistance with a written 
incident report.8  

This interpretation of the activity requiring reimbursement to support all domestic violence 
related calls for assistance with an incident report is consistent with the Commission’s findings 
and summary of the mandate when it adopted the parameters and guidelines on the program.  
The analysis adopted by the Commission does not refer to the incident report in subdivision (a) 
as a higher level of service, requiring reimbursement only for limited situations where it is 
determined that a domestic violence crime is not committed, but instead acknowledges the 
suspension of the prior requirement in subdivision (c), and states the following: 

As indicated in the Statement of Decision in the present case for 02-TC-04 and 
02-TC-11, the Commission had issued prior decisions on the 1984, 1995, and 
2001 amendments to Penal Code section 13730, subdivision (c), and adopted 
parameters and guidelines, which authorized reimbursement for the costs 
associated with the development of a domestic violence incident report form, 
writing the domestic violence reports, and compiling and submitting monthly 
summary reports to the Attorney General.9  The 1995 and 2001 amendments 
required additional information to be included in the incident reports; i.e., 
notations of whether the officer observed signs that the alleged abuser was under 
the influence of alcohol or controlled substances, whether law enforcement had 
previously responded to a domestic violence call at the same address involving 
the same alleged abuser or victim, and whether a firearm or other deadly weapon 
was present at the scene.10  The 1984, 1995, and 2001 mandates have been 
continuously suspended by the Legislature and made voluntary in each fiscal 
year of the suspension pursuant to Government Code section 17581.   

The 1993 amendment to Penal Code section 13730, subdivision (a), that requires 
local law enforcement agencies to “support all domestic-violence related calls for 
assistance with a written incident report” was not pled in these earlier test claims 

7 Carmel Valley Fire Protection Dist. v. State of California (2001) 25 Cal.4th 287, 309. 
8 This finding is consistent with the court’s findings in Lucia Mar Unified School Dist. v. Honig 
(1988) 44 Cal.3d 830, 835, which looked at the law in existence at the time the test claim statute 
is enacted to determine if there is a new program or higher level of service. 
9 Domestic Violence Information (CSM 4222), Domestic Violence Training and Incident 
Reporting (CSM 96-362-01), and Crime Victims’ Domestic Violence Incident Reports II  
(CSM 02-TC-18). 
10 See current Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)-(3). 
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and, thus, had never been suspended by the Legislature.  Thus, the Commission 
determined that the activity constituted a mandated new program or higher level 
of service.11  (Emphasis added.) 

The parameters and guidelines adopted by the Commission authorize reimbursement “for local 
law enforcement agencies to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a 
written incident report.” 

Thus, the SCO’s interpretation of the mandate as only a limited, higher level of service conflicts 
with the Commission’s decision in this case.  The Commission’s decisions on the test claim and 
parameters and guidelines were not challenged, and remain final binding decisions.12   

2. Prior Commission decisions involving Penal Code section 13730 do not support the
SCO’s interpretation of the statute.

The test claim in Domestic Violence Information (CSM 4222), was filed on Statutes 1984, 
chapter 1609, which originally added section 13730 to the Penal Code.  Subdivision (c) required 
law enforcement agencies to develop an incident report form and required that a report shall be 
written for “all incidents of domestic violence.”  The parameters and guidelines adopted by the 
Commission in 1987 on Domestic Violence Information (CSM 4222) authorized reimbursement 
for subdivision (c), and did not limit the report to situations where a crime occurred, as suggested 
by the SCO’s interpretation.  The reimbursable activity was defined in the parameters and 
guidelines as follows:  “For the writing of mandated reports which shall include domestic 
violence incident reports, incidents or crime reports directly related to the domestic violence 
incident.”13   

11 Item 9, September 30, 2010, Commission hearing, Final Staff Analysis on Proposed 
Parameters and Guidelines for Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice (02-TC-04, 
02-TC-11, 07-TC-10), page 16. 
12 California School Boards Assoc. v. State of California (2009) 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, 1200.   
13 See also 1988 Domestic Violence Guidelines developed by the Commission on Peace Officer 
Standards and Training (POST), which interpreted section 13730(c), as added in 1984, as 
requiring a report even when the officer cannot determine if a crime has been committed.  On 
page 7 of the guidelines, under the heading “Arrest Criteria and Enforcement Procedures” the 
guidelines state that:  

In the event the suspect has left the scene of the incident, an investigation should 
be made to determine if a crime has been committed.  Penal Code 13730(c) and 
13701(i) require that a retrievable report shall be made and complainant shall be 
advised of the follow-up criminal procedure and case number of the report.  

This guideline does not require a report only when a crime has been committed.  The guideline 
states that an investigation “should be made” to determine if a crime has been committed, and 
that section 13730(c) requires a retrievable report to be made. 

Pages 8 and 9 of the guidelines also state that where the alleged victim claims to have a 
restraining order or stay away order, but does not have possession of the order, the officer may 
not be able to confirm the validity of the order and cannot make an arrest.  In those cases, the 
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The test claim in Crime Victims Domestic Violence Incident Reports (99-TC-08), adopted in 
September 2003, addressed Family Code section 6228, as amended in 1999, which required local 
agencies to “provide, without charging a fee, one copy of all domestic violence incident report 
face sheets, one copy of all domestic violence incident reports, or both, to a victim of domestic 
violence, upon request.”  The claimant argued that Family Code section 6228 required local 
agencies to also “prepare” the domestic violence incident report.  The Commission disagreed 
with this request.  The Commission found that the Family Code did not require the preparation of 
the report; Penal Code section 13730(a), as amended in 1993, required the preparation of the 
report.  The Commission noted that a test claim had not been filed on Penal Code section 
13730(a) and that subdivision (a) was not suspended by the Legislature.  The Commission 
determined that Penal Code section 13730(a) was an existing requirement when Family Code 
section 6228 was amended, and thus, preparation of the report was not new.  The relevant 
findings are as follows: 

Moreover, preparing a domestic violence incident report does not constitute a new 
program or higher level of service because preparation of the report is required 
under prior law.  Penal Code section 13730, as amended in 1993 (Stats. 1993,  
ch. 1230), added the requirement that “[a]ll domestic violence-related calls for 
assistance shall be supported with a written incident report, as described in 
subdivision (c), identifying the domestic violence incident.”  (Emphasis added.)  
The claimant did not include the 1993 amendment to Penal Code section 13730 in 
this test claim.  In addition, the 1993 amendment to Penal Code section 13730 has 
not been included in the Legislature’s suspension of Penal Code section 13730, as 
originally added in 1984, since neither the Legislature, the Commission, nor the 
courts, have made the determination that the 1993 statute constitutes a 
reimbursable state-mandated program under article XIII B, section 6 of the 
California Constitution.14  Thus, the activity of preparing the domestic violence 
incident report is an activity currently required by prior law through the 1993 
amendment to Penal Code section 13730.15 

And, finally, Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18), adopted in September 2007, 
addressed 2001 amendments to Penal Code section 13730(c), adding paragraph (3) to the 
subdivision to require that the incident report include “a notation of whether the officer or 
officers who responded to the domestic violence call found it necessary, for the protection of the 
peace officer or other persons present, to inquire of the victim, the alleged abuser, or both, 

guidelines clearly state that “Penal Code section 13730(c) requires that an officer shall write a 
report, give the victim the police report number and direct the victim to contact the appropriate 
department unit for follow-up information.” 
14 Government Code section 17581, subdivision (a)(1), requires that the statute or executive 
order proposed for suspension must first be “determined by the Legislature, the commission, or 
any court to mandate a new program or higher level of service requiring reimbursement of local 
agencies pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution.”  
15 Corrected Statement of Decision, Crime Victims Domestic Violence Incident Reports (99-TC-
08), page 11. 
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whether a firearm or other deadly weapon was present at the location, and, if there is an inquiry, 
whether that inquiry disclosed the presence of a firearm or other deadly weapon.”  Subdivision 
(c)(3) states the following:

(c) Each law enforcement agency shall develop an incident report form that includes 
a domestic violence identification code by January 1, 1986. In all incidents of 
domestic violence, a report shall be written and shall be identified on the face of 
the report as a domestic violence incident. The report shall include at least all of 
the following: 

[¶¶] 

(3) A notation of whether the officer or officers who responded to the domestic 
violence call found it necessary, for the protection of the peace officer or other 
persons present, to inquire of the victim, the alleged abuser, or both, whether a 
firearm or other deadly weapon was present at the location, and, if there is an 
inquiry, whether that inquiry disclosed the presence of a firearm or other deadly 
weapon. Any firearm or other deadly weapon discovered by an officer at the 
scene of a domestic violence incident shall be subject to confiscation pursuant to 
Division 4 (commencing with Section 18250) of Title 2 of Part 6. 

Although the Commission acknowledged that the requirement in subdivision (c) to prepare a 
written domestic violence incident report had been suspended by the Legislature, the requirement 
in subdivision (a), to support all domestic violence related calls for assistance with a written 
incident report as described in subdivision (c), had not been suspended, and was required by the 
state.  Thus, including the new firearm and weapon information on the report was not included in 
the suspension, but was mandated by the state as a new program or higher level of service and 
eligible for reimbursement.  The relevant findings are on pages 14-16 of that decision as follows: 

The requirement in subdivision (c) of section 13730 to prepare a written domestic 
violence incident report has been suspended each year,16 except for fiscal year 
2003-2004,17 since fiscal year 1992-1993.  The Legislature specifically identified 
Statutes 1984, chapter 1609 in the Budget Act and assigned a zero dollar 
appropriation to it.  By suspending Statutes 1984, chapter 1609, the Legislature 
made preparing the written domestic violence incident report form an optional 
activity for local government. 

16 2006-2007 Budget Act (Stats. 2006, chs. 46 & 47) Item 8885-295-0001, Schedule (3) (aa);  
2005-2006 Budget Act (Stats. 2005, chs. 38 & 39) Item 8885-295-0001, Schedule (3) (hh); 2004-
2005 Budget Act (Stats. 2004, ch. 208) Item 9210-295-0001, Provision 3, Schedule (5);  2002-
2003 Budget Act (Stats. 2002, ch. 379), Item 9210-295-0001, Provision 3, Schedule (8); 2001-
2002 Budget Act (Stats. 2001, ch. 106), Item 210-295-0001, Provision 3, Schedule (8); 2000-
2001 Budget Act (Stats. 2000, ch. 52), Item 210-295-0001, Provision 3, Schedule (8); 1999-2000 
Budget Act (Stats. 1999, ch. 50), Item 210-295-0001, Provision 2, Schedule (8). 
17 2003-2004 Budget Act (Stats. 2003, ch. 157) Final Change Book, p.655, Item 9210-295-0001, 
Provision 3. 
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Statutes 1993, chapter 1230 added the following to subdivision (a) of section 
13730: “All domestic violence related calls for assistance shall be supported with 
a written incident report, as described in subdivision (c), identifying the domestic 
violence incident.”  This 1993 amendment has never been determined by the 
Legislature, the Commission, or any court to mandate a new program or higher 
level of service requiring local agency reimbursement, as required by Government 
Code section 17581.  In sum, the 1993 amendment is not eligible for suspension.   

This means, in essence, that the provisions of subdivision (c) in section 13730, 
when suspended by the Budget Act, are permissive, but the plain language of the 
1993 amendment requires a written incident report for all domestic violence calls 
for assistance in subdivision (a).  When statutory provisions conflict in this way, 
the Commission, like a court, relies on the following rule of statutory 
construction: “[W]hen two laws, upon the same subject, passed at different times, 
are inconsistent with each other, the one last passed must prevail.”18  Accordingly, 
the 1993 amendment to subdivision (a) prevails over the suspension of 
subdivision (c).19  Thus, preexisting law requires that every domestic violence 
related call for assistance be supported with a written domestic violence incident 
report.  Consequently, the Commission finds that including the firearm and 
weapon information in the domestic violence incident report form, as required by 
the 2001 amendment to Penal Code section 13730, subdivision (c), is state-
mandated. 

Finance disagrees.  In comments filed August 30, 2007, Finance argues that this 
conclusion is inconsistent with the Commission’s February 1998 decision in the 
Domestic Violence Training and Incident Reporting test claim (CSM-96-362-01) 
in which the Commission found that additional information on the domestic 
violence incident report was not mandated because the suspension of the statute 
made completion of the incident report optional, so the additional information 
under the test claim statute came into play only after a local agency elected to 
complete the incident report. Finance indicates in its comments that the 
Commission’s 1998 decision “found that the 1993 amendment to Penal Code 
section 13730 (a), (Stats. 1993, ch. 1230) ‘merely clarifies’ the reporting 
requirement of subdivision (c) rather than mandating a new or additional 
requirement.”   

The Commission acknowledges that the analysis herein departs from the 1998 
Commission decision.  However, the plain language of the 1993 amendment to 
Penal Code section 13730, subdivision (a), requires a written incident report for 
all domestic violence calls.  This amendment has never been the subject of a test 
claim, has never been determined by the Legislature or any court to mandate a 

                                                 
18 People v. Kuhn (1963) 216 Cal.App.2d 695, 700.  
19 This does not mean that the suspensions in the Budget Acts are idle acts of the Legislature, 
since there were other findings in the Commission’s decision (CSM 4222) that are suspended. 
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new program or higher level of service, and is not pled here.  Thus, it has not met 
the requirements of Government Code section 17581 to suspend a statute.   

[¶] 

The Commission finds, therefore, that existing law in Penal Code section 13730, 
subdivision (a), requires a written incident report for each domestic violence call.  
Therefore, including the firearm and weapon information in the domestic violence 
incident report form, as required by the 2001 amendment to Penal Code section 
13730, subdivision (c)(3), is state-mandated. 

These decisions were also not challenged, remain final, binding decisions, and are 
consistent with the Commission’s findings in this case.  

3. Reimbursement is required to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance 
with a written incident report. 

Based on the above, the Commission finds that the SCO’s assertion that the mandate in Penal 
Code section 13730(a) is limited to situations where the officer is dispatched to a domestic 
violence related call for assistance, but after investigation determines that no crime was 
committed, or that the crime committed was not a domestic violence incident, is not consistent 
with the law or the Commission’s decisions.  Therefore, SCO’s request to amend the parameters 
and guidelines in this respect is denied.  As the Commission determined, reimbursement is 
required to support all domestic violence related calls for assistance with a written incident 
report, including those that result in a crime.   

For purposes of clarification, however, other decisions of the Commission impact the 
reimbursement for writing these domestic violence incident reports, and may cause confusion in 
the filing of reimbursement claims.  Although the Commission determined in Domestic Violence 
Incident Reports II (02-TC-18), that this domestic violence incident report required in 
subdivision (a) had to include the information in subdivision (c)(3) (“a notation of whether the 
officer or officers who responded to the domestic violence call found it necessary, for the 
protection of the peace officer or other persons present, to inquire of the victim, the alleged 
abuser, or both, whether a firearm or other deadly weapon was present at the location, and, if 
there is an inquiry, whether that inquiry disclosed the presence of a firearm or other deadly 
weapon”), reimbursement for including the information required by subdivision (c)(3) in the 
report is provided in 02-TC-18, and not eligible for reimbursement under the program at issue 
here, Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice (02-TC-04, 02-TC-11).  In addition, 
as noted in the decision in Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18), the Commission 
came to the opposite conclusion on a similar issue and denied the Domestic Violence Training 
and Incident Reporting test claim (CSM-96-362-01) in 1998.  In that claim, reimbursement was 
requested for including information required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2) into the 
domestic violence incident report regarding the use of alcohol and controlled substances by the 
alleged abuser and any prior domestic violence response to the same address.  The Commission 
found in Domestic Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01) that the activity 
of including the new information into the report was not mandated by the state since the report 
required by subdivision (c) was suspended.  Although the decision in 96-362-01 did not analyze 
the language in subdivision (a), the decision to deny reimbursement for including the information 
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required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2) remains a final, binding decision.20  Thus, 
reimbursement for writing the domestic incident report does not include reimbursement for 
including information on the use of alcohol and controlled substances by the alleged abuser and 
any prior domestic violence response to the same address.  Clarifying language is added to the 
parameters and guidelines, consistent with these decisions, as follows: 

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the 
incident report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based on the 
Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic 
Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01).  Reimbursement for 
including the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be 
claimed under this program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident 
Reports II (02-TC-18). 

B. SCO’s request to amend the parameters and guidelines to clarify that reimbursement is 
not required for “interviewing parties, completing the booking sheet or restraining 
order, transporting the victim to the hospital, booking the alleged perpetrator” is 
approved. 

The SCO states that local agencies are inappropriately claiming reimbursement for interviewing 
parties, completing the booking sheet or restraining order, transporting the victim to the hospital, 
booking the alleged perpetrator, and other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the 
victim.  The SCO submitted comments generally agreeing with the draft staff analysis, but noting 
that the draft analysis and proposed amendments did not include the activity of “interviewing 
parties” in the language clarifying the activities that are not eligible for reimbursement.  
“Interviewing parties” was included in the narrative of the SCO’s request to amend the 
parameters and guidelines and analyzed in the draft analysis as an activity that was not eligible 
for reimbursement, but inadvertently omitted from the language proposed for amendment.   

The Commission finds that the activities of interviewing parties, completing the booking sheet or 
restraining order, transporting the victim to the hospital, booking the alleged perpetrator, and 
other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim are not eligible for reimbursement 
because they go beyond the scope of the mandate to write the incident report.  Investigation, 
arrests, and treatment of victim are not required by the plain language of the test claim statute 
and were not found to be reimbursable in the Commission’s decisions on the test claim and 
parameters and guidelines.  In addition, local law enforcement agencies have a preexisting duty 
to investigate crime.21 

Moreover, how officers perform duties relating to investigations and arrests are governed by 
local policy.  Penal Code section 13701 specifically requires each agency to develop and adopt 
written policies and standards for officers’ responses to domestic violence calls.  The policies 
have to cover arrests, assistance to victims, cite and release policies, et cetera.  

                                                 
20 California School Boards Assoc., supra, 171 Cal.App.4th 1183, 1200.   
21 Government Code section 26602; People v. Bloom (1969) 270 Cal.App.2d 731, 734. 
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Thus, the Commission approves the SCO’s request to amend the parameters and guidelines to 
clarify that reimbursement is not required to complete a booking sheet or restraining order, 
transport the victim to the hospital, book the perpetrator, or other related activities to enforce a 
crime and assist the victim.   

C. The added language clarifying the reimbursable activities is effective during the entire 
period of reimbursement. 

Because these amendments simply clarify the mandated activities and do not make substantive 
changes to the program, the clarification is effective during the entire period of reimbursement 
and may be applied by the SCO in its review of reimbursement claims filed before the SCO filed 
its request to amend these parameters and guidelines.  Under the rules of statutory construction, a 
clarification of existing law may be applied to transactions predating its enactment without being 
considered a retroactive application of the law.  The clarification is merely a statement of what 
the law has always been.22  

V. Conclusion 

The Commission partially approves the SCO request to amend the parameters and guidelines for 
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice with the following underlined language: 

Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730, subd. (a)): the 
following activity performed by a city, county, and city and county law enforcement 
agencies, is eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident
report.

2. Review and edit the report

Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or 
restraining order, transport the victim to the hospital, book the perpetrator, or 
other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim.  

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the 
incident report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based on the 
Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic 
Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01).  Reimbursement for 
including the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be 
claimed under this program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident 
Reports II (02-TC-18). 

22 McClung v. Employment Development Dept. (2004) 34 Cal.4th 467, 471, quoting Western 
Security Bank v. Superior Court (1997) 15 Cal.4th 232, 243; Riley v. Hilton Hotels Corp. (2002) 
100 Cal.App.4th 599, 603. 
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AMENDMENT TO PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES 

Penal Code Sections 12025(h)(1) and (h)(3), 12031(m)(1) and (m)(3), 13014, 13023, and 
13730(a) 

Statutes 1989, Chapter 1172 (SB 202); Statutes 1992, Chapter 1338 (SB 1184); Statutes 1993, 
Chapter 1230 (AB 2250); Statutes 1998, Chapter 933 (AB 1999); Statutes 1999, Chapter 571 

(AB 491); and Statutes 2000, Chapter 626 (AB 715) 

Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice 
02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 

and 

Penal Code Section 13023 

Statutes 2004, Chapter 700 (SB 1234) 

Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Amended 
07-TC-10 

12-PGA-01 (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 and 07-TC-10) 

I. SUMMARY OF THE MANDATE 

On June 26, 2008, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) considered the Crime 
Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice test claims (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11) and 
determined that, beginning July 1, 2001, the test claim statutes impose a reimbursable state-
mandated program within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution 
and Government Code section 17514 for the following activities: 

 A local government entity responsible for the investigation and prosecution of a 
homicide case to provide the California Department of Justice (DOJ) with 
demographic information about the victim and the person or persons charged with 
the crime, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and ethnic 
background (Pen. Code, § 13014). 

 Local law enforcement agencies to report, in a manner to be prescribed by the 
Attorney General, any information that may be required relative to any criminal 
acts or attempted criminal acts to cause physical injury, emotional suffering, or 
property damage where there is a reasonable cause to believe that the crime was 
motivated, in whole or in part, by the victim’s race, ethnicity, religion, sexual 
orientation, or physical or mental disability, or gender or national origin (Pen. 
Code, § 13023). 

 For district attorneys to report annually on or before June 30, to the Attorney 
General, on profiles by race, age, gender, and ethnicity any person charged with a 
felony or misdemeanor under section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or 
section 12031 of the Penal Code (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and 
any other offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information.  The 
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Commission finds that this is a reimbursable mandate from July 1, 2001 (the 
beginning of the reimbursement period for this test claim) until January 1, 2005 
(Pen. Code, §§ 12025(h)(1) & (h)(3) & 12031(m)(1) & (m)(3)). 

 For local law enforcement agencies to support all domestic-violence related calls 
for assistance with a written incident report (Pen. Code, § 13730(a),  
Stats. 1993, ch. 1230). 

On July 31, 2009, the Commission considered the Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of 
Justice Amended test claim (07-TC-10).  The claim was originally filed as an amendment to, and 
severed from, test claims 02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11, Crime Statistics Reports for the Department 
of Justice.  The Commission determined that Penal Code section 13023 (Stats. 2004, ch. 700) 
imposes a reimbursable state-mandated program within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 
of the California Constitution on local law enforcement agencies to report the following in a 
manner to be prescribed by the Attorney General: 

 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, as defined in Penal Code 
section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in whole or in part, because of one or more of 
the following perceived characteristics of the victim: (1) disability, (2) gender,  
(3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity, (5) religion, (6) sexual orientation.   

 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, defined in Penal Code 
section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in whole or in part, because of association 
with a person or group with one or more of the following actual or perceived 
characteristics: (1) disability, (2) gender, (3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity,  
(5) religion, (6) sexual orientation. 

On April 12, 2010, the Commission issued a Corrected Statement of Decision in Crime Statistics 
Reports for the Department of Justice Amended (07-TC-10) to correctly identify the operative 
and effective date of Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, chapter 700, as 
January 1, 2005.   

These test claims were filed by a city and a county. Although the test claim statutes refer to 
“local law enforcement agencies” or “local government entity,” the Commission’s findings and 
decisions are limited to city and county claimants.   

On January 24, 2014, the Commission amended the parameters and guidelines to clarify the 
reimbursable activity related to Penal Code section 13730(a).  This amendment is effective for 
the entire period of reimbursement for that statute, beginning July 1, 2001. 

II. ELIGIBLE CLAIMANTS 

Any county, city, or city and county. 

III. PERIOD OF REIMBURSEMENT 

Government Code section 17557 states that a test claim shall be submitted on or before June 30 
following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that fiscal year.  The 
City of Newport Beach and the County of Sacramento filed the Crime Statistics Reports for the 
Department of Justice test claims (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11) on September 6, 2002, and 
November 22, 2002, respectively, establishing eligibility for reimbursement beginning  
July 1, 2001.  The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Amended test claim 
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(07-TC-10) was filed as an amendment to 02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 and, pursuant to Government 
Code section 17557 (e), does not affect the filing date or period of reimbursement of the original 
test claims.  However, Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, chapter 700, 
became operative and effective on January 1, 2005.  Therefore, the costs incurred for compliance 
with the mandated activities found in Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, 
chapter 700, are reimbursable on or after January 1, 2005.   

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 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. In the event that 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.

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.

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 given 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, time sheets, 
worksheets, cost allocation reports (system generated), purchase orders, contracts, agendas, 
calendars, 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,” 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 reported in compliance with local, state, and 
federal government requirements.  However, corroborating documents cannot be substituted for 
source documents.   
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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 efforts are not appropriate for time studies.  
Claimants wishing to use time studies to support salary and benefit costs are required to comply 
with the State Controller’s Time-Study Guidelines before a time study is conducted.  Time study 
usage is subject to the review and audit conducted by the State Controller’s Office. 

For each eligible claimant, the following activities are eligible for reimbursement: 

One-Time Activities 

A. Revise existing policies and procedures to reflect the ongoing activities listed in these 
parameters and guidelines regarding the reporting of the hate crime and demographic 
information required by Penal Code sections 12025(h)(1) and (h)(3), 12031(m)(1) and 
(m)(3), 13014, and 13023 to the California Department of Justice and the Attorney 
General. 

B. Revise existing policies and procedures to reflect the ongoing activities listed in these 
parameters and guidelines regarding the requirement in Penal Code section 13730  (a) (as 
amended by Stats. 1993, ch. 1230) to support all domestic violence related calls for 
assistance with a written incident report. 

Ongoing Activities 

A. Homicide Reports: (Pen. Code, § 13014; Stats. 1992, ch. 1338) 

For a city, county, or city and county responsible for the investigation and 
prosecution of a homicide case, to provide the California Department of Justice, 
on a form distributed by the California Department of Justice, with demographic 
information about the homicide victim and the person or persons charged with the 
crime of homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and 
ethnic background.   

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement:  

1. Extract demographic information from existing local records about the
homicide victim and the person or persons charged with the crime of
homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and ethnic
background, from local records in order to report the information to DOJ.

2. Report to the Department of Justice, on a monthly basis, demographic
information about the homicide victim and the person or persons charged
with the crime of homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age,
gender, race, and ethnic background .  Reporting may be accomplished
electronically via the Electronic-Crime and Arrest Reporting Systems (E-
CARS) Plus, or manually by submitting DOJ Form BCIA 15
(Supplemental Homicide Report), or other form distributed in accordance
with Penal Code section 13014 by the Department of Justice.
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3. Verify information contained in the report or provide an additional
explanation about the report when specifically requested by the
Department of Justice.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit every report.   

B. Hate Crime Reports: (Pen. Code, § 13023; Stats. 1989, ch. 1172; Stats. 1998,  
ch. 933; Stats. 2000, ch. 626; Stats. 2004, ch. 700) 

For city, county, and city and county law enforcement agencies to report to 
the Department of Justice, in a manner to be prescribed by the Attorney 
General, any information that may be required relative to hate crimes: 

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Extract the information required by the Attorney General relative to hate
crimes from existing law enforcement records in order to report the
information to the Department of Justice.1

2. Report to the Department of Justice on an annual and monthly basis, in a
manner prescribed by the Attorney General, the information required
relative to hate crimes.  Reporting may be accomplished electronically via
the Hate Crime Analysis, Tracking & Evaluation (HATE) System,
manually by submitting the agency crime report, or any other manner
prescribed by the Attorney General.

3. Verify information contained in the report or provide an additional
explanation about the report when specifically requested by the
Department of Justice.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit every report.   

C. Firearm Reports: (Pen. Code, §§ 12025(h)(1) & (h)(3) & 12031,  
(m)(1) & (m)(3); Stats. 1999, ch. 571)  

For district attorneys to submit annually a report on or before June 30, to the 
Attorney General consisting of profiles by race, age, gender, and ethnicity for any 
person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under section 12025 (carrying a 
concealed firearm) or section 12031 of the Penal Code (carrying a loaded firearm 
in a public place), and any other offense charged in the same complaint, 
indictment, or information.  

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement from July 1, 2001, through 
December 31, 2004 only:  

1. Extract the following information from law enforcement records in order
to report the information to the Attorney General: race, age, gender, and
ethnicity for any person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under
Penal Code section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or Penal Code

1 Penal Code section 13023 was amended in 2004 to clarify the definition of hate crime as 
provided in Penal Code section 422.55. (Stats. 2004, ch. 700.) 
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section 12031 (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and any other 
offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information. 

2. Report to the Attorney General on Form CJSC 4, or in another manner
prescribed by the Attorney General, profiles by race, age, gender, and
ethnicity for any person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under
Penal Code section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or Penal Code
section 12031 (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and any other
offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit the report. 

D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730(a); Stats. 
1993, ch. 1230) 

The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law 
enforcement agencies, is eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written
incident report.

2. Review and edit the report.

Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or 
restraining order, transport the victim to the hospital, book the perpetrator, or 
other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim. 

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the 
incident report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based on the 
Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic 
Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01).  Reimbursement for 
including the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be 
claimed under this program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident 
Reports II (02-TC-18). 

V. CLAIM PREPARATION AND SUBMISSION 

Each of the following cost elements must be identified for the reimbursable activities identified 
in section IV of this document.  Each 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 reimbursable activities.  The 
following direct costs are eligible for reimbursement. 

1. Salaries and Benefits

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. 
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2. Materials and Supplies

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

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 were 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 invoices with the claim and a description of the 
contract scope of services. 

4. Fixed Assets and Equipment

Report the purchase price paid for fixed assets and equipment (including computers) 
necessary to implement the reimbursable activities.  The purchase price includes taxes, 
delivery costs, and installation costs.  If the fixed asset or equipment 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

Report the name of the employee traveling for the purpose of the reimbursable activities.  
Include the date of travel, destination point, 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. 

B. Indirect Cost Rates 

Indirect costs are costs that 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 (1) the overhead costs of the 
unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of the central government services distributed to 
the 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 2 CFR Part 225 (Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87).  Claimants have 
the option of using 10% of labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate 
Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed 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 
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, 
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unallowable costs must be included in the direct costs if they represent activities to which 
indirect costs are properly allocable. 

The distributions 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 2 CRF
Part 225, Appendix A and B (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 e expressed as a percentage which the total amount allowable indirect
costs bears to the base selected; or

2. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in 2 CFR
Part 225, Appendix A and B (OMB Circular A-87 Attachments A and B)) shall be
accomplished by (1) separate 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
allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected.

VI. RECORDS RETENTION

Pursuant to Government Code section 17558.5(a), a reimbursement claim for actual costs filed 
by a local agency or school district pursuant to this chapter2 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 Controller to initiate an audit shall commence to run from the date of initial payment of the 
claim.  All documents used to support the reimbursable activities, as described in Section IV, 
must be retained during the period subject to audit.  If an audit has been initiated by the 
Controller during the period subject to audit, the retention period is extended until the ultimate 
resolution of any audit findings. 

VII. OFFSETTING REVENUES AND REIMBURSEMENTS

Any offsets the claimant experiences in the same program as a result of the same 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 federal, state or non-local source 
shall be identified and deducted from this claim. 

2 This refers to Title 2, division 4, part 7, chapter 4 of the Government Code. 
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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 60 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. 

Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1)(A), 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 the 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 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 AMENDED PARAMETERS AND 
GUIDELINES 

The statements of decision adopted for the test claim and parameters and guidelines and 
amendments thereto are legally binding on all parties and provide the legal and factual basis for 
the amended parameters and guidelines.  The support for the legal and factual findings is found 
in the administrative record.  The administrative record is on file with the Commission. 
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MAILING ADDRESS   P.O. Box 942850, Sacramento, CA 94250 
STREET ADDRESS  3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816 

 

JOHN CHIANG 
California State Controller 

Division of Accounting and Reporting 

 
April 8, 2014 

 
TO: CITY FISCAL OFFICERS 

COUNTY AUDITORS 

RE: Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice 
Claiming Instructions Number 2014-06 
Program 310 

 On January 24, 2014, the Commission on State Mandates amended the Parameters and 
Guidelines (P’s & G’s) to clarify the reimbursable activity related to Penal Code section 13730(a). 
Accordingly, the amendments simply clarify the mandated activities and do not make substantive 
changes to the program.  Under the rules of statutory construction, a clarification of existing law 
may apply to transactions predating its enactment without retroactive application of the law.  
Claimants are not required to resubmit claims in this case.  However, the State Controller’s Office 
may apply the amendments in its review of claims already submitted for reimbursement of costs 
incurred from July 1, 2001 onwards.   

The following was added to Section IV. Reimbursable Activities, Ongoing Activities, 
Activity D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: 

Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or 
restraining order, transport the victim to the hospital, book the perpetrator, or other related 
activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim. 

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the incident report 
required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based on the Commission decision 
denying the reimbursement for that activity in Domestic Violence Training and Incident 
Reporting (CSM-96-362-01). Reimbursement for including the information in the incident 
report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and 
guidelines and may not be claimed under this program, but is addressed in Domestic 
Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18).  

 Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice program for local agencies has been 
identified by the Legislature for suspension for fiscal year 2012-13 pursuant to line item         
8885-295-0001 of the Budget Act of 2012.  Consequently, local agencies cannot file claims with 
the SCO for the subject program for that fiscal year. 

  

 

 

  



City Fiscal Officers 
County Auditors 
April 8, 2014 
Page 2 

Please forward this notice to your consultant, or to the person in your Business Office 
responsible for filing SB-90 mandated cost claims. Questions regarding this program may be  
e-mailed to LRSDAR@sco.ca.gov or you may call the Local Reimbursements Section at        
(916) 324-5729. 

Sincerely, 

(Original Signed By) 

JAY LAL, Manager 
Local Reimbursements Section 
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Adopted:  September 30, 2010 
Amended: January 24, 2014 

AMENDMENT TO PARAMETERS AND GUIDELINES 

Penal Code Sections 12025(h)(1) and (h)(3), 12031(m)(1) and (m)(3), 13014, 13023, and 
13730(a) 

Statutes 1989, Chapter 1172 (SB 202); Statutes 1992, Chapter 1338 (SB 1184); Statutes 1993, 
Chapter 1230 (AB 2250); Statutes 1998, Chapter 933 (AB 1999); Statutes 1999, Chapter 571 

(AB 491); and Statutes 2000, Chapter 626 (AB 715) 

Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice 
02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 

and 

Penal Code Section 13023 

Statutes 2004, Chapter 700 (SB 1234) 

Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Amended 
07-TC-10 

12-PGA-01 (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 and 07-TC-10) 

I. SUMMARY OF THE MANDATE 

On June 26, 2008, the Commission on State Mandates (Commission) considered the Crime 
Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice test claims (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11) and 
determined that, beginning July 1, 2001, the test claim statutes impose a reimbursable state-
mandated program within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution 
and Government Code section 17514 for the following activities: 

 A local government entity responsible for the investigation and prosecution of a
homicide case to provide the California Department of Justice (DOJ) with
demographic information about the victim and the person or persons charged with
the crime, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and ethnic
background (Pen. Code, § 13014).

 Local law enforcement agencies to report, in a manner to be prescribed by the
Attorney General, any information that may be required relative to any criminal
acts or attempted criminal acts to cause physical injury, emotional suffering, or
property damage where there is a reasonable cause to believe that the crime was
motivated, in whole or in part, by the victim’s race, ethnicity, religion, sexual
orientation, or physical or mental disability, or gender or national origin (Pen.
Code, § 13023).

 For district attorneys to report annually on or before June 30, to the Attorney
General, on profiles by race, age, gender, and ethnicity any person charged with a
felony or misdemeanor under section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or
section 12031 of the Penal Code (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and
any other offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information.  The
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Commission finds that this is a reimbursable mandate from July 1, 2001 (the 
beginning of the reimbursement period for this test claim) until January 1, 2005 
(Pen. Code, §§ 12025(h)(1) & (h)(3) & 12031(m)(1) & (m)(3)). 

 For local law enforcement agencies to support all domestic-violence related calls
for assistance with a written incident report (Pen. Code, § 13730(a),
Stats. 1993, ch. 1230).

On July 31, 2009, the Commission considered the Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of 
Justice Amended test claim (07-TC-10).  The claim was originally filed as an amendment to, and 
severed from, test claims 02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11, Crime Statistics Reports for the Department 
of Justice.  The Commission determined that Penal Code section 13023 (Stats. 2004, ch. 700) 
imposes a reimbursable state-mandated program within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 
of the California Constitution on local law enforcement agencies to report the following in a 
manner to be prescribed by the Attorney General: 

 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, as defined in Penal Code
section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in whole or in part, because of one or more of
the following perceived characteristics of the victim: (1) disability, (2) gender,
(3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity, (5) religion, (6) sexual orientation.

 Any information that may be required relative to hate crimes, defined in Penal Code
section 422.55 as criminal acts committed, in whole or in part, because of association
with a person or group with one or more of the following actual or perceived
characteristics: (1) disability, (2) gender, (3) nationality, (4) race or ethnicity,
(5) religion, (6) sexual orientation.

On April 12, 2010, the Commission issued a Corrected Statement of Decision in Crime Statistics 
Reports for the Department of Justice Amended (07-TC-10) to correctly identify the operative 
and effective date of Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, chapter 700, as 
January 1, 2005.   

These test claims were filed by a city and a county. Although the test claim statutes refer to 
“local law enforcement agencies” or “local government entity,” the Commission’s findings and 
decisions are limited to city and county claimants.   

On January 24, 2014, the Commission amended the parameters and guidelines to clarify the 
reimbursable activity related to Penal Code section 13730(a).  This amendment is effective for 
the entire period of reimbursement for that statute, beginning July 1, 2001. 

II. ELIGIBLE CLAIMANTS

Any county, city, or city and county. 

III. PERIOD OF REIMBURSEMENT

Government Code section 17557 states that a test claim shall be submitted on or before June 30 
following a given fiscal year to establish eligibility for reimbursement for that fiscal year.  The 
City of Newport Beach and the County of Sacramento filed the Crime Statistics Reports for the 
Department of Justice test claims (02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11) on September 6, 2002, and 
November 22, 2002, respectively, establishing eligibility for reimbursement beginning  
July 1, 2001.  The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Amended test claim 
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(07-TC-10) was filed as an amendment to 02-TC-04 and 02-TC-11 and, pursuant to Government 
Code section 17557 (e), does not affect the filing date or period of reimbursement of the original 
test claims.  However, Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, chapter 700, 
became operative and effective on January 1, 2005.  Therefore, the costs incurred for compliance 
with the mandated activities found in Penal Code section 13023, as amended by Statutes 2004, 
chapter 700, are reimbursable on or after January 1, 2005.   

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 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. In the event that 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.

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.

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 given 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, time sheets, 
worksheets, cost allocation reports (system generated), purchase orders, contracts, agendas, 
calendars, 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,” 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 reported in compliance with local, state, and 
federal government requirements.  However, corroborating documents cannot be substituted for 
source documents.   
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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 efforts are not appropriate for time studies.  
Claimants wishing to use time studies to support salary and benefit costs are required to comply 
with the State Controller’s Time-Study Guidelines before a time study is conducted.  Time study 
usage is subject to the review and audit conducted by the State Controller’s Office. 

For each eligible claimant, the following activities are eligible for reimbursement: 

One-Time Activities 

A. Revise existing policies and procedures to reflect the ongoing activities listed in these 
parameters and guidelines regarding the reporting of the hate crime and demographic 
information required by Penal Code sections 12025(h)(1) and (h)(3), 12031(m)(1) and 
(m)(3), 13014, and 13023 to the California Department of Justice and the Attorney 
General. 

B. Revise existing policies and procedures to reflect the ongoing activities listed in these 
parameters and guidelines regarding the requirement in Penal Code section 13730  (a) (as 
amended by Stats. 1993, ch. 1230) to support all domestic violence related calls for 
assistance with a written incident report. 

Ongoing Activities 

A. Homicide Reports: (Pen. Code, § 13014; Stats. 1992, ch. 1338) 

For a city, county, or city and county responsible for the investigation and 
prosecution of a homicide case, to provide the California Department of Justice, 
on a form distributed by the California Department of Justice, with demographic 
information about the homicide victim and the person or persons charged with the 
crime of homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and 
ethnic background.   

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement:  

1. Extract demographic information from existing local records about the
homicide victim and the person or persons charged with the crime of
homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age, gender, race, and ethnic
background, from local records in order to report the information to DOJ.

2. Report to the Department of Justice, on a monthly basis, demographic
information about the homicide victim and the person or persons charged
with the crime of homicide, including the victim’s and person’s age,
gender, race, and ethnic background .  Reporting may be accomplished
electronically via the Electronic-Crime and Arrest Reporting Systems (E-
CARS) Plus, or manually by submitting DOJ Form BCIA 15
(Supplemental Homicide Report), or other form distributed in accordance
with Penal Code section 13014 by the Department of Justice.
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3. Verify information contained in the report or provide an additional
explanation about the report when specifically requested by the
Department of Justice.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit every report.   

B. Hate Crime Reports: (Pen. Code, § 13023; Stats. 1989, ch. 1172; Stats. 1998,  
ch. 933; Stats. 2000, ch. 626; Stats. 2004, ch. 700) 

For city, county, and city and county law enforcement agencies to report to 
the Department of Justice, in a manner to be prescribed by the Attorney 
General, any information that may be required relative to hate crimes: 

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Extract the information required by the Attorney General relative to hate
crimes from existing law enforcement records in order to report the
information to the Department of Justice.1

2. Report to the Department of Justice on an annual and monthly basis, in a
manner prescribed by the Attorney General, the information required
relative to hate crimes.  Reporting may be accomplished electronically via
the Hate Crime Analysis, Tracking & Evaluation (HATE) System,
manually by submitting the agency crime report, or any other manner
prescribed by the Attorney General.

3. Verify information contained in the report or provide an additional
explanation about the report when specifically requested by the
Department of Justice.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit every report.   

C. Firearm Reports: (Pen. Code, §§ 12025(h)(1) & (h)(3) & 12031,  
(m)(1) & (m)(3); Stats. 1999, ch. 571)  

For district attorneys to submit annually a report on or before June 30, to the 
Attorney General consisting of profiles by race, age, gender, and ethnicity for any 
person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under section 12025 (carrying a 
concealed firearm) or section 12031 of the Penal Code (carrying a loaded firearm 
in a public place), and any other offense charged in the same complaint, 
indictment, or information.  

The following activities are eligible for reimbursement from July 1, 2001, through 
December 31, 2004 only:  

1. Extract the following information from law enforcement records in order
to report the information to the Attorney General: race, age, gender, and
ethnicity for any person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under
Penal Code section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or Penal Code

1 Penal Code section 13023 was amended in 2004 to clarify the definition of hate crime as 
provided in Penal Code section 422.55. (Stats. 2004, ch. 700.) 
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section 12031 (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and any other 
offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information. 

2. Report to the Attorney General on Form CJSC 4, or in another manner
prescribed by the Attorney General, profiles by race, age, gender, and
ethnicity for any person charged with a felony or misdemeanor under
Penal Code section 12025 (carrying a concealed firearm) or Penal Code
section 12031 (carrying a loaded firearm in a public place), and any other
offense charged in the same complaint, indictment, or information.

Reimbursement is not required to review and edit the report. 

D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730(a); Stats. 
1993, ch. 1230) 

The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law 
enforcement agencies, is eligible for reimbursement: 

1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written
incident report.

2. Review and edit the report.

Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or 
restraining order, transport the victim to the hospital, book the perpetrator, or 
other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim. 

In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the 
incident report required by Penal Code section 13730(c)(1)(2), based on the 
Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic 
Violence Training and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01).  Reimbursement for 
including the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be 
claimed under this program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident 
Reports II (02-TC-18). 

V. CLAIM PREPARATION AND SUBMISSION 

Each of the following cost elements must be identified for the reimbursable activities identified 
in section IV of this document.  Each 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 reimbursable activities.  The 
following direct costs are eligible for reimbursement. 

1. Salaries and Benefits

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. 
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2. Materials and Supplies

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

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 were 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 invoices with the claim and a description of the 
contract scope of services. 

4. Fixed Assets and Equipment

Report the purchase price paid for fixed assets and equipment (including computers) 
necessary to implement the reimbursable activities.  The purchase price includes taxes, 
delivery costs, and installation costs.  If the fixed asset or equipment 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

Report the name of the employee traveling for the purpose of the reimbursable activities.  
Include the date of travel, destination point, 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. 

B. Indirect Cost Rates 

Indirect costs are costs that 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 (1) the overhead costs of the 
unit performing the mandate; and (2) the costs of the central government services distributed to 
the 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 2 CFR Part 225 (Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87).  Claimants have 
the option of using 10% of labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate 
Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed 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 
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, 
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unallowable costs must be included in the direct costs if they represent activities to which 
indirect costs are properly allocable. 

The distributions 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 2 CRF
Part 225, Appendix A and B (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 e expressed as a percentage which the total amount allowable indirect
costs bears to the base selected; or

2. The allocation of allowable indirect costs (as defined and described in 2 CFR
Part 225, Appendix A and B (OMB Circular A-87 Attachments A and B)) shall be
accomplished by (1) separate 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
allowable indirect costs bears to the base selected.

VI. RECORDS RETENTION

Pursuant to Government Code section 17558.5(a), a reimbursement claim for actual costs filed 
by a local agency or school district pursuant to this chapter2 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 Controller to initiate an audit shall commence to run from the date of initial payment of the 
claim.  All documents used to support the reimbursable activities, as described in Section IV, 
must be retained during the period subject to audit.  If an audit has been initiated by the 
Controller during the period subject to audit, the retention period is extended until the ultimate 
resolution of any audit findings. 

VII. OFFSETTING REVENUES AND REIMBURSEMENTS

Any offsets the claimant experiences in the same program as a result of the same 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 federal, state or non-local source 
shall be identified and deducted from this claim. 

2 This refers to Title 2, division 4, part 7, chapter 4 of the Government Code. 
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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 60 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. 

Pursuant to Government Code section 17561(d)(1)(A), 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 the 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 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 AMENDED PARAMETERS AND 
GUIDELINES 

The statements of decision adopted for the test claim and parameters and guidelines and 
amendments thereto are legally binding on all parties and provide the legal and factual basis for 
the amended parameters and guidelines.  The support for the legal and factual findings is found 
in the administrative record.  The administrative record is on file with the Commission. 



Tab 12 



City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Summary of Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance cost component

Total
Salaries Benefits Total S&B Contract Services Audit

Fiscal Year Claimed Claimed Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 46,375            - 46,375            30,931 (15,444)           
2002-03 85,600            - 85,600            32,884 (52,716)           
2003-04 91,184            - 91,184            40,044 (51,140)           
2004-05 108,999          - 108,999          43,425 (65,574)           
2005-06 120,823          - 120,823          46,556 (74,267)           
2006-07 127,427          - 127,427          48,953 (78,474)           
2007-08 55,112            - 55,112            44,336 (10,776)           
2008-09 43,987            - 43,987            50,419 6,432 
2009-10 54,494            - 54,494            62,062 7,568 
2010-11 58,530            - 58,530            49,367 (9,163)             
2011-12 31,195            - 31,195            50,471 19,276 

Total 823,726$        499,448$        (324,278)$       



City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Analysis of Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance cost component

Salaries & Contracted Contracted
Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Hours Salaries Benefits Benefits Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Hours Costs Benefits Services Unallowable Misstated Misstated Total

Claimed Claimed Claimed Claimed Claimed Total Claimed Allowable Allowable Allowable Allowable Allowable Total Allowable Hours Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Adjustment
Fiscal Year Classification

FY 2001-02

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 106.17$           0.00% 436.80              46,375$           -$                 46,375$           47.34$                 0.00% 526.08 24,905$            -$  24,905$            9,479$              (30,949)$          -$  (21,470)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 57.72$                 0.00% 73.98 4,270$              -$  4,270$              4,270$              -$  -$  4,270$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 57.72$                 0.00% 19.18 1,107$              -$  1,107$              1,107$              -$  -$  1,107$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 47.34$                 0.00% 13.70 649$                 -$  649$                 649$                 -$  -$  649$  

Subtotal 436.80              46,375$           -$                 46,375$           632.94 30,931$            -$  30,931$            15,505$            (30,949)$          -$  (15,444)$            

FY 2002-03

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 114.50$           0.00% 747.60              85,600$           -$                 85,600$           50.31$                 0.00% 526.08 26,467$            -$  26,467$            (25,364)$          (33,769)$          -$  (59,133)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 61.49$                 0.00% 73.98 4,549$              -$  4,549$              4,549$              -$  -$  4,549$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 61.49$                 0.00% 19.18 1,179$              -$  1,179$              1,179$              -$  -$  1,179$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 50.31$                 0.00% 13.70 689$                 -$  689$                 689$                 -$  -$  689$  

Subtotal 747.60              85,600$           -$                 85,600$           632.94 32,884$            -$  32,884$            (18,947)$          (33,769)$          -$  (52,716)$            

FY 2003-04

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 134.43$           0.00% 678.30              91,184$           -$                 91,184$           61.22$                 0.00% 526.08 32,207$            -$  32,207$            (20,463)$          (38,514)$          -$  (58,977)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 75.11$                 0.00% 73.98 5,557$              -$  5,557$              5,557$              -$  -$  5,557$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 75.11$                 0.00% 19.18 1,441$              -$  1,441$              1,441$              -$  -$  1,441$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 61.22$                 0.00% 13.70 839$                 -$  839$                 839$                 -$  -$  839$  

Subtotal 678.30              91,184$           -$                 91,184$           632.94 40,044$            -$  40,044$            (12,626)$          (38,514)$          -$  (51,140)$            

FY 2004-05

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 144.58$           0.00% 753.90              108,999$         -$                 108,999$         66.48$                 0.00% 526.08 34,974$            -$  34,974$            (32,938)$          (41,087)$          -$  (74,025)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 80.94$                 0.00% 73.98 5,988$              -$  5,988$              5,988$              -$  -$  5,988$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 80.94$                 0.00% 19.18 1,552$              -$  1,552$              1,552$              -$  -$  1,552$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 66.48$                 0.00% 13.70 911$                 -$  911$                 911$                 -$  -$  911$  

Subtotal 753.90              108,999$         -$                 108,999$         632.94 43,425$            -$  43,425$            (24,487)$          (41,087)$          -$  (65,574)$            

FY 2005-06

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 155.08$           0.00% 779.10              120,823$         -$                 120,823$         71.46$                 0.00% 526.08 37,594$            -$  37,594$            (39,238)$          (43,991)$          -$  (83,229)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 85.69$                 0.00% 73.98 6,339$              -$  6,339$              6,339$              -$  -$  6,339$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 85.69$                 0.00% 19.18 1,644$              -$  1,644$              1,644$              -$  -$  1,644$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 71.46$                 0.00% 13.70 979$                 -$  979$                 979$                 -$  -$  979$  

Subtotal 779.10              120,823$         -$                 120,823$         632.94 46,556$            -$  46,556$            (30,276)$          (43,991)$          -$  (74,267)$            

FY 2006-07

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 162.68$           0.00% 783.30              127,427$         -$                 127,427$         75.14$                 0.00% 526.08 39,530$            -$  39,530$            (41,844)$          (46,053)$          -$  (87,897)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 90.10$                 0.00% 73.98 6,666$              -$  6,666$              6,666$              -$  -$  6,666$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 90.10$                 0.00% 19.18 1,728$              -$  1,728$              1,728$              -$  -$  1,728$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 75.14$                 0.00% 13.70 1,029$              -$  1,029$              1,029$              -$  -$  1,029$               

Subtotal 783.30              127,427$         -$                 127,427$         632.94 48,953$            -$  48,953$            (32,421)$          (46,053)$          -$  (78,474)$            

AS CLAIMED AS AUDITED AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS

Salaries & Benefits Contracted Services



Salaries & Contracted Contracted
Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Hours Salaries Benefits Benefits Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Hours Costs Benefits Services Unallowable Misstated Misstated Total

Claimed Claimed Claimed Claimed Claimed Total Claimed Allowable Allowable Allowable Allowable Allowable Total Allowable Hours Hourly Rate Benefit Rate Adjustment
Fiscal Year Classification

AS CLAIMED AS AUDITED AUDIT ADJUSTMENTS

Salaries & Benefits Contracted Services

FY 2007-08
Write Report Deputy - Patrol 76.38$              0.00% 611.10              46,676$           -$                 46,676$           78.87$                 0.00% 453.12 35,738$            -$  35,738$            (12,067)$          1,129$              -$  (10,938)$            
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 91.55$              0.00% 92.15                8,436$              -$                 8,436$              94.58$                 0.00% 63.72 6,027$              -$  6,027$              (2,603)$             194$                 -$  (2,409)$              
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 99.29$                 0.00% 16.52 1,640$              -$  1,640$              1,640$              -$  -$  1,640$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 78.87$                 0.00% 11.80 931$                 -$  931$                 931$                 -$  -$  931$  

Subtotal 703.25              55,112$           -$                 55,112$           545.16 44,336$            -$  44,336$            (12,099)$          1,323$              -$  (10,776)$            

FY 2008-09

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 78.64$              0.00% 470.40              36,992$           -$                 36,992$           78.64$                 0.00% 510.72 40,163$            -$  40,163$            3,171$              -$  -$  3,171$               
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 98.61$              0.00% 70.93                6,995$              -$                 6,995$              101.84$               0.00% 71.82 7,314$              -$  7,314$              87$  232$                 -$  319$  
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 101.84$               0.00% 18.62 1,896$              -$  1,896$              1,896$              -$  -$  1,896$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 78.64$                 0.00% 13.30 1,046$              -$  1,046$              1,046$              -$  -$  1,046$               

Subtotal 541.33              43,987$           -$                 43,987$           614.46 50,419$            -$  50,419$            6,200$              232$                 -$  6,432$               

FY 2009-10

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 76.48$              0.00% 604.80              46,255$           -$                 46,255$           76.48$                 0.00% 645.12 49,339$            -$  49,339$            3,084$              -$  -$  3,084$               
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 90.34$              0.00% 91.20                8,239$              -$                 8,239$              100.12$               0.00% 90.72 9,083$              -$  9,083$              (43)$  887$                 -$  844$  
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 100.12$               0.00% 23.52 2,355$              -$  2,355$              2,355$              -$  -$  2,355$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 76.48$                 0.00% 16.80 1,285$              -$  1,285$              1,285$              -$  -$  1,285$               

Subtotal 696.00              54,494$           -$                 54,494$           776.16 62,062$            -$  62,062$            6,681$              887$                 -$  7,568$               

FY 2010-11

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 75.84$              0.00% 648.90              49,213$           -$                 49,213$           75.84$                 0.00% 518.40 39,315$            -$  39,315$            (9,897)$             -$  -$  (9,897)$              
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 95.22$              0.00% 97.85                9,317$              -$                 9,317$              98.34$                 0.00% 72.90 7,169$              -$  7,169$              (2,376)$             227$                 -$  (2,149)$              
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 98.34$                 0.00% 18.90 1,859$              -$  1,859$              1,859$              -$  -$  1,859$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 75.84$                 0.00% 13.50 1,024$              -$  1,024$              1,024$              -$  -$  1,024$               

Subtotal 746.75              58,530$           -$                 58,530$           623.70 49,367$            -$  49,367$            (9,390)$             227$                 -$  (9,163)$              

FY 2011-12

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 79.32$              0.00% 334.03              26,495$           -$                 26,495$           79.32$                 0.00% 506.88 40,206$            -$  40,206$            13,711$            -$  -$  13,711$             
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 98.34$              0.00% 47.79                4,700$              -$                 4,700$              102.69$               0.00% 71.28 7,320$              -$  7,320$              2,310$              310$                 -$  2,620$               
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 102.69$               0.00% 18.48 1,898$              -$  1,898$              1,898$              -$  -$  1,898$               
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$                 0.00% - -$                 -$                 -$                 79.32$                 0.00% 13.20 1,047$              -$  1,047$              1,047$              -$  -$  1,047$               

Subtotal 381.82              31,195$           -$                 31,195$           609.84 50,471$            -$  50,471$            18,966$            310$                 -$  19,276$             

ALL YEARS

Write Report Deputy - Patrol 786,039$         -$  786,039$         400,438$          -$  400,438$          
Review Report Sergeant - Patrol 37,687$           -$  37,687$           70,282$            -$  70,282$            
Review Report Sergeant - Detective -$  -$  -$  18,299$            -$  18,299$            
Edit Report Deputy - Patrol -$  -$  -$  10,429$            -$  10,429$            

TOTAL 823,726$         -$  823,726$         499,448$          -$  499,448$          (92,894)$          (231,384)$        -$  (324,278)$          
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City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Analysis of the Number of Domestic Violene Related Calls for Assistance

 Claimed 
Incident Reports 

 Allowable 
Incident Reports 

 Audit 
Adjustment 

FY 2001-02 208 * 274 ** 66 

FY 2002-03 356 * 274 ** (82) 

FY 2003-04 323 * 274 ** (49) 

FY 2004-05 359 * 274 ** (85) 

FY 2005-06 371 * 274 ** (97) 

FY 2006-07 373 * 274 ** (99) 

FY 2007-08 291 * 236 (55) 

FY 2008-09 224 * 266 42 

FY 2009-10 288 * 336 48 

FY 2010-11 309 270 (39) 

FY 2011-12 155 264 109 

Total 3,257                3,018                (239) 

Average 274 

* The counts were not detailed on claim. Therefore, the claimed counts presented above were obtained from
the summary schedule received 3/17/16.
** The city's consultant used a combination of DOJ counts and ARJIS counts to prepare the claims for the 
various fiscal years of the audit period. The Sheriff’s Department provided ARJIS queries detailing the 
incident report counts for FY 2007-08 through 2011-12 (as far back as the system goes). For the 
unsupported fiscal years of the audit period (FY 2001-02 through 2006-07), the auditor calculated an 
average incident report counts based on the supported years.
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Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) county system
Number of Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance
FY 2007-08

BCS Area Incident Number Date & Time Fiscal Year Domestic Violence Flag COUNT
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048277 7/1/2007 5:40 07-08 1 1
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048278 7/1/2007 7:00 07-08 1 2
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7055604 7/1/2007 12:00 07-08 1 3
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048339 7/1/2007 14:26 07-08 1 4
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048344 7/1/2007 15:00 07-08 1 5
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048713 7/3/2007 14:00 07-08 1 6
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7048933 7/4/2007 20:30 07-08 1 7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7049095 7/5/2007 16:50 07-08 1 8
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7050203 7/5/2007 21:15 07-08 1 9
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7049447 7/7/2007 9:34 07-08 1 10
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7050438 7/12/2007 15:30 07-08 1 11
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7050847 7/13/2007 20:20 07-08 1 12
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7051819 7/15/2007 22:00 07-08 1 13
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7052168 7/19/2007 1:03 07-08 1 14
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7052814 7/24/2007 18:29 07-08 1 15
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7052958 7/24/2007 19:36 07-08 1 16
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7053381 7/27/2007 8:30 07-08 1 17
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7053581 7/28/2007 4:37 07-08 1 18
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7053585 7/28/2007 6:20 07-08 1 19
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7054214 7/30/2007 23:30 07-08 1 20
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7054376 8/1/2007 2:00 07-08 1 21
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7054713 8/2/2007 11:00 07-08 1 22
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7054714 8/2/2007 13:00 07-08 1 23
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7054922 8/3/2007 0:00 07-08 1 24
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7055051 8/4/2007 8:20 07-08 1 25
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7055817 8/5/2007 17:00 07-08 1 26
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7055421 8/5/2007 23:00 07-08 1 27
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7055952 8/7/2007 20:00 07-08 1 28
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056378 8/10/2007 9:30 07-08 1 29
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056633 8/10/2007 18:00 07-08 1 30
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056540 8/11/2007 2:00 07-08 1 31
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056603 8/11/2007 12:50 07-08 1 32
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056599 8/11/2007 12:58 07-08 1 33
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056683 8/12/2007 0:40 07-08 1 34
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7056742 8/12/2007 11:13 07-08 1 35
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057134 8/14/2007 12:27 07-08 1 36
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057160 8/14/2007 14:30 07-08 1 37
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057427 8/15/2007 22:00 07-08 1 38
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057429 8/15/2007 22:30 07-08 1 39
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057466 8/16/2007 5:26 07-08 1 40
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057609 8/16/2007 17:30 07-08 1 41
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7057987 8/18/2007 16:55 07-08 1 42
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7058902 8/21/2007 0:00 07-08 1 43

Claimant Generated
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7058410 8/21/2007 2:00 07-08 1 44
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7058814 8/22/2007 19:30 07-08 1 45
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7058909 8/23/2007 10:44 07-08 1 46
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7059031 8/23/2007 22:00 07-08 1 47
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7059261 8/24/2007 21:00 07-08 1 48
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7059419 8/25/2007 15:28 07-08 1 49
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7059518 8/26/2007 2:36 07-08 1 50
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7059669 8/27/2007 0:50 07-08 1 51
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7060018 8/28/2007 14:28 07-08 1 52
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7060344 8/29/2007 17:26 07-08 1 53
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7060918 9/1/2007 19:15 07-08 1 54
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061000 9/2/2007 9:00 07-08 1 55
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061088 9/2/2007 20:55 07-08 1 56
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061124 9/3/2007 1:08 07-08 1 57
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061295 9/3/2007 20:00 07-08 1 58
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061437 9/4/2007 16:05 07-08 1 59
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061640 9/5/2007 17:45 07-08 1 60
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7061891 9/7/2007 1:30 07-08 1 61
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7062336 9/9/2007 4:17 07-08 1 62
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7062384 9/9/2007 13:30 07-08 1 63
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7062635 9/10/2007 19:00 07-08 1 64
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7063432 9/14/2007 19:01 07-08 1 65
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7066556 9/16/2007 0:30 07-08 1 66
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7063930 9/17/2007 16:15 07-08 1 67
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7064181 9/18/2007 19:50 07-08 1 68
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7064556 9/20/2007 20:15 07-08 1 69
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7065081 9/23/2007 19:20 07-08 1 70
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7066091 9/28/2007 15:16 07-08 1 71
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8042723 9/28/2007 17:54 07-08 1 72
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7066166 9/28/2007 23:18 07-08 1 73
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7067701 10/6/2007 18:36 07-08 1 74
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7067772 10/7/2007 8:00 07-08 1 75
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7067807 10/7/2007 13:15 07-08 1 76
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7068078 10/8/2007 22:43 07-08 1 77
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7068665 10/11/2007 20:20 07-08 1 78
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7069313 10/15/2007 12:20 07-08 1 79
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7069299 10/15/2007 13:11 07-08 1 80
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7069597 10/16/2007 19:16 07-08 1 81
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7069644 10/16/2007 23:45 07-08 1 82
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070358 10/20/2007 13:42 07-08 1 83
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070427 10/20/2007 22:35 07-08 1 84
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070483 10/21/2007 9:50 07-08 1 85
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070693 10/23/2007 7:00 07-08 1 86
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070787 10/24/2007 7:00 07-08 1 87
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070777 10/24/2007 19:00 07-08 1 88
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070806 10/24/2007 21:00 07-08 1 89
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7070978 10/26/2007 7:30 07-08 1 90
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7071105 10/26/2007 21:00 07-08 1 91
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072093 10/31/2007 0:31 07-08 1 92
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072163 11/1/2007 13:15 07-08 1 93
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072235 11/1/2007 19:40 07-08 1 94
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072493 11/3/2007 0:15 07-08 1 95
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072539 11/3/2007 4:30 07-08 1 96
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072898 11/4/2007 13:05 07-08 1 97
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7072864 11/5/2007 1:00 07-08 1 98
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7073122 11/6/2007 10:15 07-08 1 99
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7073412 11/7/2007 10:30 07-08 1 100
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7073828 11/9/2007 14:08 07-08 1 101
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7074017 11/10/2007 14:50 07-08 1 102
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7074233 11/11/2007 21:00 07-08 1 103
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7074319 11/12/2007 12:00 07-08 1 104
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7074870 11/14/2007 4:46 07-08 1 105
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7075003 11/15/2007 15:55 07-08 1 106
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7075542 11/18/2007 15:00 07-08 1 107
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7075720 11/19/2007 17:10 07-08 1 108
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7075742 11/19/2007 19:33 07-08 1 109
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7075945 11/21/2007 1:45 07-08 1 110
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7077313 11/28/2007 16:50 07-08 1 111
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7077399 11/29/2007 4:00 07-08 1 112
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7077593 11/30/2007 0:25 07-08 1 113
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7077890 12/1/2007 19:00 07-08 1 114
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7078069 12/2/2007 21:00 07-08 1 115
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7078508 12/4/2007 23:15 07-08 1 116
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7078658 12/5/2007 9:30 07-08 1 117
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7078909 12/6/2007 20:30 07-08 1 118
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7079264 12/8/2007 20:30 07-08 1 119
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7079430 12/10/2007 1:15 07-08 1 120
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7080538 12/14/2007 20:00 07-08 1 121
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7080479 12/15/2007 0:39 07-08 1 122
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081079 12/18/2007 7:55 07-08 1 123
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081317 12/19/2007 8:30 07-08 1 124
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081365 12/19/2007 13:40 07-08 1 125
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081405 12/19/2007 15:57 07-08 1 126
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081401 12/19/2007 15:57 07-08 1 127
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081839 12/22/2007 2:15 07-08 1 128
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7081962 12/22/2007 15:30 07-08 1 129
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7082520 12/26/2007 11:30 07-08 1 130
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7082647 12/27/2007 11:11 07-08 1 131
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7082760 12/27/2007 23:00 07-08 1 132
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7082898 12/28/2007 19:00 07-08 1 133
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7082940 12/29/2007 0:02 07-08 1 134
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7083187 12/30/2007 11:00 07-08 1 135
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 7083347 12/31/2007 14:20 07-08 1 136
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8010559 1/4/2008 1:00 07-08 1 137
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8010945 1/6/2008 11:45 07-08 1 138
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8011218 1/8/2008 8:00 07-08 1 139
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8011670 1/8/2008 20:30 07-08 1 140
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8012325 1/13/2008 23:00 07-08 1 141
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8012536 1/15/2008 2:00 07-08 1 142
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8013934 1/23/2008 0:40 07-08 1 143
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8014158 1/24/2008 0:42 07-08 1 144
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8014751 1/27/2008 16:00 07-08 1 145
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8015659 1/31/2008 22:20 07-08 1 146
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8015995 2/2/2008 15:50 07-08 1 147
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8016010 2/2/2008 19:31 07-08 1 148
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8016031 2/2/2008 21:34 07-08 1 149
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8016827 2/7/2008 6:45 07-08 1 150
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8018362 2/11/2008 13:00 07-08 1 151
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8018748 2/16/2008 13:00 07-08 1 152
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8019917 2/22/2008 10:50 07-08 1 153
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8019861 2/22/2008 17:25 07-08 1 154
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8023218 2/23/2008 12:00 07-08 1 155
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8021088 2/28/2008 22:56 07-08 1 156
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8021147 2/29/2008 8:30 07-08 1 157
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8021166 2/29/2008 11:00 07-08 1 158
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8021328 3/1/2008 3:46 07-08 1 159
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8021769 3/3/2008 16:00 07-08 1 160
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8022266 3/6/2008 1:15 07-08 1 161
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8022293 3/6/2008 7:00 07-08 1 162
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8023474 3/7/2008 20:30 07-08 1 163
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8022856 3/9/2008 10:06 07-08 1 164
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8023243 3/11/2008 11:05 07-08 1 165
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8025023 3/19/2008 19:50 07-08 1 166
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8025778 3/23/2008 22:15 07-08 1 167
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8025795 3/24/2008 0:50 07-08 1 168
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8026192 3/25/2008 23:00 07-08 1 169
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8026399 3/26/2008 23:40 07-08 1 170
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8026795 3/27/2008 22:00 07-08 1 171
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8026690 3/28/2008 13:15 07-08 1 172
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8027294 3/31/2008 20:15 07-08 1 173
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8027321 4/1/2008 0:38 07-08 1 174
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8028316 4/5/2008 15:25 07-08 1 175
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8028525 4/6/2008 18:20 07-08 1 176
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8028942 4/8/2008 9:30 07-08 1 177
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8028882 4/8/2008 15:00 07-08 1 178
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8029340 4/10/2008 17:30 07-08 1 179
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8029516 4/11/2008 16:53 07-08 1 180
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8029541 4/11/2008 19:20 07-08 1 181
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8029877 4/13/2008 2:57 07-08 1 182
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8029908 4/13/2008 9:00 07-08 1 183
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8030025 4/13/2008 22:00 07-08 1 184
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8030728 4/15/2008 10:00 07-08 1 185
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8032509 4/18/2008 7:00 07-08 1 186
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031038 4/18/2008 18:20 07-08 1 187
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031173 4/19/2008 9:04 07-08 1 188
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031313 4/20/2008 3:00 07-08 1 189
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031339 4/20/2008 11:15 07-08 1 190
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031358 4/20/2008 13:37 07-08 1 191
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031459 4/21/2008 2:36 07-08 1 192
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031637 4/21/2008 20:06 07-08 1 193
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8031732 4/22/2008 11:32 07-08 1 194
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8033229 4/29/2008 18:00 07-08 1 195
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8033247 4/29/2008 20:10 07-08 1 196
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8033966 5/3/2008 1:10 07-08 1 197
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8034247 5/4/2008 0:01 07-08 1 198
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8034271 5/4/2008 20:45 07-08 1 199
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8034304 5/5/2008 1:35 07-08 1 200
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8034482 5/5/2008 21:00 07-08 1 201
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8034768 5/7/2008 11:50 07-08 1 202
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8035016 5/8/2008 17:10 07-08 1 203
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8035106 5/9/2008 8:10 07-08 1 204
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8035658 5/11/2008 20:40 07-08 1 205
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8036090 5/13/2008 22:15 07-08 1 206
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8036845 5/17/2008 12:30 07-08 1 207
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8036914 5/17/2008 19:00 07-08 1 208
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8037916 5/19/2008 19:00 07-08 1 209
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8037574 5/20/2008 22:00 07-08 1 210
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8037699 5/21/2008 18:30 07-08 1 211
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8038487 5/26/2008 1:33 07-08 1 212
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8038887 5/28/2008 10:00 07-08 1 213
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8039335 5/30/2008 13:50 07-08 1 214
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8039425 5/30/2008 22:00 07-08 1 215
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8039756 6/1/2008 15:00 07-08 1 216
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8039773 6/1/2008 17:40 07-08 1 217
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8040042 6/3/2008 1:20 07-08 1 218
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8040054 6/3/2008 8:00 07-08 1 219
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8040308 6/4/2008 12:00 07-08 1 220
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8040860 6/7/2008 8:02 07-08 1 221
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8041642 6/7/2008 22:00 07-08 1 222
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8041404 6/10/2008 12:26 07-08 1 223
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8041458 6/10/2008 19:00 07-08 1 224
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8042207 6/14/2008 18:30 07-08 1 225
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8042231 6/14/2008 20:39 07-08 1 226
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8042760 6/17/2008 16:30 07-08 1 227
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8042826 6/17/2008 22:03 07-08 1 228
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043105 6/19/2008 10:00 07-08 1 229
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043320 6/19/2008 23:30 07-08 1 230
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043634 6/22/2008 1:00 07-08 1 231
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043646 6/22/2008 4:00 07-08 1 232
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043898 6/23/2008 16:30 07-08 1 233
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8043951 6/23/2008 23:30 07-08 1 234
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8044593 6/26/2008 0:30 07-08 1 235
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8044890 6/28/2008 23:30 07-08 1 236
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Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) county system
Number of Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance
FY 2008-09

BCS Area Incident Number Date & Time Fiscal Year Domestic Violence Flag COUNT
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8045379 7/1/2008 18:37 08-09 1 1
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047289 7/3/2008 22:30 08-09 1 2
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8045868 7/4/2008 7:18 08-09 1 3
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8046493 7/7/2008 23:13 08-09 1 4
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8046940 7/9/2008 8:00 08-09 1 5
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047111 7/10/2008 20:00 08-09 1 6
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047332 7/11/2008 22:00 08-09 1 7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047419 7/12/2008 10:45 08-09 1 8
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047425 7/12/2008 10:55 08-09 1 9
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047493 7/12/2008 14:00 08-09 1 10
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047502 7/12/2008 19:21 08-09 1 11
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8047873 7/14/2008 17:24 08-09 1 12
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048283 7/16/2008 20:00 08-09 1 13
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048427 7/17/2008 15:38 08-09 1 14
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048490 7/17/2008 20:45 08-09 1 15
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048944 7/18/2008 14:30 08-09 1 16
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048633 7/18/2008 16:30 08-09 1 17
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048799 7/19/2008 9:50 08-09 1 18
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8048873 7/19/2008 17:15 08-09 1 19
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8049056 7/20/2008 22:30 08-09 1 20
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8049146 7/21/2008 13:00 08-09 1 21
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8049255 7/22/2008 0:06 08-09 1 22
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8049474 7/23/2008 0:05 08-09 1 23
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8049897 7/24/2008 21:40 08-09 1 24
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8050717 7/26/2008 10:30 08-09 1 25
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8050352 7/26/2008 13:01 08-09 1 26
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8050366 7/27/2008 16:15 08-09 1 27
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8050396 7/27/2008 20:00 08-09 1 28
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8051716 8/3/2008 17:51 08-09 1 29
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8051844 8/4/2008 10:00 08-09 1 30
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8051934 8/4/2008 20:00 08-09 1 31
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052240 8/4/2008 23:00 08-09 1 32
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052020 8/5/2008 10:19 08-09 1 33
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052159 8/5/2008 23:38 08-09 1 34
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052274 8/6/2008 13:13 08-09 1 35
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052582 8/7/2008 21:00 08-09 1 36
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052741 8/8/2008 13:00 08-09 1 37
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052840 8/8/2008 22:30 08-09 1 38
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054025 8/9/2008 2:00 08-09 1 39
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8052863 8/9/2008 2:00 08-09 1 40
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8053022 8/9/2008 22:30 08-09 1 41
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8053169 8/10/2008 20:55 08-09 1 42
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054068 8/15/2008 3:00 08-09 1 43

Claimant Generated
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054589 8/17/2008 21:15 08-09 1 44
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054559 8/18/2008 9:00 08-09 1 45
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054733 8/18/2008 16:10 08-09 1 46
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054810 8/19/2008 3:42 08-09 1 47
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8054980 8/19/2008 17:09 08-09 1 48
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8055356 8/20/2008 21:00 08-09 1 49
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8058261 8/22/2008 1:00 08-09 1 50
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8055889 8/24/2008 1:00 08-09 1 51
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8055901 8/24/2008 3:09 08-09 1 52
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8055916 8/24/2008 9:15 08-09 1 53
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8056034 8/24/2008 23:45 08-09 1 54
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8056918 8/29/2008 8:00 08-09 1 55
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8056990 8/29/2008 18:00 08-09 1 56
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8057084 8/29/2008 23:00 08-09 1 57
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8057114 8/30/2008 2:30 08-09 1 58
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8057244 8/30/2008 4:30 08-09 1 59
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8057654 9/1/2008 19:45 08-09 1 60
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8057666 9/1/2008 21:30 08-09 1 61
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12151147 9/1/2008 22:00 08-09 1 62
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8058536 9/5/2008 22:00 08-09 1 63
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8059099 9/8/2008 22:50 08-09 1 64
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8059507 9/10/2008 23:24 08-09 1 65
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8059498 9/11/2008 1:00 08-09 1 66
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144078 9/11/2008 8:00 08-09 1 67
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8059682 9/11/2008 21:20 08-09 1 68
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8059940 9/13/2008 1:50 08-09 1 69
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8060115 9/13/2008 21:40 08-09 1 70
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8061070 9/18/2008 21:30 08-09 1 71
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8061320 9/19/2008 22:45 08-09 1 72
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8061599 9/21/2008 19:00 08-09 1 73
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8061793 9/22/2008 18:55 08-09 1 74
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8061936 9/23/2008 14:53 08-09 1 75
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8062231 9/25/2008 2:15 08-09 1 76
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8062426 9/25/2008 21:00 08-09 1 77
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8062975 9/28/2008 19:15 08-09 1 78
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8063001 9/28/2008 22:55 08-09 1 79
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8063524 10/1/2008 9:00 08-09 1 80
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8063641 10/1/2008 21:50 08-09 1 81
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8064236 10/5/2008 3:00 08-09 1 82
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8064337 10/5/2008 18:30 08-09 1 83
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8064356 10/5/2008 19:45 08-09 1 84
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8064782 10/7/2008 22:00 08-09 1 85
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8065210 10/9/2008 7:20 08-09 1 86
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8065501 10/11/2008 3:00 08-09 1 87
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8066835 10/11/2008 20:00 08-09 1 88
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8065857 10/13/2008 6:45 08-09 1 89
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8065985 10/14/2008 4:00 08-09 1 90
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8066336 10/15/2008 17:08 08-09 1 91
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8066374 10/16/2008 1:45 08-09 1 92
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9011617 10/17/2008 0:01 08-09 1 93
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8066813 10/17/2008 17:00 08-09 1 94
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8066794 10/17/2008 17:45 08-09 1 95
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067081 10/17/2008 23:30 08-09 1 96
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067051 10/18/2008 21:30 08-09 1 97
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067100 10/19/2008 1:50 08-09 1 98
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067421 10/20/2008 22:50 08-09 1 99
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067642 10/22/2008 0:01 08-09 1 100
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8067973 10/23/2008 11:00 08-09 1 101
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8068039 10/23/2008 15:00 08-09 1 102
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8068517 10/25/2008 23:30 08-09 1 103
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8068668 10/27/2008 5:02 08-09 1 104
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8069253 10/29/2008 18:36 08-09 1 105
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8069477 10/30/2008 18:58 08-09 1 106
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8069706 10/31/2008 21:25 08-09 1 107
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8069716 10/31/2008 22:00 08-09 1 108
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8069739 10/31/2008 22:45 08-09 1 109
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8070091 11/2/2008 21:15 08-09 1 110
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8070291 11/3/2008 21:20 08-09 1 111
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8071369 11/8/2008 22:44 08-09 1 112
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8071481 11/9/2008 18:45 08-09 1 113
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8072099 11/13/2008 0:55 08-09 1 114
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8072252 11/13/2008 9:33 08-09 1 115
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8072951 11/17/2008 15:00 08-09 1 116
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8072950 11/17/2008 15:00 08-09 1 117
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8073235 11/19/2008 0:30 08-09 1 118
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8073315 11/19/2008 12:00 08-09 1 119
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8074653 11/19/2008 20:00 08-09 1 120
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8073479 11/20/2008 2:00 08-09 1 121
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8073917 11/21/2008 22:50 08-09 1 122
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8074575 11/22/2008 19:00 08-09 1 123
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8074918 11/27/2008 12:10 08-09 1 124
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8075393 11/30/2008 10:45 08-09 1 125
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8075452 11/30/2008 19:45 08-09 1 126
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076148 12/4/2008 3:00 08-09 1 127
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076610 12/6/2008 5:00 08-09 1 128
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076632 12/6/2008 9:28 08-09 1 129
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076666 12/6/2008 11:00 08-09 1 130
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076829 12/7/2008 10:30 08-09 1 131
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076857 12/7/2008 13:30 08-09 1 132
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076933 12/7/2008 23:42 08-09 1 133
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8076995 12/8/2008 0:30 08-09 1 134
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8078399 12/9/2008 16:30 08-09 1 135
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8077350 12/10/2008 1:00 08-09 1 136
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8078008 12/12/2008 23:00 08-09 1 137
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8078226 12/14/2008 2:00 08-09 1 138
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079109 12/15/2008 7:00 08-09 1 139
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079213 12/16/2008 21:00 08-09 1 140
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079132 12/18/2008 20:45 08-09 1 141
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079287 12/20/2008 2:45 08-09 1 142
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079402 12/20/2008 18:18 08-09 1 143
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079435 12/20/2008 22:20 08-09 1 144
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8079937 12/23/2008 20:00 08-09 1 145
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8080132 12/25/2008 3:00 08-09 1 146
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8080142 12/25/2008 5:24 08-09 1 147
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8080216 12/25/2008 22:10 08-09 1 148
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 8080689 12/28/2008 19:20 08-09 1 149
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9010075 1/1/2009 9:34 08-09 1 150
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9010119 1/1/2009 15:00 08-09 1 151
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9010150 1/1/2009 19:00 08-09 1 152
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9010395 1/2/2009 23:45 08-09 1 153
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10010315 1/3/2009 0:20 08-09 1 154
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9010705 1/5/2009 3:35 08-09 1 155
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9011684 1/5/2009 23:00 08-09 1 156
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9011454 1/8/2009 19:30 08-09 1 157
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9014849 1/9/2009 18:01 08-09 1 158
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011733 1/11/2009 0:30 08-09 1 159
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9011980 1/11/2009 19:30 08-09 1 160
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10035197 1/12/2009 12:00 08-09 1 161
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9012568 1/14/2009 10:30 08-09 1 162
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9013091 1/17/2009 2:40 08-09 1 163
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9013264 1/18/2009 0:45 08-09 1 164
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9014531 1/24/2009 0:01 08-09 1 165
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9015463 1/28/2009 15:00 08-09 1 166
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9015473 1/28/2009 19:40 08-09 1 167
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9016264 2/1/2009 20:30 08-09 1 168
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9016435 2/2/2009 16:00 08-09 1 169
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9016481 2/2/2009 18:38 08-09 1 170
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9016526 2/3/2009 0:15 08-09 1 171
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9018209 2/5/2009 14:00 08-09 1 172
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9017945 2/9/2009 15:00 08-09 1 173
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9018975 2/14/2009 14:00 08-09 1 174
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9019383 2/17/2009 1:30 08-09 1 175
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9022868 2/20/2009 0:01 08-09 1 176
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9020580 2/22/2009 13:05 08-09 1 177
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9020801 2/23/2009 18:50 08-09 1 178
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9021283 2/26/2009 4:53 08-09 1 179
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9021482 2/26/2009 10:00 08-09 1 180
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9021472 2/26/2009 18:00 08-09 1 181
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9021775 2/28/2009 9:15 08-09 1 182
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044707 3/1/2009 0:01 08-09 1 183
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9022665 3/4/2009 20:00 08-09 1 184
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9023039 3/6/2009 15:50 08-09 1 185
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9023399 3/8/2009 12:30 08-09 1 186
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9023477 3/8/2009 23:11 08-09 1 187
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9023721 3/9/2009 20:00 08-09 1 188
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9023770 3/10/2009 13:45 08-09 1 189
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9025538 3/11/2009 19:00 08-09 1 190
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9024722 3/15/2009 1:30 08-09 1 191
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9025341 3/18/2009 13:35 08-09 1 192
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9025743 3/20/2009 12:45 08-09 1 193
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9025789 3/20/2009 16:30 08-09 1 194
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9025946 3/21/2009 8:53 08-09 1 195
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026002 3/21/2009 12:00 08-09 1 196
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9027014 3/21/2009 23:00 08-09 1 197
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026127 3/22/2009 9:22 08-09 1 198
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026321 3/22/2009 19:00 08-09 1 199
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026802 3/23/2009 8:00 08-09 1 200
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026606 3/25/2009 1:01 08-09 1 201
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9026845 3/26/2009 10:30 08-09 1 202
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9028300 4/2/2009 18:00 08-09 1 203
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9028486 4/3/2009 12:00 08-09 1 204
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9028772 4/5/2009 1:00 08-09 1 205
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9028860 4/5/2009 15:00 08-09 1 206
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9029142 4/7/2009 1:00 08-09 1 207
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9029582 4/9/2009 10:30 08-09 1 208
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9030031 4/11/2009 20:40 08-09 1 209
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9030907 4/16/2009 0:30 08-09 1 210
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031273 4/17/2009 20:46 08-09 1 211
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031454 4/18/2009 21:00 08-09 1 212
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031498 4/19/2009 0:19 08-09 1 213
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031798 4/20/2009 20:45 08-09 1 214
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031889 4/21/2009 10:30 08-09 1 215
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9031956 4/21/2009 17:30 08-09 1 216
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9032125 4/22/2009 13:30 08-09 1 217
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9032887 4/26/2009 19:45 08-09 1 218
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9033306 4/28/2009 20:30 08-09 1 219
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9034039 5/2/2009 16:30 08-09 1 220
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9034219 5/3/2009 19:10 08-09 1 221
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9034437 5/4/2009 18:30 08-09 1 222
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9034575 5/5/2009 13:45 08-09 1 223
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035106 5/7/2009 16:45 08-09 1 224
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035246 5/8/2009 17:00 08-09 1 225
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035277 5/8/2009 20:10 08-09 1 226
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035603 5/10/2009 18:37 08-09 1 227
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035822 5/11/2009 23:30 08-09 1 228
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9035827 5/12/2009 0:21 08-09 1 229
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9036582 5/15/2009 19:35 08-09 1 230
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9036603 5/15/2009 21:18 08-09 1 231
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9037115 5/18/2009 20:30 08-09 1 232
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9037137 5/19/2009 0:39 08-09 1 233
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9037335 5/20/2009 1:38 08-09 1 234
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9037712 5/21/2009 20:00 08-09 1 235
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9038112 5/23/2009 19:00 08-09 1 236
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9038213 5/24/2009 12:25 08-09 1 237
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9038366 5/25/2009 11:38 08-09 1 238
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9038465 5/26/2009 2:00 08-09 1 239
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9038811 5/26/2009 21:10 08-09 1 240
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9039795 6/1/2009 18:00 08-09 1 241
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9040022 6/2/2009 22:22 08-09 1 242
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9040140 6/3/2009 14:32 08-09 1 243
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9040423 6/4/2009 16:00 08-09 1 244
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9040754 6/6/2009 8:00 08-09 1 245
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9040990 6/7/2009 18:16 08-09 1 246
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9041226 6/8/2009 19:30 08-09 1 247
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9041809 6/11/2009 21:00 08-09 1 248
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9041824 6/11/2009 23:28 08-09 1 249
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9042279 6/13/2009 23:19 08-09 1 250
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9042312 6/14/2009 2:04 08-09 1 251
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9042637 6/16/2009 4:00 08-09 1 252
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9042970 6/17/2009 21:23 08-09 1 253
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9042987 6/18/2009 0:01 08-09 1 254
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9043158 6/18/2009 19:10 08-09 1 255
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9043154 6/18/2009 19:45 08-09 1 256
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9043219 6/19/2009 3:00 08-09 1 257
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9043695 6/21/2009 12:30 08-09 1 258
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9045444 6/21/2009 16:00 08-09 1 259
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9043937 6/22/2009 22:45 08-09 1 260
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044121 6/23/2009 21:20 08-09 1 261
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044160 6/24/2009 5:45 08-09 1 262
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044407 6/25/2009 12:45 08-09 1 263
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044455 6/25/2009 17:50 08-09 1 264
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9044631 6/26/2009 15:00 08-09 1 265
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9045001 6/27/2009 4:00 08-09 1 266
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Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) county system
Number of Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance
FY 2009-10

BCS Area Incident Number Date & Time Fiscal Year Domestic Violence Flag COUNT
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9045507 7/1/2009 7:30 09-10 1 1
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9045838 7/2/2009 16:20 09-10 1 2
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9045885 7/2/2009 20:10 09-10 1 3
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046033 7/3/2009 19:30 09-10 1 4
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046259 7/4/2009 22:30 09-10 1 5
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046522 7/5/2009 11:35 09-10 1 6
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046340 7/5/2009 14:45 09-10 1 7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046399 7/5/2009 21:02 09-10 1 8
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046425 7/5/2009 23:40 09-10 1 9
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9046557 7/6/2009 17:00 09-10 1 10
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9047112 7/9/2009 23:30 09-10 1 11
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9047530 7/11/2009 19:54 09-10 1 12
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9047586 7/12/2009 3:03 09-10 1 13
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9047687 7/12/2009 23:44 09-10 1 14
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048132 7/15/2009 13:45 09-10 1 15
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048171 7/15/2009 16:30 09-10 1 16
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048421 7/17/2009 1:00 09-10 1 17
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048683 7/18/2009 2:00 09-10 1 18
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048757 7/18/2009 14:45 09-10 1 19
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9048817 7/18/2009 20:30 09-10 1 20
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9049211 7/20/2009 23:06 09-10 1 21
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9049210 7/20/2009 23:50 09-10 1 22
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9049215 7/21/2009 1:06 09-10 1 23
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9049445 7/22/2009 7:40 09-10 1 24
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9049721 7/23/2009 11:55 09-10 1 25
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050014 7/24/2009 18:30 09-10 1 26
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050036 7/24/2009 19:00 09-10 1 27
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050198 7/25/2009 14:20 09-10 1 28
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050450 7/27/2009 13:05 09-10 1 29
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050532 7/27/2009 23:20 09-10 1 30
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050542 7/28/2009 1:37 09-10 1 31
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9050839 7/29/2009 15:48 09-10 1 32
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051282 7/31/2009 20:00 09-10 1 33
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078869 8/1/2009 0:01 09-10 1 34
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051428 8/1/2009 15:15 09-10 1 35
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051528 8/2/2009 4:15 09-10 1 36
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051718 8/3/2009 10:45 09-10 1 37
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051867 8/4/2009 6:30 09-10 1 38
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9051937 8/4/2009 14:00 09-10 1 39
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052019 8/5/2009 1:38 09-10 1 40
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052145 8/5/2009 15:00 09-10 1 41
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052205 8/5/2009 21:30 09-10 1 42
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052324 8/5/2009 23:30 09-10 1 43

Claimant Generated
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052342 8/6/2009 18:30 09-10 1 44
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9052517 8/7/2009 20:15 09-10 1 45
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9056383 8/10/2009 17:10 09-10 1 46
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9053443 8/12/2009 21:00 09-10 1 47
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9053466 8/12/2009 23:00 09-10 1 48
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9054756 8/20/2009 2:30 09-10 1 49
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9054795 8/20/2009 10:00 09-10 1 50
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055073 8/20/2009 12:00 09-10 1 51
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055165 8/20/2009 14:17 09-10 1 52
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9054981 8/21/2009 8:00 09-10 1 53
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055295 8/22/2009 14:00 09-10 1 54
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055371 8/22/2009 22:35 09-10 1 55
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055409 8/23/2009 2:35 09-10 1 56
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9055583 8/24/2009 8:20 09-10 1 57
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058946 8/24/2009 12:00 09-10 1 58
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9056743 8/30/2009 12:30 09-10 1 59
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9056820 8/30/2009 22:30 09-10 1 60
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9056832 8/31/2009 0:30 09-10 1 61
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9057053 9/1/2009 5:50 09-10 1 62
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9057342 9/2/2009 14:31 09-10 1 63
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9057539 9/3/2009 13:00 09-10 1 64
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9057667 9/4/2009 0:30 09-10 1 65
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9057853 9/4/2009 20:45 09-10 1 66
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058030 9/5/2009 21:00 09-10 1 67
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058169 9/6/2009 18:30 09-10 1 68
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058404 9/7/2009 21:26 09-10 1 69
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058493 9/8/2009 9:55 09-10 1 70
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058583 9/8/2009 14:30 09-10 1 71
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058640 9/9/2009 0:43 09-10 1 72
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9058841 9/9/2009 22:55 09-10 1 73
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059571 9/13/2009 22:25 09-10 1 74
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059604 9/14/2009 7:45 09-10 1 75
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059648 9/14/2009 12:02 09-10 1 76
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059757 9/15/2009 0:55 09-10 1 77
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059822 9/15/2009 10:20 09-10 1 78
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9059934 9/16/2009 0:03 09-10 1 79
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9060109 9/16/2009 20:19 09-10 1 80
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9060455 9/18/2009 14:00 09-10 1 81
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9060518 9/18/2009 21:00 09-10 1 82
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9060832 9/20/2009 13:30 09-10 1 83
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9061207 9/22/2009 11:30 09-10 1 84
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9061700 9/24/2009 22:32 09-10 1 85
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9061766 9/25/2009 7:30 09-10 1 86
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9061869 9/25/2009 17:00 09-10 1 87
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9061998 9/26/2009 10:40 09-10 1 88
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9062089 9/26/2009 21:20 09-10 1 89
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9062273 9/28/2009 1:30 09-10 1 90
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9062717 9/30/2009 8:00 09-10 1 91
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9062851 9/30/2009 19:30 09-10 1 92
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9063012 10/1/2009 14:00 09-10 1 93
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10015994 10/2/2009 23:44 09-10 1 94
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9063438 10/3/2009 17:47 09-10 1 95
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9063832 10/6/2009 4:30 09-10 1 96
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9064408 10/8/2009 21:00 09-10 1 97
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9064741 10/10/2009 14:03 09-10 1 98
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9064973 10/11/2009 11:21 09-10 1 99
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9066004 10/17/2009 1:20 09-10 1 100
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9066025 10/17/2009 3:30 09-10 1 101
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9066096 10/17/2009 8:00 09-10 1 102
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9066939 10/22/2009 9:00 09-10 1 103
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9067087 10/23/2009 0:01 09-10 1 104
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9067461 10/24/2009 23:20 09-10 1 105
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9067844 10/26/2009 12:30 09-10 1 106
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9067867 10/27/2009 2:30 09-10 1 107
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9068379 10/30/2009 0:48 09-10 1 108
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9068757 11/1/2009 2:20 09-10 1 109
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9069251 11/3/2009 23:53 09-10 1 110
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9069424 11/4/2009 23:30 09-10 1 111
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070033 11/6/2009 22:00 09-10 1 112
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9069926 11/7/2009 17:30 09-10 1 113
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070102 11/7/2009 21:44 09-10 1 114
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070146 11/9/2009 6:50 09-10 1 115
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070175 11/9/2009 8:10 09-10 1 116
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070482 11/10/2009 18:30 09-10 1 117
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9070974 11/13/2009 10:00 09-10 1 118
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9071075 11/14/2009 1:30 09-10 1 119
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9071242 11/15/2009 3:00 09-10 1 120
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9073815 11/16/2009 5:54 09-10 1 121
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9071820 11/17/2009 15:15 09-10 1 122
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9072188 11/20/2009 13:10 09-10 1 123
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9072566 11/22/2009 17:30 09-10 1 124
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9072571 11/22/2009 18:22 09-10 1 125
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9072865 11/24/2009 10:30 09-10 1 126
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9072969 11/24/2009 20:00 09-10 1 127
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9073222 11/26/2009 12:20 09-10 1 128
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9074254 12/3/2009 1:30 09-10 1 129
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9074423 12/3/2009 19:45 09-10 1 130
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9074414 12/3/2009 19:48 09-10 1 131
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9074645 12/4/2009 23:00 09-10 1 132
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9075917 12/12/2009 14:06 09-10 1 133
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9076013 12/13/2009 0:46 09-10 1 134
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9076014 12/13/2009 1:38 09-10 1 135
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9076484 12/16/2009 2:17 09-10 1 136
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9077238 12/19/2009 1:40 09-10 1 137
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9077432 12/20/2009 10:03 09-10 1 138
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9077687 12/21/2009 20:23 09-10 1 139
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9077704 12/21/2009 23:15 09-10 1 140
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078065 12/24/2009 10:25 09-10 1 141
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11147991 12/25/2009 3:00 09-10 1 142
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078358 12/26/2009 20:27 09-10 1 143
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078451 12/27/2009 13:51 09-10 1 144
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078478 12/27/2009 16:30 09-10 1 145
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078759 12/29/2009 15:10 09-10 1 146
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078808 12/29/2009 20:00 09-10 1 147
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9078806 12/29/2009 20:50 09-10 1 148
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 9079123 12/31/2009 15:00 09-10 1 149
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10010099 1/1/2010 4:00 09-10 1 150
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10010300 1/2/2010 22:15 09-10 1 151
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012786 1/3/2010 12:20 09-10 1 152
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10010437 1/3/2010 17:30 09-10 1 153
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011026 1/6/2010 17:00 09-10 1 154
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011366 1/8/2010 15:35 09-10 1 155
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011427 1/8/2010 21:00 09-10 1 156
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011446 1/8/2010 23:00 09-10 1 157
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011602 1/9/2010 10:30 09-10 1 158
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011611 1/10/2010 0:04 09-10 1 159
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012020 1/10/2010 13:01 09-10 1 160
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10011824 1/11/2010 14:55 09-10 1 161
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012183 1/13/2010 15:39 09-10 1 162
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012238 1/13/2010 16:40 09-10 1 163
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012492 1/15/2010 7:23 09-10 1 164
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012672 1/15/2010 23:26 09-10 1 165
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012826 1/16/2010 22:10 09-10 1 166
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012926 1/17/2010 18:30 09-10 1 167
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10012957 1/17/2010 22:20 09-10 1 168
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10013856 1/18/2010 19:00 09-10 1 169
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10013090 1/19/2010 5:56 09-10 1 170
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10013757 1/22/2010 23:50 09-10 1 171
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10013910 1/23/2010 16:15 09-10 1 172
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10014111 1/24/2010 23:33 09-10 1 173
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10014280 1/25/2010 9:00 09-10 1 174
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10014384 1/25/2010 21:10 09-10 1 175
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10014437 1/26/2010 19:31 09-10 1 176
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10014798 1/28/2010 16:30 09-10 1 177
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10015069 1/29/2010 22:30 09-10 1 178
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10016123 2/4/2010 8:00 09-10 1 179
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017285 2/4/2010 19:00 09-10 1 180
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10016531 2/6/2010 1:00 09-10 1 181
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017011 2/9/2010 11:15 09-10 1 182
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017081 2/9/2010 20:19 09-10 1 183
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017117 2/9/2010 20:30 09-10 1 184
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017275 2/10/2010 19:45 09-10 1 185
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017501 2/11/2010 17:30 09-10 1 186
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017835 2/11/2010 23:00 09-10 1 187
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10017991 2/14/2010 11:00 09-10 1 188
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10018021 2/14/2010 18:00 09-10 1 189
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10018413 2/15/2010 11:10 09-10 1 190
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10018189 2/15/2010 22:45 09-10 1 191
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10018543 2/17/2010 16:00 09-10 1 192
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10019088 2/20/2010 3:00 09-10 1 193
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10019092 2/20/2010 15:00 09-10 1 194
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10019168 2/21/2010 3:00 09-10 1 195
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10019279 2/21/2010 20:00 09-10 1 196
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020279 2/27/2010 4:00 09-10 1 197
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020472 2/27/2010 20:00 09-10 1 198
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020646 2/28/2010 13:00 09-10 1 199
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020575 2/28/2010 13:00 09-10 1 200
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020724 3/1/2010 14:34 09-10 1 201
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020829 3/2/2010 3:00 09-10 1 202
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10020979 3/2/2010 16:45 09-10 1 203
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10021196 3/3/2010 20:30 09-10 1 204
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10021563 3/5/2010 16:30 09-10 1 205
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10021570 3/5/2010 19:41 09-10 1 206
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10021646 3/6/2010 3:30 09-10 1 207
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10022171 3/7/2010 13:49 09-10 1 208
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10021959 3/8/2010 5:30 09-10 1 209
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10022874 3/10/2010 1:00 09-10 1 210
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10022341 3/10/2010 15:00 09-10 1 211
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10022594 3/11/2010 20:18 09-10 1 212
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023398 3/12/2010 14:00 09-10 1 213
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10022752 3/12/2010 18:30 09-10 1 214
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023078 3/14/2010 15:01 09-10 1 215
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023090 3/14/2010 16:30 09-10 1 216
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023118 3/14/2010 20:24 09-10 1 217
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023124 3/14/2010 22:10 09-10 1 218
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023710 3/17/2010 23:52 09-10 1 219
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10023907 3/18/2010 8:45 09-10 1 220
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10037127 3/20/2010 10:00 09-10 1 221
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10024252 3/20/2010 13:00 09-10 1 222
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10024606 3/21/2010 3:00 09-10 1 223
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10024665 3/22/2010 19:00 09-10 1 224
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10024867 3/23/2010 19:51 09-10 1 225
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025499 3/26/2010 20:40 09-10 1 226
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025501 3/26/2010 20:59 09-10 1 227
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025576 3/27/2010 8:24 09-10 1 228
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025678 3/27/2010 21:17 09-10 1 229
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025829 3/28/2010 17:45 09-10 1 230
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10025845 3/28/2010 19:30 09-10 1 231
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026146 3/30/2010 14:00 09-10 1 232
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026299 3/31/2010 17:00 09-10 1 233
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026288 3/31/2010 18:05 09-10 1 234
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143866 4/1/2010 8:00 09-10 1 235
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026583 4/1/2010 16:00 09-10 1 236
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026744 4/3/2010 3:50 09-10 1 237
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026763 4/3/2010 9:00 09-10 1 238
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026807 4/3/2010 14:50 09-10 1 239
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026932 4/4/2010 13:00 09-10 1 240
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10026981 4/4/2010 22:30 09-10 1 241
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10027188 4/6/2010 7:00 09-10 1 242
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10027313 4/6/2010 17:25 09-10 1 243
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10027381 4/7/2010 0:50 09-10 1 244
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10027689 4/8/2010 17:00 09-10 1 245
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10027720 4/8/2010 22:10 09-10 1 246
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032617 4/9/2010 12:00 09-10 1 247
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032179 4/11/2010 8:43 09-10 1 248
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10028247 4/11/2010 19:47 09-10 1 249
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10028252 4/11/2010 21:00 09-10 1 250
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10028455 4/12/2010 23:32 09-10 1 251
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10029489 4/17/2010 18:25 09-10 1 252
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10029698 4/18/2010 18:30 09-10 1 253
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10029750 4/19/2010 0:50 09-10 1 254
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030060 4/20/2010 12:00 09-10 1 255
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030112 4/20/2010 15:00 09-10 1 256
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030279 4/21/2010 15:08 09-10 1 257
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030321 4/21/2010 19:15 09-10 1 258
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030352 4/21/2010 23:42 09-10 1 259
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10030507 4/22/2010 16:33 09-10 1 260
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10031470 4/26/2010 23:50 09-10 1 261
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10031685 4/28/2010 0:50 09-10 1 262
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032327 4/30/2010 12:00 09-10 1 263
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10035625 4/30/2010 19:00 09-10 1 264
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032210 4/30/2010 19:35 09-10 1 265
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032635 5/3/2010 9:30 09-10 1 266
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032813 5/3/2010 21:30 09-10 1 267
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032915 5/4/2010 4:53 09-10 1 268
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032842 5/4/2010 11:08 09-10 1 269
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032938 5/4/2010 18:29 09-10 1 270
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10032975 5/5/2010 0:30 09-10 1 271
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10033799 5/6/2010 12:00 09-10 1 272
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10055898 5/6/2010 16:12 09-10 1 273
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10033344 5/6/2010 21:05 09-10 1 274
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10033481 5/7/2010 14:50 09-10 1 275
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10033676 5/8/2010 18:30 09-10 1 276
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034171 5/11/2010 16:30 09-10 1 277
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034305 5/12/2010 11:15 09-10 1 278
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034467 5/13/2010 8:15 09-10 1 279
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034728 5/14/2010 0:01 09-10 1 280
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034810 5/14/2010 18:31 09-10 1 281
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034914 5/14/2010 23:55 09-10 1 282
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034932 5/15/2010 1:25 09-10 1 283
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10034980 5/15/2010 10:29 09-10 1 284
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10035070 5/15/2010 22:30 09-10 1 285
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10035096 5/16/2010 2:30 09-10 1 286
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036193 5/21/2010 18:30 09-10 1 287
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036448 5/23/2010 4:57 09-10 1 288
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036678 5/23/2010 18:00 09-10 1 289
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036687 5/24/2010 16:59 09-10 1 290
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036897 5/25/2010 21:25 09-10 1 291
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10036983 5/26/2010 10:45 09-10 1 292
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10037264 5/27/2010 20:13 09-10 1 293
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10037977 5/31/2010 18:00 09-10 1 294
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10038010 5/31/2010 22:00 09-10 1 295
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10038994 6/5/2010 13:00 09-10 1 296
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039055 6/5/2010 20:40 09-10 1 297
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039126 6/6/2010 3:00 09-10 1 298
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039162 6/6/2010 6:00 09-10 1 299
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039210 6/6/2010 19:15 09-10 1 300
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039494 6/8/2010 10:30 09-10 1 301
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039546 6/8/2010 15:53 09-10 1 302
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039557 6/8/2010 16:15 09-10 1 303
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039798 6/9/2010 7:30 09-10 1 304
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040683 6/9/2010 23:10 09-10 1 305
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10039866 6/10/2010 9:00 09-10 1 306
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040339 6/11/2010 21:00 09-10 1 307
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040238 6/12/2010 0:46 09-10 1 308
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042558 6/12/2010 23:00 09-10 1 309
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040663 6/14/2010 14:00 09-10 1 310
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040724 6/14/2010 21:00 09-10 1 311
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040912 6/15/2010 18:40 09-10 1 312
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10040917 6/15/2010 20:00 09-10 1 313
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10041101 6/16/2010 19:52 09-10 1 314
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10041810 6/17/2010 20:00 09-10 1 315
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10041327 6/17/2010 21:45 09-10 1 316
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10041784 6/20/2010 1:00 09-10 1 317
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042369 6/23/2010 17:00 09-10 1 318
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042557 6/23/2010 22:30 09-10 1 319
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042760 6/25/2010 19:20 09-10 1 320
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042834 6/26/2010 2:27 09-10 1 321
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042931 6/26/2010 19:00 09-10 1 322
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046057 6/26/2010 22:00 09-10 1 323
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042972 6/26/2010 23:00 09-10 1 324
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042974 6/26/2010 23:30 09-10 1 325
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042995 6/27/2010 1:33 09-10 1 326
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043000 6/27/2010 2:45 09-10 1 327
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043078 6/27/2010 15:00 09-10 1 328
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10042956 6/27/2010 20:30 09-10 1 329
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043333 6/28/2010 6:15 09-10 1 330
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043214 6/28/2010 13:15 09-10 1 331



Page 8 of 8

CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043283 6/28/2010 20:25 09-10 1 332
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070968 6/30/2010 12:56 09-10 1 333
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052902 6/30/2010 14:00 09-10 1 334
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10048804 6/30/2010 20:00 09-10 1 335
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10043635 6/30/2010 21:27 09-10 1 336
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Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) county system
Number of Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance
FY 2010-11

BCS Area Incident Number Date & Time Fiscal Year Domestic Violence Flag COUNT
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053395 7/4/2010 12:00 10-11 1 1
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10044436 7/5/2010 9:40 10-11 1 2
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10045013 7/7/2010 16:50 10-11 1 3
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10045086 7/8/2010 20:40 10-11 1 4
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10045261 7/9/2010 20:15 10-11 1 5
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10045486 7/11/2010 7:20 10-11 1 6
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046117 7/13/2010 21:00 10-11 1 7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046434 7/16/2010 14:00 10-11 1 8
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046474 7/16/2010 18:51 10-11 1 9
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046536 7/17/2010 2:15 10-11 1 10
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10047241 7/18/2010 5:00 10-11 1 11
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046710 7/18/2010 5:50 10-11 1 12
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046765 7/18/2010 15:30 10-11 1 13
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046777 7/18/2010 17:09 10-11 1 14
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046846 7/19/2010 2:12 10-11 1 15
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10046910 7/19/2010 14:00 10-11 1 16
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10047563 7/22/2010 21:05 10-11 1 17
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10047918 7/24/2010 20:39 10-11 1 18
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10048131 7/26/2010 6:56 10-11 1 19
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10048435 7/27/2010 18:20 10-11 1 20
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10049134 7/31/2010 9:00 10-11 1 21
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10049270 7/31/2010 21:00 10-11 1 22
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10050441 8/8/2010 9:31 10-11 1 23
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10050461 8/8/2010 11:41 10-11 1 24
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10050638 8/9/2010 12:25 10-11 1 25
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10051528 8/11/2010 18:00 10-11 1 26
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10051338 8/11/2010 19:30 10-11 1 27
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10051341 8/13/2010 14:15 10-11 1 28
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10051733 8/15/2010 16:33 10-11 1 29
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052245 8/18/2010 10:30 10-11 1 30
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052372 8/19/2010 1:00 10-11 1 31
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053301 8/20/2010 12:00 10-11 1 32
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052645 8/20/2010 13:20 10-11 1 33
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052836 8/21/2010 9:20 10-11 1 34
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10052896 8/21/2010 15:50 10-11 1 35
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053034 8/22/2010 12:50 10-11 1 36
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053054 8/22/2010 17:24 10-11 1 37
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053638 8/25/2010 13:30 10-11 1 38
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053730 8/26/2010 2:20 10-11 1 39
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053732 8/26/2010 2:20 10-11 1 40
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10053995 8/27/2010 10:50 10-11 1 41
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10054139 8/28/2010 0:50 10-11 1 42
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10054650 8/30/2010 17:36 10-11 1 43

Claimant Generated



Page 2 of 6

CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10055086 9/1/2010 23:00 10-11 1 44
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10055463 9/3/2010 20:00 10-11 1 45
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10055729 9/5/2010 12:08 10-11 1 46
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058891 9/5/2010 20:50 10-11 1 47
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10056360 9/7/2010 12:56 10-11 1 48
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10056232 9/8/2010 11:30 10-11 1 49
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10056836 9/9/2010 20:00 10-11 1 50
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10056766 9/11/2010 0:10 10-11 1 51
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10059165 9/11/2010 12:00 10-11 1 52
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10056897 9/11/2010 20:30 10-11 1 53
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10057291 9/14/2010 2:00 10-11 1 54
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10057463 9/14/2010 19:45 10-11 1 55
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10057473 9/14/2010 20:31 10-11 1 56
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10057773 9/16/2010 11:50 10-11 1 57
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058061 9/17/2010 19:00 10-11 1 58
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058074 9/17/2010 20:30 10-11 1 59
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058295 9/18/2010 20:10 10-11 1 60
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058387 9/19/2010 9:06 10-11 1 61
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058409 9/19/2010 10:45 10-11 1 62
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058408 9/19/2010 11:20 10-11 1 63
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058473 9/19/2010 20:00 10-11 1 64
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058738 9/21/2010 3:45 10-11 1 65
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10058801 9/21/2010 13:55 10-11 1 66
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10059532 9/24/2010 10:00 10-11 1 67
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10059479 9/24/2010 17:54 10-11 1 68
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10059611 9/25/2010 0:38 10-11 1 69
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062009 9/26/2010 16:00 10-11 1 70
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10059960 9/26/2010 21:00 10-11 1 71
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10060192 9/28/2010 8:00 10-11 1 72
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10060688 10/1/2010 2:15 10-11 1 73
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10061085 10/2/2010 21:30 10-11 1 74
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10061526 10/5/2010 7:30 10-11 1 75
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10061609 10/5/2010 15:00 10-11 1 76
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10061710 10/6/2010 15:15 10-11 1 77
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10064828 10/8/2010 17:00 10-11 1 78
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062167 10/8/2010 23:00 10-11 1 79
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062182 10/9/2010 1:00 10-11 1 80
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062412 10/10/2010 14:00 10-11 1 81
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062563 10/11/2010 14:50 10-11 1 82
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062629 10/11/2010 21:00 10-11 1 83
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10062806 10/12/2010 19:50 10-11 1 84
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10063260 10/14/2010 21:45 10-11 1 85
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10063458 10/15/2010 20:51 10-11 1 86
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10063610 10/16/2010 18:00 10-11 1 87
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10063613 10/16/2010 19:50 10-11 1 88
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10063770 10/17/2010 19:00 10-11 1 89
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10064453 10/21/2010 22:08 10-11 1 90
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10065722 10/29/2010 9:00 10-11 1 91
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148864 11/1/2010 0:01 10-11 1 92
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10066785 11/3/2010 13:51 10-11 1 93
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10066896 11/4/2010 23:51 10-11 1 94
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10067425 11/8/2010 0:20 10-11 1 95
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10067928 11/10/2010 21:51 10-11 1 96
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10068266 11/12/2010 14:45 10-11 1 97
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069832 11/13/2010 0:01 10-11 1 98
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10068418 11/13/2010 15:45 10-11 1 99
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10068585 11/14/2010 23:10 10-11 1 100
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10068883 11/16/2010 16:30 10-11 1 101
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069201 11/17/2010 14:00 10-11 1 102
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069091 11/17/2010 19:00 10-11 1 103
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069090 11/17/2010 19:14 10-11 1 104
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069633 11/18/2010 8:00 10-11 1 105
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069757 11/21/2010 2:00 10-11 1 106
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069823 11/21/2010 18:15 10-11 1 107
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10069845 11/21/2010 20:46 10-11 1 108
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070032 11/23/2010 1:30 10-11 1 109
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10072977 11/23/2010 12:00 10-11 1 110
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070348 11/25/2010 0:05 10-11 1 111
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070510 11/26/2010 9:25 10-11 1 112
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070587 11/26/2010 16:30 10-11 1 113
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070617 11/27/2010 1:30 10-11 1 114
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10070738 11/27/2010 20:47 10-11 1 115
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10071230 11/30/2010 20:30 10-11 1 116
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10071346 12/1/2010 13:30 10-11 1 117
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10072045 12/4/2010 22:00 10-11 1 118
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10073602 12/7/2010 10:00 10-11 1 119
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10072766 12/9/2010 10:40 10-11 1 120
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10073057 12/9/2010 15:07 10-11 1 121
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10073585 12/13/2010 17:30 10-11 1 122
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10073755 12/14/2010 17:10 10-11 1 123
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10074288 12/17/2010 16:53 10-11 1 124
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10074627 12/19/2010 15:00 10-11 1 125
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10074693 12/20/2010 0:54 10-11 1 126
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10074804 12/20/2010 17:00 10-11 1 127
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10074879 12/21/2010 9:00 10-11 1 128
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10075263 12/23/2010 19:40 10-11 1 129
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10075502 12/26/2010 13:15 10-11 1 130
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10075545 12/26/2010 21:45 10-11 1 131
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10076014 12/29/2010 17:00 10-11 1 132
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10076032 12/29/2010 20:30 10-11 1 133
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 10076285 12/31/2010 17:30 10-11 1 134
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12111254 1/1/2011 12:00 10-11 1 135
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11100513 1/2/2011 15:00 10-11 1 136
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11100212 1/2/2011 17:44 10-11 1 137
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101929 1/5/2011 0:55 10-11 1 138
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11100658 1/5/2011 12:30 10-11 1 139
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11100856 1/6/2011 15:07 10-11 1 140
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11100936 1/6/2011 23:21 10-11 1 141
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101375 1/8/2011 11:00 10-11 1 142
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101567 1/10/2011 18:08 10-11 1 143
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101600 1/10/2011 22:20 10-11 1 144
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101686 1/11/2011 14:30 10-11 1 145
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102245 1/11/2011 22:00 10-11 1 146
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101782 1/12/2011 0:10 10-11 1 147
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12102185 1/12/2011 17:41 10-11 1 148
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11101972 1/12/2011 21:00 10-11 1 149
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102529 1/15/2011 21:50 10-11 1 150
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102540 1/16/2011 0:17 10-11 1 151
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102621 1/16/2011 14:30 10-11 1 152
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102620 1/16/2011 15:30 10-11 1 153
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102787 1/17/2011 17:29 10-11 1 154
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11102794 1/17/2011 18:10 10-11 1 155
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11103297 1/20/2011 10:50 10-11 1 156
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11103662 1/22/2011 0:36 10-11 1 157
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11103762 1/22/2011 14:38 10-11 1 158
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11103861 1/22/2011 21:00 10-11 1 159
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11103835 1/22/2011 23:45 10-11 1 160
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11104243 1/25/2011 14:30 10-11 1 161
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11104290 1/25/2011 18:30 10-11 1 162
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11104447 1/26/2011 15:30 10-11 1 163
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11104528 1/26/2011 23:52 10-11 1 164
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11104806 1/28/2011 12:00 10-11 1 165
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11105836 2/2/2011 19:15 10-11 1 166
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11106335 2/5/2011 9:15 10-11 1 167
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11106446 2/6/2011 1:15 10-11 1 168
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11108715 2/6/2011 17:00 10-11 1 169
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11106782 2/7/2011 20:12 10-11 1 170
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11107135 2/8/2011 8:30 10-11 1 171
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11106883 2/8/2011 11:50 10-11 1 172
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11109773 2/9/2011 12:00 10-11 1 173
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11155776 2/11/2011 20:00 10-11 1 174
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11108604 2/17/2011 18:30 10-11 1 175
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11108825 2/19/2011 1:30 10-11 1 176
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11109234 2/21/2011 19:38 10-11 1 177
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11111087 2/24/2011 20:00 10-11 1 178
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11109793 2/24/2011 20:00 10-11 1 179
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11109801 2/25/2011 0:52 10-11 1 180
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11109857 2/25/2011 11:30 10-11 1 181
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12102828 2/27/2011 0:30 10-11 1 182
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11110467 3/1/2011 3:30 10-11 1 183
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11117021 3/1/2011 18:00 10-11 1 184
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11111240 3/5/2011 13:25 10-11 1 185
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11111248 3/5/2011 15:15 10-11 1 186
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11111719 3/8/2011 10:45 10-11 1 187
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11112750 3/13/2011 13:00 10-11 1 188
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11112831 3/13/2011 14:30 10-11 1 189
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11113389 3/14/2011 0:30 10-11 1 190
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11113300 3/16/2011 23:30 10-11 1 191
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114201 3/17/2011 9:45 10-11 1 192
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11113995 3/19/2011 15:00 10-11 1 193
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114033 3/20/2011 15:30 10-11 1 194
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114044 3/20/2011 15:30 10-11 1 195
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114181 3/21/2011 6:00 10-11 1 196
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114208 3/21/2011 16:30 10-11 1 197
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114498 3/23/2011 10:00 10-11 1 198
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11114959 3/25/2011 20:25 10-11 1 199
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11115501 3/28/2011 22:55 10-11 1 200
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11116790 4/2/2011 20:00 10-11 1 201
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11117113 4/7/2011 14:30 10-11 1 202
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11117173 4/7/2011 22:00 10-11 1 203
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11117391 4/9/2011 0:01 10-11 1 204
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11117986 4/12/2011 20:02 10-11 1 205
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11159101 4/13/2011 19:04 10-11 1 206
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11118320 4/14/2011 17:59 10-11 1 207
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11118552 4/16/2011 1:00 10-11 1 208
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119143 4/17/2011 15:30 10-11 1 209
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11118869 4/17/2011 22:05 10-11 1 210
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119722 4/20/2011 20:00 10-11 1 211
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119558 4/21/2011 21:15 10-11 1 212
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119799 4/23/2011 1:00 10-11 1 213
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119859 4/23/2011 20:45 10-11 1 214
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11119970 4/24/2011 20:15 10-11 1 215
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11120324 4/26/2011 16:26 10-11 1 216
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11120338 4/26/2011 17:10 10-11 1 217
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11120593 4/28/2011 9:15 10-11 1 218
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11120957 4/30/2011 1:30 10-11 1 219
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11120949 4/30/2011 8:40 10-11 1 220
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121140 5/1/2011 17:50 10-11 1 221
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121502 5/2/2011 19:34 10-11 1 222
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121488 5/3/2011 18:00 10-11 1 223
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121598 5/4/2011 12:25 10-11 1 224
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121715 5/5/2011 0:10 10-11 1 225
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11121766 5/5/2011 7:00 10-11 1 226
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11122140 5/7/2011 0:07 10-11 1 227
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11122599 5/10/2011 3:00 10-11 1 228
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11122946 5/11/2011 20:20 10-11 1 229
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11122978 5/12/2011 6:40 10-11 1 230
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11123128 5/12/2011 22:25 10-11 1 231
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11123339 5/14/2011 0:40 10-11 1 232
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11123573 5/15/2011 1:55 10-11 1 233
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11123692 5/15/2011 21:30 10-11 1 234
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11124320 5/19/2011 17:00 10-11 1 235
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11124513 5/20/2011 21:05 10-11 1 236
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11124679 5/21/2011 18:49 10-11 1 237
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11124684 5/21/2011 19:34 10-11 1 238
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11124841 5/22/2011 21:00 10-11 1 239
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11125500 5/23/2011 19:00 10-11 1 240
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11125183 5/24/2011 19:30 10-11 1 241
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11125354 5/25/2011 20:45 10-11 1 242
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11125522 5/26/2011 17:30 10-11 1 243
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11126274 5/28/2011 12:00 10-11 1 244
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11126253 5/31/2011 10:18 10-11 1 245
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12109414 6/1/2011 12:00 10-11 1 246
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11126556 6/2/2011 3:15 10-11 1 247
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11126741 6/3/2011 3:00 10-11 1 248
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11126882 6/3/2011 20:03 10-11 1 249
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11127086 6/4/2011 21:00 10-11 1 250
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11127729 6/9/2011 1:00 10-11 1 251
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11127861 6/9/2011 17:09 10-11 1 252
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11127911 6/10/2011 1:00 10-11 1 253
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11128296 6/12/2011 0:30 10-11 1 254
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129415 6/18/2011 22:06 10-11 1 255
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129425 6/18/2011 22:46 10-11 1 256
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129467 6/19/2011 7:00 10-11 1 257
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129540 6/19/2011 18:05 10-11 1 258
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129564 6/19/2011 19:35 10-11 1 259
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129740 6/20/2011 17:47 10-11 1 260
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129783 6/20/2011 21:56 10-11 1 261
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129782 6/20/2011 21:56 10-11 1 262
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129811 6/21/2011 4:57 10-11 1 263
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11129960 6/21/2011 19:40 10-11 1 264
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11130134 6/22/2011 17:30 10-11 1 265
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11130130 6/22/2011 19:40 10-11 1 266
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11130139 6/22/2011 20:00 10-11 1 267
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11131008 6/24/2011 3:00 10-11 1 268
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11130960 6/27/2011 11:45 10-11 1 269
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11131653 6/30/2011 21:30 10-11 1 270
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Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) county system
Number of Domestic Violence-related Calls for Assistance
FY 2011-12

BCS Area Incident Number Date & Time Fiscal Year Domestic Violence Flag COUNT
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11131675 7/1/2011 1:55 11-12 1 1
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132001 7/2/2011 1:57 11-12 1 2
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132077 7/2/2011 21:30 11-12 1 3
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132088 7/3/2011 0:01 11-12 1 4
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132214 7/3/2011 15:30 11-12 1 5
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132296 7/4/2011 12:00 11-12 1 6
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132330 7/4/2011 15:30 11-12 1 7
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132372 7/4/2011 20:20 11-12 1 8
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132395 7/4/2011 23:00 11-12 1 9
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11132769 7/6/2011 21:40 11-12 1 10
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11133328 7/10/2011 8:15 11-12 1 11
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11133771 7/12/2011 19:30 11-12 1 12
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11133963 7/13/2011 22:58 11-12 1 13
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11134081 7/14/2011 14:11 11-12 1 14
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11134402 7/16/2011 13:20 11-12 1 15
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11134584 7/17/2011 14:28 11-12 1 16
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11135200 7/20/2011 22:00 11-12 1 17
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136426 7/21/2011 18:00 11-12 1 18
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11135369 7/21/2011 18:00 11-12 1 19
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11135562 7/22/2011 20:45 11-12 1 20
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136115 7/24/2011 7:00 11-12 1 21
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136034 7/25/2011 10:45 11-12 1 22
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136791 7/25/2011 12:00 11-12 1 23
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136250 7/26/2011 0:01 11-12 1 24
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136321 7/27/2011 0:01 11-12 1 25
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136667 7/27/2011 13:00 11-12 1 26
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136794 7/27/2011 20:40 11-12 1 27
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11139045 7/28/2011 1:00 11-12 1 28
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136928 7/30/2011 2:30 11-12 1 29
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11136931 7/30/2011 2:40 11-12 1 30
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137125 7/31/2011 0:20 11-12 1 31
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137188 7/31/2011 14:30 11-12 1 32
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137234 7/31/2011 20:15 11-12 1 33
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137371 8/1/2011 16:10 11-12 1 34
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137548 8/2/2011 13:45 11-12 1 35
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11137656 8/3/2011 2:30 11-12 1 36
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11138067 8/4/2011 19:30 11-12 1 37
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11138670 8/8/2011 13:30 11-12 1 38
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11138773 8/9/2011 3:40 11-12 1 39
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11139307 8/12/2011 5:25 11-12 1 40
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11139590 8/13/2011 19:15 11-12 1 41
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11139671 8/14/2011 7:00 11-12 1 42
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11139762 8/14/2011 20:30 11-12 1 43

Claimant Generated
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11140316 8/17/2011 21:00 11-12 1 44
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11140330 8/17/2011 23:49 11-12 1 45
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11140504 8/18/2011 22:00 11-12 1 46
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11140676 8/19/2011 19:45 11-12 1 47
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11140758 8/19/2011 23:00 11-12 1 48
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11141053 8/21/2011 21:10 11-12 1 49
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11141068 8/21/2011 22:40 11-12 1 50
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11142475 8/27/2011 23:00 11-12 1 51
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11142257 8/28/2011 17:43 11-12 1 52
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11142444 8/29/2011 15:09 11-12 1 53
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143011 8/31/2011 23:00 11-12 1 54
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12125025 9/1/2011 0:01 11-12 1 55
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148895 9/2/2011 8:00 11-12 1 56
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143307 9/3/2011 4:00 11-12 1 57
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143445 9/3/2011 19:30 11-12 1 58
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143685 9/5/2011 0:41 11-12 1 59
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11143864 9/6/2011 9:44 11-12 1 60
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144000 9/6/2011 20:45 11-12 1 61
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144354 9/7/2011 17:00 11-12 1 62
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11145159 9/7/2011 19:43 11-12 1 63
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144818 9/8/2011 23:55 11-12 1 64
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144486 9/9/2011 9:47 11-12 1 65
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144485 9/9/2011 9:47 11-12 1 66
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144577 9/10/2011 3:30 11-12 1 67
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11144734 9/10/2011 22:15 11-12 1 68
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11145161 9/13/2011 14:30 11-12 1 69
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11145260 9/14/2011 7:00 11-12 1 70
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11145752 9/16/2011 18:47 11-12 1 71
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11146496 9/21/2011 2:00 11-12 1 72
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11146633 9/21/2011 18:00 11-12 1 73
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11146651 9/21/2011 20:30 11-12 1 74
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11147152 9/23/2011 20:00 11-12 1 75
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11147027 9/24/2011 3:24 11-12 1 76
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11147717 9/28/2011 1:45 11-12 1 77
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11147952 9/28/2011 21:00 11-12 1 78
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148002 9/29/2011 12:30 11-12 1 79
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148223 9/30/2011 15:30 11-12 1 80
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148437 10/1/2011 21:01 11-12 1 81
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11148564 10/2/2011 18:50 11-12 1 82
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11149110 10/5/2011 12:00 11-12 1 83
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11149261 10/6/2011 13:40 11-12 1 84
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11149412 10/7/2011 8:00 11-12 1 85
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11149548 10/7/2011 22:03 11-12 1 86
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11149710 10/8/2011 19:45 11-12 1 87
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150018 10/10/2011 18:00 11-12 1 88
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150169 10/11/2011 9:00 11-12 1 89
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150294 10/11/2011 23:15 11-12 1 90
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150357 10/12/2011 11:00 11-12 1 91
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150843 10/12/2011 12:00 11-12 1 92
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150471 10/12/2011 20:55 11-12 1 93
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150514 10/13/2011 5:20 11-12 1 94
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11150979 10/15/2011 14:10 11-12 1 95
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11151017 10/15/2011 19:00 11-12 1 96
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11151960 10/20/2011 14:30 11-12 1 97
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11152322 10/22/2011 20:20 11-12 1 98
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11153344 10/28/2011 23:15 11-12 1 99
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11153389 10/29/2011 3:30 11-12 1 100
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11153503 10/29/2011 22:00 11-12 1 101
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11154117 11/1/2011 20:30 11-12 1 102
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11154357 11/3/2011 16:25 11-12 1 103
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11155026 11/7/2011 21:00 11-12 1 104
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11155595 11/10/2011 20:24 11-12 1 105
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11155752 11/11/2011 21:10 11-12 1 106
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11155902 11/12/2011 22:40 11-12 1 107
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11156005 11/13/2011 18:30 11-12 1 108
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11156207 11/14/2011 20:40 11-12 1 109
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11157245 11/19/2011 2:00 11-12 1 110
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11158027 11/25/2011 23:05 11-12 1 111
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11158339 11/28/2011 1:23 11-12 1 112
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11158860 11/29/2011 18:00 11-12 1 113
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11158711 11/29/2011 20:35 11-12 1 114
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12105651 12/1/2011 0:01 11-12 1 115
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11159355 12/3/2011 11:12 11-12 1 116
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11160717 12/3/2011 16:00 11-12 1 117
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11159892 12/3/2011 23:40 11-12 1 118
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11159624 12/5/2011 0:50 11-12 1 119
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11160634 12/10/2011 1:29 11-12 1 120
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11161690 12/15/2011 22:00 11-12 1 121
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11161784 12/16/2011 12:00 11-12 1 122
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11161956 12/17/2011 0:22 11-12 1 123
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11162044 12/17/2011 13:40 11-12 1 124
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11162110 12/17/2011 20:30 11-12 1 125
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11162353 12/17/2011 21:40 11-12 1 126
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11162270 12/18/2011 18:00 11-12 1 127
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11162302 12/18/2011 22:00 11-12 1 128
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12113196 12/23/2011 18:00 11-12 1 129
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11163292 12/23/2011 23:00 11-12 1 130
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11163226 12/24/2011 1:00 11-12 1 131
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11163417 12/25/2011 14:45 11-12 1 132
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11163743 12/26/2011 21:30 11-12 1 133
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11163999 12/29/2011 0:50 11-12 1 134
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11164043 12/29/2011 10:00 11-12 1 135
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 11164486 12/31/2011 18:35 11-12 1 136
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 14156406 1/1/2012 12:00 11-12 1 137
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12100081 1/1/2012 12:42 11-12 1 138
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 13100348 1/2/2012 20:00 11-12 1 139
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12100448 1/2/2012 21:00 11-12 1 140
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12100676 1/4/2012 18:30 11-12 1 141
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12100704 1/5/2012 0:15 11-12 1 142
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12101429 1/8/2012 16:30 11-12 1 143
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12101610 1/9/2012 18:15 11-12 1 144
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12101821 1/10/2012 19:30 11-12 1 145
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12102045 1/12/2012 1:30 11-12 1 146
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12102946 1/17/2012 13:20 11-12 1 147
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12103783 1/21/2012 22:19 11-12 1 148
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12103867 1/22/2012 14:30 11-12 0 149
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12103884 1/22/2012 19:06 11-12 1 150
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12104611 1/26/2012 12:24 11-12 1 151
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12104714 1/26/2012 21:07 11-12 1 152
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12106279 1/28/2012 2:00 11-12 1 153
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12105375 1/30/2012 13:00 11-12 1 154
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12105610 1/31/2012 16:30 11-12 1 155
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12105872 2/1/2012 21:07 11-12 1 156
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12106214 2/2/2012 17:30 11-12 1 157
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12106492 2/4/2012 15:00 11-12 1 158
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12106577 2/5/2012 21:30 11-12 1 159
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12106776 2/6/2012 19:00 11-12 1 160
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12107177 2/8/2012 22:54 11-12 1 161
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12107372 2/9/2012 20:25 11-12 1 162
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12107462 2/10/2012 11:16 11-12 1 163
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12108569 2/10/2012 23:30 11-12 1 164
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12107830 2/12/2012 13:08 11-12 1 165
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12107868 2/12/2012 19:19 11-12 1 166
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12108392 2/15/2012 21:00 11-12 1 167
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12109060 2/19/2012 21:15 11-12 1 168
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12109604 2/23/2012 2:30 11-12 1 169
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110271 2/26/2012 11:01 11-12 1 170
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110347 2/26/2012 19:45 11-12 1 171
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110343 2/26/2012 19:45 11-12 1 172
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110744 2/28/2012 23:00 11-12 1 173
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110756 2/29/2012 0:50 11-12 1 174
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12110966 3/1/2012 8:07 11-12 1 175
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12111641 3/5/2012 0:19 11-12 1 176
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12111840 3/6/2012 0:30 11-12 1 177
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12112622 3/9/2012 23:37 11-12 1 178
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12113099 3/10/2012 17:00 11-12 1 179
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12112747 3/10/2012 19:30 11-12 1 180
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12113120 3/13/2012 1:15 11-12 1 181
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12117182 3/14/2012 8:00 11-12 1 182
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119194 3/16/2012 8:00 11-12 1 183
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12114053 3/18/2012 14:00 11-12 1 184
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12115644 3/27/2012 9:20 11-12 1 185
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12116020 3/29/2012 11:43 11-12 1 186
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12116472 3/30/2012 21:00 11-12 1 187
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12116346 3/31/2012 2:40 11-12 1 188
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12116349 3/31/2012 3:00 11-12 1 189
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12117002 4/3/2012 21:00 11-12 1 190
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12117691 4/5/2012 8:00 11-12 1 191
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12117901 4/8/2012 18:19 11-12 1 192
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12118788 4/13/2012 15:53 11-12 1 193
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119206 4/14/2012 8:00 11-12 1 194
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12118940 4/14/2012 12:00 11-12 1 195
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119174 4/15/2012 22:20 11-12 1 196
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119534 4/17/2012 19:00 11-12 1 197
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119718 4/17/2012 21:00 11-12 1 198
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119643 4/18/2012 12:31 11-12 1 199
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12119719 4/18/2012 20:46 11-12 1 200
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121224 4/22/2012 12:00 11-12 1 201
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12120444 4/23/2012 2:30 11-12 1 202
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12120577 4/23/2012 20:30 11-12 1 203
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121132 4/26/2012 22:56 11-12 1 204
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121412 4/28/2012 10:45 11-12 1 205
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121484 4/28/2012 19:35 11-12 1 206
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121602 4/29/2012 15:52 11-12 1 207
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121636 4/29/2012 20:33 11-12 1 208
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121676 4/30/2012 3:00 11-12 1 209
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127054 4/30/2012 12:00 11-12 1 210
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12121809 4/30/2012 18:00 11-12 1 211
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12122043 5/2/2012 0:01 11-12 1 212
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12122415 5/3/2012 8:56 11-12 1 213
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12122436 5/4/2012 1:47 11-12 1 214
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12122571 5/4/2012 6:28 11-12 1 215
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12122752 5/5/2012 19:42 11-12 1 216
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12123003 5/7/2012 10:15 11-12 1 217
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12123215 5/8/2012 13:37 11-12 1 218
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124510 5/10/2012 1:00 11-12 1 219
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124486 5/11/2012 11:30 11-12 1 220
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12123834 5/12/2012 0:01 11-12 1 221
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124449 5/14/2012 18:00 11-12 1 222
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124512 5/14/2012 20:12 11-12 1 223
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124340 5/14/2012 21:25 11-12 1 224
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124348 5/14/2012 21:51 11-12 1 225
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124551 5/16/2012 5:15 11-12 1 226
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 13104205 5/18/2012 8:00 11-12 1 227
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12125004 5/18/2012 10:00 11-12 1 228
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12124981 5/18/2012 10:20 11-12 1 229
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12125212 5/19/2012 17:09 11-12 1 230
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12125267 5/19/2012 22:44 11-12 1 231
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12125446 5/21/2012 9:42 11-12 1 232
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127122 5/24/2012 23:45 11-12 1 233
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127345 5/26/2012 6:49 11-12 1 234
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127565 5/26/2012 11:00 11-12 1 235
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CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127735 5/28/2012 20:30 11-12 1 236
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12127935 5/29/2012 18:15 11-12 1 237
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12128345 6/1/2012 1:28 11-12 1 238
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12130678 6/3/2012 17:00 11-12 1 239
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12128828 6/3/2012 20:59 11-12 1 240
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12128829 6/3/2012 20:59 11-12 1 241
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12128840 6/3/2012 23:57 11-12 1 242
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12129161 6/5/2012 17:07 11-12 1 243
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12129255 6/6/2012 8:50 11-12 1 244
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12129824 6/9/2012 2:29 11-12 1 245
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12133409 6/13/2012 8:00 11-12 1 246
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12130650 6/13/2012 13:55 11-12 1 247
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12130920 6/14/2012 19:00 11-12 1 248
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131073 6/15/2012 16:30 11-12 1 249
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131188 6/16/2012 9:40 11-12 1 250
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131259 6/16/2012 21:00 11-12 1 251
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131278 6/17/2012 0:02 11-12 1 252
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131291 6/17/2012 1:48 11-12 1 253
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131554 6/18/2012 21:35 11-12 1 254
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12131921 6/20/2012 20:30 11-12 1 255
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12132198 6/22/2012 10:45 11-12 1 256
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12132215 6/22/2012 12:00 11-12 1 257
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12132703 6/25/2012 4:00 11-12 1 258
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12132848 6/25/2012 9:30 11-12 1 259
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12132821 6/25/2012 16:00 11-12 1 260
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12133216 6/27/2012 17:40 11-12 1 261
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12133620 6/29/2012 17:52 11-12 1 262
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12133839 6/30/2012 11:50 11-12 1 263
CITY OF SAN MARCOS 12133790 6/30/2012 15:00 11-12 1 264
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City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Calculation of Hourly Contract Rates

Annual Productive Contracted Annual Annual Contracted
Fiscal Year Job Classification Contracted Rate Hours Hourly Rate Contracted Rate Hours Hourly Rate LEGEND

= City of Encinitas cost sch used

2001-02 Deputy - Patrol 329,387.00$   3,102.50         106.17$          82,510.00$     1,743.00         47.34$            (58.83)$                 3,102.50    = 8.5 hours per day X 365 days

2001-02 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                100,610.00$   1,743.00         57.72$            57.72$                  per year
2001-02 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                100,610.00$   1,743.00         57.72$            57.72$                  

2002-03 Deputy - Patrol 355,249.00$   3,102.50         114.50$          87,691.00$     1,743.00         50.31$            (64.19)$                 
2002-03 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                107,172.00$   1,743.00         61.49$            61.49$                  
2002-03 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                107,172.00$   1,743.00         61.49$            61.49$                  

2003-04 Deputy - Patrol 417,060.00$   3,102.50         134.43$          106,714.00$   1,743.00         61.22$            (73.21)$                 
2003-04 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                130,911.00$   1,743.00         75.11$            75.11$                  
2003-04 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                130,911.00$   1,743.00         75.11$            75.11$                  

2004-05 Deputy - Patrol 448,574.00$   3,102.50         144.58$          115,875.00$   1,743.00         66.48$            (78.10)$                 
2004-05 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                141,085.00$   1,743.00         80.94$            80.94$                  
2004-05 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                141,085.00$   1,743.00         80.94$            80.94$                  

2005-06 Deputy - Patrol 481,129.00$   3,102.50         155.08$          124,562.00$   1,743.00         71.46$            (83.62)$                 
2005-06 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                149,360.00$   1,743.00         85.69$            85.69$                  
2005-06 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                149,360.00$   1,743.00         85.69$            85.69$                  

2006-07 Deputy - Patrol 504,714.00$   3,102.50         162.68$          130,967.00$   1,743.00         75.14$            (87.54)$                 
2006-07 Sergeant - Patrol -$                -                  -$                157,037.00$   1,743.00         90.10$            90.10$                  
2006-07 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                157,037.00$   1,743.00         90.10$            90.10$                  

2007-08 Deputy - Patrol 137,479.10$   1,799.94         76.38$            137,479.00$   1,743.00         78.87$            2.49$                    
2007-08 Sergeant - Patrol 164,852.60$   1,800.68         91.55$            164,852.60$   1,743.00         94.58$            3.03$                    
2007-08 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                173,058.08$   1,743.00         99.29$            99.29$                  

2008-09 Deputy - Patrol 137,074.80$   1,743.07         78.64$            137,074.80$   1,743.00         78.64$            -$                      
2008-09 Sergeant - Patrol 177,504.82$   1,800.07         98.61$            177,504.82$   1,743.00         101.84$          3.23$                    
2008-09 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                177,504.82$   1,743.00         101.84$          101.84$                

2009-10 Deputy - Patrol 133,298.08$   1,742.91         76.48$            133,298.08$   1,743.00         76.48$            -$                      
2009-10 Sergeant - Patrol 174,513.35$   1,931.74         90.34$            174,513.35$   1,743.00         100.12$          9.78$                    
2009-10 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                174,513.35$   1,743.00         100.12$          100.12$                

2010-11 Deputy - Patrol 132,185.50$   1,742.95         75.84$            132,185.50$   1,743.00         75.84$            -$                      
2010-11 Sergeant - Patrol 171,400.37$   1,800.05         95.22$            171,400.37$   1,743.00         98.34$            3.12$                    
2010-11 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                171,400.37$   1,743.00         98.34$            98.34$                  

2011-12 Deputy - Patrol 138,249.15$   1,742.93         79.32$            138,249.15$   1,743.00         79.32$            -$                      
2011-12 Sergeant - Patrol 178,986.73$   1,820.08         98.34$            178,986.73$   1,743.00         102.69$          4.35$                    
2011-12 Sergeant - Detective -$                -                  -$                178,986.73$   1,743.00         102.69$          102.69$                

AUDIT 
ADJUSTMENTS

AS CLAIMED AS AUDITED
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City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Summary of Indirect Costs

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 4,638               14,754             10,116             
2002-03 8,560               15,686             7,126               
2003-04 9,118               19,101             9,983               
2004-05 10,900             20,714             9,814               
2005-06 12,082             22,207             10,125             
2006-07 12,743             23,351             10,608             
2007-08 44,628             20,405             (24,223)            
2008-09 40,490             23,501             (16,989)            
2009-10 48,713             31,337             (17,376)            
2010-11 51,799             24,042             (27,757)            
2011-12 26,734             23,822             (2,912)              

Total 270,405$         238,920$         (31,485)$          



City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Analysis of Indirect Costs 

Fiscal Direct Indirect Cost Indirect Contract Services Indirect Cost Indirect Adjusted Adjusted Total

Year Salaries * Costs Rate Costs Costs Rate Costs Contract Serv Rate Adjustm

2001-02 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 46,375                    10.00% 4,638                  30,931                    47.70% 14,754                 10,116                    (1,544)$              11,660$              10,116$              
Total 46,375$                  4,638$                30,931$                  14,754$               10,116$                  (1,544)$              11,660$              10,116$              

2002-03 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 85,600                    10.00% 8,560                  32,884                    47.70% 15,686                 7,126                      (5,272)$              12,398$              7,126$                
Total 85,600$                  8,560$                32,884$                  15,686$               7,126$                    (5,272)$              12,398$              7,126$                

2003-04 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 91,184                    10.00% 9,118                  40,044                    47.70% 19,101                 9,983                      (5,114)$              15,097$              9,983$                
Total 91,184$                  9,118$                40,044$                  19,101$               9,983$                    (5,114)$              15,097$              9,983$                

2004-05 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 108,999                  10.00% 10,900                43,425                    47.70% 20,714                 9,814                      (6,557)$              16,371$              9,814$                
Total 108,999$                10,900$              43,425$                  20,714$               9,814$                    (6,557)$              16,371$              9,814$                

2005-06 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 120,823                  10.00% 12,082                46,556                    47.70% 22,207                 10,125                    (7,427)$              17,552$              10,125$              
Total 120,823$                12,082$              46,556$                  22,207$               10,125$                  (7,427)$              17,552$              10,125$              

2006-07 Homicide Reports -$                            10.00% -$                        -$                            47.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 127,427                  10.00% 12,743                48,953                    47.70% 23,351                 10,608                    (7,847)$              18,455$              10,608$              
Total 127,427$                12,743$              48,953$                  23,351$               10,608$                  (7,847)$              18,455$              10,608$              

2007-08 Homicide Reports 120$                       80.80% 98$                     120$                       45.90% 55$                      (43)$                        -$                       (43)$                   (43)$                   
DV Related Calls for Assistance 55,112                    80.80% 44,530                44,336                    45.90% 20,350                 (24,180)                   (8,707)$              (15,473)$            (24,180)$            
Total 55,232$                  44,628$              44,456$                  20,405$               (24,223)$                 (8,707)$              (15,516)$            (24,223)$            

2008-09 Homicide Reports 120$                       91.80% 110$                   120$                       46.50% 56$                      (54)$                        -$                       (54)$                   (54)$                   
DV Related Calls for Assistance 43,987                    91.80% 40,380                50,419                    46.50% 23,445                 (16,935)                   5,905$                (22,840)$            (16,935)$            
Total 44,107$                  40,490$              50,539$                  23,501$               (16,989)$                 5,905$                (22,894)$            (16,989)$            

2009-10 Homicide Reports 116$                       89.20% 104$                   116$                       50.40% 58$                      (46)$                        -$                       (46)$                   (46)$                   
DV Related Calls for Assistance 54,494                    89.20% 48,609                62,062                    50.40% 31,279                 (17,330)                   6,751$                (24,081)$            (17,330)$            
Total 54,610$                  48,713$              62,178$                  31,337$               (17,376)$                 6,751$                (24,127)$            (17,376)$            

2010-11 Homicide Reports -$                            88.50% -$                        -$                            48.70% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 58,530                    88.50% 51,799                49,367                    48.70% 24,042                 (27,757)                   (8,109)$              (19,648)$            (27,757)$            
Total 58,530$                  51,799$              49,367$                  24,042$               (27,757)$                 (8,109)$              (19,648)$            (27,757)$            

2011-12 Homicide Reports -$                            85.70% -$                        -$                            47.20% -$                         -$                            -$                       -$                       -$                       
DV Related Calls for Assistance 31,195                    85.70% 26,734                50,471                    47.20% 23,822                 (2,912)                     16,520$              (19,432)$            (2,912)$              
Total 31,195$                  26,734$              50,471$                  23,822$               (2,912)$                   16,520$              (19,432)$            (2,912)$              

Summary Homicide Reports 356$                       312$                   356$                       169$                    (143)$                      -$                       (143)$                 (143)$                 
DV Related Calls for Assistance 823,726                  270,093              499,448                  238,751               (31,342)                   (21,401)              (9,941)                (31,342)              
Total 824,082$                270,405$            499,804$                238,920$             (31,485)$                 (21,401)$            (10,084)$            (31,485)$            

* = For FY 2001-02 through 2006-07, the city applied the allowable fixed 10% rate method to labor.  For FY 2007-08 through 2011-12, the city applied ICRPs to total Salaries. 

Amount Claimed Amount Allowed

Audit Adjustment

Adjustment Reason
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City of San Marcos
Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice
Fiscal Years 2001-02 through 2011-12
Audit ID #:  S16-MCC-0029
Calculation of Allowable Indirect Cost Rates

Claimed Indirect 
Cost Rates  Contract Overhead  Station Support Staff 

 Sergeant Total          
(less Detective 

Sergeant) 

 Sergeant Admin 
(Sergeant total            x 

10%) 

 Contract S&B        
(less Station Support 
and Sergeant Admin) Rate

Audit 
Adjustment

A  B  C  D  E  F G=(B+C+E)/F

FY 2001-02 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2002-03 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2003-04 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2004-05 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2005-06 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2006-07 10.00% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             47.70% * 37.70%
FY 2007-08 80.80% 3,565,838.03$             827,313.17$                1,305,083.08$             130,508.31$                9,849,124.49$             45.90% ** -34.90%
FY 2008-09 91.80% 3,578,698.56$             800,573.90$                1,308,186.21$             130,818.62$                9,690,720.64$             46.50% ** -45.30%
FY 2009-10 89.20% 3,788,827.57$             771,187.12$                1,300,917.68$             130,091.77$                9,314,992.26$             50.40% ** -38.80%
FY 2010-11 88.50% 3,582,404.34$             776,511.28$                1,277,711.86$             127,771.19$                9,215,686.54$             48.70% ** -39.80%
FY 2011-12 85.70% 3,597,164.10$             809,779.79$                1,314,470.01$             130,965.90$                9,619,118.17$             47.20% -38.50%

Average 47.70%

** Sergeant Admin breakdown not detailed on Attachment B for these years. Calculated portion attributed to Sergeant Admin based on FY 2011-12, 
resulting in 10% of total sergeant (less detective sergeant, which is kept as a separate line item for FY 2007-08 through 2010-11).

 Allowable Indirect Cost Rates 

* The auditor calculated an average indirect cost rate based on the supported years.
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City of San Marcos 
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Date of Meeting: Monday, April 10, 2016 at 1:00 p.m.  
 
 
Location:  City of San Marcos 

1 Civic Center Drive, San Marcos, CA 92069 
 
Main Contacts: Stacey Tang, Accounting Manager 

City of San Marcos 
1 Civic Center Drive, San Marcos, CA 92069 
(760)744-1050 ext. 3122 
STang@san-marcos.net 
 
Lieutenant Kevin Menzies 
San Diego County Sheriff’s Department 
San Marcos Sheriff's Station 
182 Santar Place, San Marcos, CA 92069 
(760) 510-5200 
Kevin.Menzies@sdsheriff.org 
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FINDING 1— Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance component: unallowable contract 
services costs  
 
The city claimed $823,826 in salaries and benefits for the domestic-violence related calls for assistance cost 
component during the audit period. The city incorrectly classified claimed costs as salaries and benefits 
costs. During the audit period, the city did not incur any salaries and benefits costs, but rather incurred 
contract services costs. We reallocated the costs to the appropriate cost category of contract services. Out of 
amount claimed, we found that $393,907 is allowable and $429,819 is unallowable. The costs are 
unallowable because the city misstated the number of incident report counts, misstated the time increments 
per activity, and overstated the contracted productive hourly rates.   
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable contract services costs for the 
domestic-violence related calls for assistance cost component by fiscal year (FY): 
 

Amount Amount
Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 46,375$           24,391$           (21,984)$          
2002-03 85,600             25,936             (59,664)            
2003-04 91,184             31,585             (59,599)            
2004-05 108,999           34,247             (74,752)            
2005-06 120,823           36,718             (84,105)            
2006-07 127,427           38,608             (88,819)            
2007-08 55,112             34,970             (20,142)            
2008-09 43,987             39,765             (4,222)              
2009-10 54,494             48,948             (5,546)              
2010-11 58,530             38,933             (19,597)            
2011-12 31,195             39,806             8,611               

Total 823,726$         393,907$         (429,819)$        

 
 
Contract Service Costs 
 
The city contracts with the San Diego County Sheriff’s Department (SDSO) to perform all law enforcement 
duties for the city. These duties include activities claimed for the mandated program. The city purchases 
various SDSO staff positions (i.e. Deputy, Sergeant, Detective Sergeant) each FY and pays the SDSO annual 
contract rates for the purchased positions. No city staff members performed any of the reimbursable 
activities under this program. Therefore, the city did not incur any salaries and benefits costs as claimed, but 
rather incurred contract services costs. We reallocated the costs to the appropriate cost category of contract 
services. 
 
The city determined claimed hours by multiplying the number of domestic-violence related calls for 
assistance incidents reported by the SDSO by the estimated time taken to perform the activity. The city then 
multiplied the total hours claimed by the respective SDSO contract rates to determine total costs claimed. 
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Number of Domestic-Violence Related Calls for Assistance 
 
Claimed 
 
The city obtained the claimed number of domestic-violence related calls for assistance from both the 
SDSO’s Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) and the Department of Justice’s (DOJ) 
website. 
 
Allowable 
 
The SDSO provided data from the ARJIS supporting the domestic-violence related calls for assistance 
incidents for which a report was written for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12. We found that the claimed 
number of incident reports was misstated (both overstated in some years and understated in other years).  
 
The SDSO was not able to provide reports or supporting documentation for incidents claimed for FY 2001-
02 through FY 2006-07.  We calculated an average incident count based on the data provided for the 
supported years and applied the average incident county to the early years, in which supporting 
documentation was not available.  
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and adjusted number of domestic-violence related 
calls for assistance incidents by FY: 
 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Incident Counts Incident Counts Adjustment

Incident Counts

2001-02 208                  274                  66                    
2002-03 356                  274                  (82)                   
2003-04 323                  274                  (49)                   
2004-05 359                  274                  (85)                   
2005-06 371                  274                  (97)                   
2006-07 373                  274                  (99)                   
2007-08 291                  236                  (55)                   
2008-09 224                  266                  42                    
2009-10 288                  336                  48                    
2010-11 309                  270                  (39)                   
2011-12 155                  264                  109                   

 
Testing 
 
We reviewed a sample of domestic-violence related calls for assistance incidents to verify that they occurred 
and were properly supported with a written incident report. We selected a random sample of 33 domestic 
violence related calls for assistance incidents for FY 2010-11 and 2011-12 each.  Our review revealed that 
only one incident report did not include anything related to domestic violence. We determined that we would 
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not need to expand our testing, as the discrepancy was immaterial.  We concluded the SDSO did a sufficient 
and appropriate job of generating the data from ARJIS. 
 
Time Increments 
 
Claimed 
 
For each fiscal year, the city estimated it took 126 minutes per incident for a deputy to support all domestic-
violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report. For FY 2007-08 through 2011-12, the city 
estimated it took an additional 19 minutes for a sergeant to review and edit the report. The city did not 
provide any source documentation based on actual data to support the estimated time increments.  
 
Allowable 
 
The SDSO conducted a month-long time study in April 2016. The time study determined the time it took the 
deputies to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report and also 
the time it took the patrolling sergeants to review and edit the reports. The time study also determined that 
the deputy also spent time editing reports and detective sergeants also spent time reviewing reports, which 
was not claimed.  
 
Based on the SDSO’s time study results, we determined it takes a deputy an average of 1.92 hours (or 115.42 
minutes) to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report and an 
average of 0.05 hours (or 3 minutes) to edit the written report. We also determined it takes the patrolling 
sergeant an average of 0.27 hours (or 15.90 minutes) and detective sergeant an average of 0.07 hours (or 4.10 
minutes) to review the written report.  
 
We applied the allowable time study increments to the domestic-violence related calls for assistance incident 
counts to arrive at the total allowable hours.  
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The following table summarizes the deputies’ claimed, allowable, and adjusted hours for the activity of 
writing the reports: 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Report Writing (Deputy)

2001-02 436.80             526.08             89.28               
2002-03 747.60             526.08             (221.52)            
2003-04 678.30             526.08             (152.22)            
2004-05 753.90             526.08             (227.82)            
2005-06 779.10             526.08             (253.02)            
2006-07 783.30             526.08             (257.22)            
2007-08 611.10             453.12             (157.98)            
2008-09 470.40             510.72             40.32               
2009-10 604.80             645.12             40.32               
2010-11 648.90             518.40             (130.50)            
2011-12 334.03             506.88             172.85             

Total 6,848.23          5,790.72          (1,057.51)         

 
 
The following table summarizes the deputies’ claimed, allowable, and adjusted hours for the activity of 
editing reports: 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Editing Report (Deputy)

2001-02 -                   13.70               13.70               
2002-03 -                   13.70               13.70               
2003-04 -                   13.70               13.70               
2004-05 -                   13.70               13.70               
2005-06 -                   13.70               13.70               
2006-07 -                   13.70               13.70               
2007-08 -                   11.80               11.80               
2008-09 -                   13.30               13.30               
2009-10 -                   16.80               16.80               
2010-11 -                   13.50               13.50               
2011-12 -                   13.20               13.20               

-                   
Total -                   150.80             150.80             
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The following table summarizes the patrolling sergeants’ claimed, allowable, and adjusted hours for the 
activity of reviewing and editing reports: 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   73.98               73.98               
2002-03 -                   73.98               73.98               
2003-04 -                   73.98               73.98               
2004-05 -                   73.98               73.98               
2005-06 -                   73.98               73.98               
2006-07 -                   73.98               73.98               
2007-08 92.15               63.72               (28.43)              
2008-09 70.93               71.82               0.89                 
2009-10 91.20               90.72               (0.48)                
2010-11 97.85               72.90               (24.95)              
2011-12 47.79               71.28               23.49               

Total 399.92             814.32             414.40             

 
 
The following table summarizes the detective sergeants’ claimed, allowable, and adjusted hours for the 
activity of reviewing and editing reports: 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   19.18               19.18               
2002-03 -                   19.18               19.18               
2003-04 -                   19.18               19.18               
2004-05 -                   19.18               19.18               
2005-06 -                   19.18               19.18               
2006-07 -                   19.18               19.18               
2007-08 -                   16.52               16.52               
2008-09 -                   18.62               18.62               
2009-10 -                   23.52               23.52               
2010-11 -                   18.90               18.90               
2011-12 -                   18.48               18.48               

Total -                   211.12             211.12             
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Contract Hourly Rates 
 
We reviewed the contract service agreements between the SDSO and the city, including Attachment 
B, CLEP Costing schedules, and contracted hours for each fiscal year. We determined that the city 
included appropriate classifications performing the mandated activities in its claims. However our analysis 
revealed that the city overstated claimed rates during the audit period. The rates were overstated because the 
city used inconsistent methodology to compute claimed rates, used salary amounts that were co-mingled 
with other classifications, and applied inconsistent annual contract hours to compute claimed hourly rates. 
 
We calculated an hourly contract rate for each classification using the contracted hours and the salary and 
benefit reports provided during the audit. 
 
The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the deputy’s hourly contract rate by FY: 

 
Claimed Allowable Audit

Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Deputy)

2001-02 106.17             37.33               (68.84)              
2002-03 114.50             39.68               (74.82)              
2003-04 134.43             48.29               (86.14)              
2004-05 144.58             52.43               (92.15)              
2005-06 155.08             56.36               (98.72)              
2006-07 162.68             59.26               (103.42)            
2007-08 76.38               62.61               (13.77)              
2008-09 78.64               62.02               (16.62)              
2009-10 76.48               60.32               (16.16)              
2010-11 75.84               59.81               (16.03)              
2011-12 79.32               62.56               (16.76)               
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The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the patrolling sergeant’s hourly contract rate by 
FY: 
 

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   45.52               45.52               
2002-03 -                   48.49               48.49               
2003-04 -                   59.24               59.24               
2004-05 -                   63.84               63.84               
2005-06 -                   67.58               67.58               
2006-07 -                   71.06               71.06               
2007-08 91.55               74.59               (16.96)              
2008-09 98.61               80.32               (18.29)              
2009-10 90.34               78.97               (11.37)              
2010-11 95.22               77.56               (17.66)              
2011-12 98.34               80.99               (17.35)               

 
 
The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the detective sergeant’s hourly contract rate by 
FY: 

 
Claimed Allowable Audit

Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   45.52               45.52               
2002-03 -                   48.49               48.49               
2003-04 -                   59.24               59.24               
2004-05 -                   63.84               63.84               
2005-06 -                   67.58               67.58               
2006-07 -                   71.06               71.06               
2007-08 -                   78.31               78.31               
2008-09 -                   80.32               80.32               
2009-10 -                   78.97               78.97               
2010-11 -                   77.56               77.56               
2011-12 -                   80.99               80.99                
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Summary of Audit Adjustment 
 
We applied the allowable domestic-violence related calls for assistance incident counts to the time study 
increments to arrive at the total allowable hours. We then applied the audited hourly contract rates to the 
allowable hours to determine allowable contract services costs. Our analysis revealed that the city overstated 
contract services costs totaling $429,819 for the domestic-violence related calls for assistance cost 
component for the audit period. 
 
The following table summarizes the audit adjustment per FY as described in the finding above: 
 

Misstated Misstated Total
Hours Hourly Rate Audit

Fiscal Year Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment

Total Adjustments

2001-02 14,231$           (36,215)$          (21,984)$           
2002-03 (20,303)            (39,361)            (59,664)             
2003-04 (14,282)            (45,317)            (59,599)             
2004-05 (26,274)            (48,478)            (74,752)             
2005-06 (32,170)            (51,935)            (84,105)             
2006-07 (34,412)            (54,407)            (88,819)             
2007-08 (12,642)            (7,500)              (20,142)             
2008-09 5,580               (9,802)              (4,222)               
2009-10 5,911               (11,457)            (5,546)               
2010-11 (10,000)            (9,597)              (19,597)             
2011-12 18,343             (9,732)              8,611                

Total (106,018)$        (323,801)$        (429,819)$         

 
 
Criteria 
 
The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Reimbursable Activities) require claimed costs to be supported by 
source documents. The parameters and guidelines state, in part, that:  
  

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.  

  
The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Ongoing Activities D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for 
Assistance) allow ongoing activities related to costs supporting calls with a written incident report and 
reviewing the report as follows:  
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D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730(a); Stats.1993, ch. 1230)  
  
The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law enforcement agencies, is eligible for 
reimbursement:  
  
1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report.  
2. Review and edit the report.  
  
Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or restraining order, transport the victim to 
the hospital, book the perpetrator, or other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim.  
  
In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(1)(2), based on the Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic Violence Training 
and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01). Reimbursement for including the information in the incident report required by 
Penal Code section 13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be claimed under this 
program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18). 

 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and Submission-Direct Cost Reporting-
Contracted Services) state that, for salaries and benefits, claimants are required to: 
 

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 were 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 invoices with the claim and a 
description of the contract scope of services. 

 
Recommendation 
 
We recommend that the city ensure that claimed costs include only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, 
and are properly supported.  
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FINDING 2 – Unallowable Indirect Costs  
 
The city claimed $270,405 in indirect costs during the audit period. We determined that $137,026 is 
allowable and $133,379 is unallowable. Indirect costs are unallowable because the city misclassified claimed 
direct costs as salaries and benefits rather than contract services, inappropriately calculated indirect cost rates 
based on direct labor, and incorrectly applied indirect cost rates to costs that were misclassified as direct 
labor. 
 
For FY 2001-02 through 2006-07, the city claimed 10% indirect cost rates and applied the rates to claimed 
contract services costs that were incorrectly claimed as salaries and benefits.  For FY 2007-08 through 2011-
12, the city prepared Indirect Cost Rate Proposals (ICRPs) and also applied these rates to misclassified 
contract services costs that were incorrectly claimed as salaries and benefits. However, as discussed in 
Finding 1, the city did not incur any direct labor costs during the audit period. The city staff did not perform 
any of the reimbursable activities listed within the parameters and guidelines. The city contracted with the 
SDSO to perform all law enforcement activities including activities allowable for reimbursement under this 
mandated program. Therefore, the city did not incur any direct labor costs for this program, but rather 
incurred contract services costs.  The city’s methodology to classify and compute costs as indirect based on 
direct labor costs was not appropriate. 
 
We reviewed the contract agreements between the city and the SDSO.  For FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-
12, the SDSO contract agreements provided supplemental schedules and identified contracted labor costs and 
contracted overhead costs. We determined that overhead costs identified in the contract were appropriate as 
they related to the performance of mandated activities.  We computed indirect cost rates for contract services 
for these years by dividing total contract overhead costs by the contracted labor costs identified in the 
contract supplemental schedules. We calculated an average contract indirect cost rate based on available data 
in FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 and applied the average rate to FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, in 
which contract agreements did not contain detail schedules. 
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and adjusted indirect cost rates by FY: 
 

Claimed Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Indirect Cost Rate Indirect Cost Rate Adjustment

Indirect Cost Rates

2001-02 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2002-03 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2003-04 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2004-05 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2005-06 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2006-07 10.00% 34.70% 24.70%
2007-08 80.80% 33.00% -47.80%
2008-09 91.80% 33.70% -58.10%
2009-10 89.20% 37.10% -52.10%
2010-11 88.50% 35.40% -53.10%
2011-12 85.70% 34.10% -51.60%  
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We then applied the audited indirect cost rates to the total allowable contracted services costs as described in 
Finding 1. The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable indirect costs by FY: 
 

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

Unallowable Indirect Costs

2001-02 4,638$             8,464$             3,826$          
2002-03 8,560               9,000               440               
2003-04 9,118               10,960             1,842            
2004-05 10,900             11,884             984               
2005-06 12,082             12,741             659               
2006-07 12,743             13,397             654               
2007-08 44,628             11,580             (33,048)         
2008-09 40,490             13,441             (27,049)         
2009-10 48,713             18,203             (30,510)         
2010-11 51,799             13,782             (38,017)         
2011-12 26,734             13,574             (13,160)         

Total 270,405$         137,026$         (133,379)$     

 
Criteria 
 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and Submission) state that, claimants have the 
option of using 10% of direct labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal 
(ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed exceeds 10%. The parameters and guidelines (section V.B – Indirect 
Cost Rates) state in part that: 
  

Indirect costs are costs that are incurred for a common or join purpose, benefitting 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 the central government services distributed to the other departments based on a systematic and rational 
basis through a cost allocation plan. 

  
Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedures provided in 2 CFR Part 
225 (Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87). Claimants have the option of using 10% of 
direct labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost 
rate claimed exceeds 10%. 

 
Recommendation 
 
We recommend that the city ensure that claimed cots include only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, 
and are properly supported. 
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Date of Meeting: Thursday May 11, 2017 at 2:00 p.m. teleconference 
 
 
Location:  City of San Marcos 

1 Civic Center Drive, San Marcos, CA 92069 
 
Main Contacts: Stacey Tang, Accounting Manager 

City of San Marcos 
1 Civic Center Drive, San Marcos, CA 92069 
(760)744-1050 ext. 3122 
STang@san-marcos.net 
 
Lieutenant Kevin Menzies 
San Diego County Sheriff’s Department 
San Marcos Sheriff's Station 
182 Santar Place, San Marcos, CA 92069 
(760) 510-5200 
Kevin.Menzies@sdsheriff.org 

 
 
SCO Staff: 

Jim L. Spano, Bureau Chief (916) 323-5849 jspano@sco.ca.gov 
Masha Vorobyova, Manager (916) 324-5610 mvorobyova@sco.ca.gov 
Erica Velasquez, Auditor-in-Charge (916) 323-8284 evelasquez@sco.ca.gov 

 
Mailing Address: 

State Controller’s Office 
Division of Audits 
PO Box 942850 
Sacramento, CA 94250-5874 

 
UPS, FedEx: 

3301 C Street, Suite 700 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
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Audit Authority: 
 

• The State Controller’s Office (SCO) performs the audits under the authority of Government Code 
sections 12410 and 17561.  Government Code section 12410 states that the Controller shall 
superintend the fiscal concerns of the state and audit the disbursement of any state money, for 
correctness, legality, and for sufficient provisions for payment.  Government Code section 17561 
states that the Controller may audit the records of any local agency or school district to verify the 
actual amount of mandated costs, may reduce any claim that the Controller determines is excessive 
or unreasonable, and shall adjust the payment to correct for any underpayments or overpayments 
which occurred in previous fiscal years. 
 

• Government Code section 17558.5, subdivision (a) allows the SCO to initiate an audit no later than 
three years from when a reimbursement claim is filed or last amended, whichever is later.  However, 
if no funds are appropriated or no payment is made for the fiscal year, the time to initiate an audit 
starts from the date the SCO makes the initial payment on the claim.  The SCO is required to 
complete the audit no later than two years after the date the audit commenced pursuant to section 
17558.5, subdivision (b). 
 

Audit Criteria:  Applicable Statutes, Laws, and Regulations 
 

• Parameters and guidelines issued by the Commission on State Mandates for the Crime Statistics 
Reports for the Department of Justice program (Chapter 1172, Statutes of 1989; Chapter 1338, 
Statutes of 1992; Chapter 1230, Statutes of 1993; Chapter 933, Statutes of 1998; Chapter 571, 
Statutes of 1999; Chapter 626, Statutes of 2000; Chapter 700, Statutes of 2004). 

• SCO’s claiming instructions for the mandated program. 
 

Audit Process: 
 

• The SCO provided the city with the draft audit report findings, summary of program costs, and 
detailed work papers that support Finding(s) on May 8, 2017 via email. 
 

• Findings presented during the exit will reflect what will be presented in the draft audit report.  The 
SCO will notify the city of any substantive changes made subsequent to the exit conference. 
 

• The audit report will disclose that the SCO conducted the audit in accordance with generally 
accepted government auditing standards (GAGAS). 
 

• If the city requests a draft audit report, it will receive the draft report in approximately 6-8 weeks.  
The draft report will be addressed to Laura Rocha, Finance Director, City of San Marcos. 
 

• The city will have 10 calendar days from report receipt to submit a response to the draft audit report. 
Once the SCO has confirmed the report receipt date, the auditor will e-mail Stacy Tang to confirm 
the due date for the response to the draft audit report. 
 

• The SCO will incorporate the city response into the final audit report. 
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• The city will receive the final audit report approximately 6-8 weeks after the SCO receives the city’s 
response. The final audit report will be addressed to Jim Desmond, Mayor, City of San Marcos, and 
a copy will be sent to Laura Rocha, Finance Director, City of San Marcos, Mary Halterman, 
Principal Program Budget Analyst, California Department of Finance; and Danielle Brandon, Staff 
Finance Budget Analyst, California Department of Finance.  
 

• The final audit report is considered final.  We will not consider additional documentation provided 
by the city at a later date. 

 
• The SCO posts final audit reports to its website at: 

http://www.sco.ca.gov/ard_mancost.html 
 

• Questions regarding SCO mandated program payments and collections may be directed to Steve 
Purser, Analyst, Division of Accounting and Reporting, at (916) 324-5729. 

 
 

Audit Resolution: 
 

• The city can file an Incorrect Reduction Claim (IRC) with the Commission on State Mandates. 
• Information regarding the IRC process is available on the CSM Web site at  

http://www.csm.ca.gov/forms/IRCForm.pdf 
  

Engagement Customer Service Survey: 
 

• Upon issuance of the final audit report, our Bureau of Quality Control within the Division of Audits 
may send the audit liaison an electronic Engagement Customer Service Survey, using Survey 
Monkey®, which consists of 15 brief questions about the audit, customer service, and reporting. 
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FINDING 1— Domestic-Violence Related Calls for Assistance component – misstated contract 
services costs  
 
The city claimed $823,826 in salaries and benefits for the Domestic-Violence Related Calls for Assistance 
cost component during the audit period. The city incorrectly classified claimed costs as salaries and benefits 
costs. During the audit period, the city did not incur any salaries and benefits costs, but rather incurred 
contract services costs. We reallocated the costs to the appropriate cost category of contract services. Out of 
the amount claimed, we found that $499,448 is allowable and $324,278 is unallowable. The costs are 
unallowable because the city misstated the number of incident report counts, misstated the time increments 
per activity, and misstated the contract productive hourly rates.   
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable contract services costs for the 
domestic-violence related calls for assistance cost component for the audit period: 
 

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 46,375$           30,931$           (15,444)$          
2002-03 85,600             32,884             (52,716)            
2003-04 91,184             40,044             (51,140)            
2004-05 108,999           43,425             (65,574)            
2005-06 120,823           46,556             (74,267)            
2006-07 127,427           48,953             (78,474)            
2007-08 55,112             44,336             (10,776)            
2008-09 43,987             50,419             6,432               
2009-10 54,494             62,062             7,568               
2010-11 58,530             49,367             (9,163)              
2011-12 31,195             50,471             19,276             

Total 823,726$         499,448$         (324,278)$        

 
 
Contract Service Costs 
 
The city contracts with the San Diego County Sheriff’s Department (SDSO) to perform all law enforcement 
duties for the city. These duties include activities claimed for the mandated program. The city purchases 
various SDSO staff positions (i.e. Deputy, Sergeant, and Detective Sergeant) each fiscal year (FY) and pays 
the SDSO annual contract rates for the purchased positions. No city staff members performed any of the 
reimbursable activities under this program. Therefore, the city did not incur any salaries and benefits costs as 
claimed, but rather incurred contract services costs. We reallocated the costs to the appropriate cost category 
of contract services. 
 
The city determined claimed hours by multiplying the number of domestic-violence related calls for 
assistance incidents reported by the SDSO by the estimated time taken to perform the activity. The city then 
multiplied the total hours claimed by the respective SDSO contract rates to determine total costs claimed. 
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Number of Domestic-Violence Related Calls for Assistance 
 
Claimed 
 
The city obtained the claimed number of domestic-violence related calls for assistance from both the 
SDSO’s Automated Regional Justice Information System (ARJIS) and the Department of Justice’s (DOJ) 
website. 
 
Allowable 
 
During fieldwork, we requested to review documentations supporting the number of domestic-violence 
related calls for assistance incidents that included a written report.  The SDSO provided reports from the 
ARJIS supporting the number of incidents, for which reports were written, for FY 2007-08 through FY 
2011-12. We found that the number of incidents claimed was misstated (both overstated in some years and 
understated in other years).  
 
We reviewed a sample of domestic-violence related calls for assistance incidents to verify that they occurred 
and were properly supported with a written incident report. We selected a random sample of 33 domestic-
violence related calls for assistance incidents for FY 2010-11 and FY 2011-12 each.  Our review revealed 
that only one incident report did not include any information related to domestic violence. We determined 
that we would not need to expand our testing, as the discrepancy was immaterial.  We concluded the SDSO 
did a sufficient and appropriate job of generating the data from ARJIS. Therefore, we concluded that the 
query reports provided for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 were reliable.   
 
The SDSO was not able to provide reports or supporting documentation for incidents claimed for FY 2001-
02 through FY 2006-07. Because we identified discrepancies with claimed incidents, for which reports were 
written, for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, we calculated an average incident count based on the data 
provided for the supported years.  We applied the average incident count to FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-
07, in which supporting documentation was not available.  
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated number of domestic-violence related 
calls for assistance incidents for the audit period: 
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Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Incident Counts Incident Counts Adjustment

Incident Counts

2001-02 208                  274                  66                    
2002-03 356                  274                  (82)                   
2003-04 323                  274                  (49)                   
2004-05 359                  274                  (85)                   
2005-06 371                  274                  (97)                   
2006-07 373                  274                  (99)                   
2007-08 291                  236                  (55)                   
2008-09 224                  266                  42                    
2009-10 288                  336                  48                    
2010-11 309                  270                  (39)                   
2011-12 155                  264                  109                   

 
Time Increments 
 
Claimed 
 
For each fiscal year, the city estimated it took 126 minutes per incident for a deputy to support all domestic-
violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report. For FY 2007-08 through 2011-12, the city 
estimated it took an additional 19 minutes for a sergeant to review and edit the report. The city did not 
provide any source documentation based on actual data to support the estimated time increments.  
 
Allowable 
 
The SDSO conducted a month-long time study in April 2016. The time study determined the time it took the 
Deputies to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report and also 
the time it took the Patrolling Sergeants to review and edit the reports. The time study also determined that 
the Deputies also spent time editing reports and Detective Sergeants also spent time reviewing reports, which 
were not claimed.  
 
Based on the SDSO’s time study results, we determined it takes Deputies an average of 1.92 hours (or 
115.42 minutes) to support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report 
and an average of 0.05 hours (or 3 minutes) to edit the written report. We also determined it takes the 
Patrolling Sergeants an average of 0.27 hours (or 15.90 minutes) and Detective Sergeants an average of 0.07 
hours (or 4.10 minutes) to review the written reports.  
 
We applied the allowable time study increments to the domestic-violence related calls for assistance incident 
counts to arrive at the total allowable hours.  
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated hours for the Deputy classification for 
the activity of writing the reports:  
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Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Report Writing (Deputy)

2001-02 436.80             526.08             89.28               
2002-03 747.60             526.08             (221.52)            
2003-04 678.30             526.08             (152.22)            
2004-05 753.90             526.08             (227.82)            
2005-06 779.10             526.08             (253.02)            
2006-07 783.30             526.08             (257.22)            
2007-08 611.10             453.12             (157.98)            
2008-09 470.40             510.72             40.32               
2009-10 604.80             645.12             40.32               
2010-11 648.90             518.40             (130.50)            
2011-12 334.03             506.88             172.85             

Total 6,848.23          5,790.72          (1,057.51)         

 
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unreported hours for the Deputy classification 
for the activity of editing the reports: 
 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Editing Report (Deputy)

2001-02 -                   13.70               13.70               
2002-03 -                   13.70               13.70               
2003-04 -                   13.70               13.70               
2004-05 -                   13.70               13.70               
2005-06 -                   13.70               13.70               
2006-07 -                   13.70               13.70               
2007-08 -                   11.80               11.80               
2008-09 -                   13.30               13.30               
2009-10 -                   16.80               16.80               
2010-11 -                   13.50               13.50               
2011-12 -                   13.20               13.20               

-                   
Total -                   150.80             150.80             
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The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and misstated hours for the Patrolling Sergeant 
classification for the activity of reviewing and editing the reports: 
 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   73.98               73.98               
2002-03 -                   73.98               73.98               
2003-04 -                   73.98               73.98               
2004-05 -                   73.98               73.98               
2005-06 -                   73.98               73.98               
2006-07 -                   73.98               73.98               
2007-08 92.15               63.72               (28.43)              
2008-09 70.93               71.82               0.89                 
2009-10 91.20               90.72               (0.48)                
2010-11 97.85               72.90               (24.95)              
2011-12 47.79               71.28               23.49               

Total 399.92             814.32             414.40             

 
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unreported hours for the Detective Sergeant 
classification for the activity of reviewing and editing the reports: 

Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hours Hours Adjustment

Allowable Hours - Reviewing Report (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   19.18               19.18               
2002-03 -                   19.18               19.18               
2003-04 -                   19.18               19.18               
2004-05 -                   19.18               19.18               
2005-06 -                   19.18               19.18               
2006-07 -                   19.18               19.18               
2007-08 -                   16.52               16.52               
2008-09 -                   18.62               18.62               
2009-10 -                   23.52               23.52               
2010-11 -                   18.90               18.90               
2011-12 -                   18.48               18.48               

Total -                   211.12             211.12             
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Contract Hourly Rates 
 
We reviewed the contract service agreements between the SDSO and the city, including Attachment 
B, CLEP Costing schedules, and contract hours for each fiscal year. Our analysis revealed that the city 
overstated claimed rates during the audit period. The rates were overstated because the city used inconsistent 
methodology to compute claimed rates, used contract salary and benefit amounts that were co-mingled with 
multiple classifications, and applied inconsistent annual contract hours to compute claimed hourly rates. 
 
Contract Salary and Benefit Amounts 
 
For FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, the city used contract salary and benefit amounts that co-mingled 
multiple classifications into one rate. The claimed amounts included classifications that did not perform 
reimbursable activities. During fieldwork, SDSO provided segregated contract salary and benefit amounts 
specific to those classifications performing reimbursable activities. We used the segregated contract salary 
and benefit information to compute allowable rates for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07.   
 
For FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12, the city used segregated contract salary and benefit amounts. We 
traced the claimed amounts to contract information and confirmed they were accurate. 
 
Contract Productive Hours 
 
For FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, the city used co-mingled contract productive hours consistent with 
contract salary and benefit amounts that included multiple classifications into one rate. Because we were able 
to segregate contract salary and benefit amounts, we also used productive hours consistent with 
classifications performing reimbursable activities. We used 1,743 productive hours noted in the contract to 
compute each classification’s contract rate.   
 
Misstated Contract Hourly Rates 
 
We calculated hourly contract rates for each classification using the contract hours of 1,743 and the 
segregated contract salary and benefit amounts for each classification performing reimbursable activities.  
 
The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly contract rate for the Deputy 
classification: 
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Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Deputy)

2001-02 106.17             47.34               (58.83)              
2002-03 114.50             50.31               (64.19)              
2003-04 134.43             61.22               (73.21)              
2004-05 144.58             66.48               (78.10)              
2005-06 155.08             71.46               (83.62)              
2006-07 162.68             75.14               (87.54)              
2007-08 76.38               78.87               2.49                 
2008-09 78.64               78.64               -                   
2009-10 76.48               76.48               -                   
2010-11 75.84               75.84               -                   
2011-12 79.32               79.32               -                    

 
The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly contract rate for Patrolling Sergeant 
classification: 
 

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Patrolling Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   57.72               57.72               
2002-03 -                   61.49               61.49               
2003-04 -                   75.11               75.11               
2004-05 -                   80.94               80.94               
2005-06 -                   85.69               85.69               
2006-07 -                   90.10               90.10               
2007-08 91.55               94.58               3.03                 
2008-09 98.61               101.84             3.23                 
2009-10 90.34               100.12             9.78                 
2010-11 95.22               98.34               3.12                 
2011-12 98.34               102.69             4.35                  

 
The following tables summarizes the audit adjustments to the hourly contract rate for Detective Sergeant 
classification: 
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Claimed Allowable Audit
Fiscal Year Hourly Rate Hourly Rate Adjustment

Allowable Hourly Contract Rate (Detective Sergeant)

2001-02 -                   57.72               57.72               
2002-03 -                   61.49               61.49               
2003-04 -                   75.11               75.11               
2004-05 -                   80.94               80.94               
2005-06 -                   85.69               85.69               
2006-07 -                   90.10               90.10               
2007-08 -                   99.29               99.29               
2008-09 -                   101.84             101.84             
2009-10 -                   100.12             100.12             
2010-11 -                   98.34               98.34               
2011-12 -                   102.69             102.69              

 
 
Summary of Audit Adjustment 
 
We applied the allowable domestic-violence related calls for assistance incident counts to the time study 
increments to arrive at the total allowable hours. We then applied the audited hourly contract rates to the 
allowable hours to determine allowable contract services costs. Our analysis revealed that the city overstated 
contract services costs totaling $324,278 for the domestic-violence related calls for assistance cost 
component for the audit period. 
 
The following table summarizes the audit adjustments per fiscal year as described in the finding above: 
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Hours Contract Rate
Related Related Total

Fiscal Year Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment

2001-02 15,505$           (30,949)$          (15,444)$          
2002-03 (18,947)            (33,769)            (52,716)            
2003-04 (12,626)            (38,514)            (51,140)            
2004-05 (24,487)            (41,087)            (65,574)            
2005-06 (30,276)            (43,991)            (74,267)            
2006-07 (32,421)            (46,053)            (78,474)            
2007-08 (12,099)            1,323               (10,776)            
2008-09 6,200               232                  6,432               
2009-10 6,681               887                  7,568               
2010-11 (9,390)              227                  (9,163)              
2011-12 18,966             310                  19,276             

Total (92,894)$          (231,384)$        (324,278)$        

 
 
Criteria 
 
The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Reimbursable Activities) require claimed costs to be supported by 
source documents. The parameters and guidelines state, in part, that:  
  

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.  

  
The parameters and guidelines (section IV-Ongoing Activities D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for 
Assistance) allow ongoing activities related to costs supporting calls with a written incident report and 
reviewing the report as follows:  
  

D. Domestic Violence Related Calls for Assistance: (Pen. Code, § 13730(a); Stats.1993, ch. 1230)  
  
The following activity, performed by city, county, and city and county law enforcement agencies, is eligible for 
reimbursement:  
  
1. Support all domestic-violence related calls for assistance with a written incident report.  
2. Review and edit the report.  
  
Reimbursement is not required to interview parties, complete a booking sheet or restraining order, transport the victim to 
the hospital, book the perpetrator, or other related activities to enforce a crime and assist the victim.  
  
In addition, reimbursement is not required to include the information in the incident report required by Penal Code section 
13730(c)(1)(2), based on the Commission decision denying reimbursement for that activity in Domestic Violence Training 
and Incident Reporting (CSM-96-362-01). Reimbursement for including the information in the incident report required by 
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Penal Code section 13730(c)(3) is not provided in these parameters and guidelines and may not be claimed under this 
program, but is addressed in Domestic Violence Incident Reports II (02-TC-18). 

 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and Submission-Direct Cost Reporting-
Contracted Services) state that, for salaries and benefits, claimants are required to: 
 

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 were 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 invoices with the claim and a 
description of the contract scope of services. 

 
Recommendation 
 
The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program was suspended in the FY 2012-13 
through FY 2016-17. If the program becomes active, we recommend the city ensure that claimed costs 
include only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, and are properly supported.  
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FINDING 2 – Misstated Indirect Costs  
 
The city claimed $270,405 in indirect costs during the audit period. We determined that $238,920 is 
allowable and $31,485 is unallowable. Indirect costs are unallowable because the city misclassified claimed 
direct costs as salaries and benefits rather than contract services, inappropriately calculated indirect cost rates 
based on direct labor rather than contract services, and applied indirect cost rates to unallowable contract 
services costs as identified in Finding 1. 
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and unallowable indirect costs for the audit period: 
 

Amount Amount Audit
Fiscal Year Claimed Allowable Adjustment

2001-02 4,638$             14,754$           10,116$        
2002-03 8,560               15,686             7,126            
2003-04 9,118               19,101             9,983            
2004-05 10,900             20,714             9,814            
2005-06 12,082             22,207             10,125          
2006-07 12,743             23,351             10,608          
2007-08 44,628             20,405             (24,223)         
2008-09 40,490             23,501             (16,989)         
2009-10 48,713             31,337             (17,376)         
2010-11 51,799             24,042             (27,757)         
2011-12 26,734             23,822             (2,912)           

Total 270,405$         238,920$         (31,485)$       

 
 
Misclassified Costs 
 
For FY 2001-02 through 2006-07, the city claimed 10% indirect cost rates and applied the rates to contract 
services costs that were incorrectly claimed as salaries and benefits.  For FY 2007-08 through 2011-12, the 
city prepared Indirect Cost Rate Proposals (ICRPs) and also applied these rates to misclassified contract 
services costs that were incorrectly claimed as salaries and benefits. As discussed in Finding 1, the city did 
not incur any direct labor costs during the audit period. The city staff did not perform any of the 
reimbursable activities listed within the parameters and guidelines. The city contracted with the SDSO to 
perform all law enforcement activities including activities allowable for reimbursement under this mandated 
program. Therefore, the city did not incur any direct labor costs for this program, but rather incurred contract 
services costs.  The city’s methodology to classify and compute costs as indirect based on direct labor costs 
was not appropriate. 
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Contract Indirect Costs 
 
We reviewed the contract agreements between the city and the SDSO.  For FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-
12, the SDSO contract agreements provided supplemental schedules and identified contracted labor costs and 
contracted overhead costs. We determined that overhead costs identified in the contract were appropriate as 
they related to the performance of mandated activities.  We computed indirect cost rates for contract services 
for these years by dividing total contract overhead costs, station support staff costs, and Sergeant Admin 
position costs, by the contracted labor costs identified in the contract supplemental schedules.  
 
Such information was not available for FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07. We therefore calculated an average 
contract indirect cost rate based on available data for FY 2007-08 through FY 2011-12 and applied the 
average contract indirect rate to FY 2001-02 through FY 2006-07, in which contract agreements did not 
contain detail schedules. 
 
The following table summarizes the claimed, allowable, and adjusted indirect cost rates for the audit period: 
 

Claimed Audited
Indirect Cost Contract Indirect Audit

Fiscal Year Rate Cost Rate Adjustment

Indirect Cost Rates

2001-02 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2002-03 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2003-04 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2004-05 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2005-06 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2006-07 10.00% 47.70% 37.70%
2007-08 80.80% 45.90% -34.90%
2008-09 91.80% 46.50% -45.30%
2009-10 89.20% 50.40% -38.80%
2010-11 88.50% 48.70% -39.80%
2011-12 85.70% 47.20% -38.50%

 
 
Summary of Audit Adjustment 
 
We applied the audited indirect cost rates to the total allowable contract services costs as described in 
Finding 1.  The following table summarized the audit adjustments as they relate to misstated contract 
services costs in Finding 1 and misstated contract indirect cost rates as described in Finding 2: 
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Finding 1 Contract Indirect
Related Cost Rate Total

Fiscal Year Adjustment Adjustment Adjustment

2001-02 (1,544)$            11,660$           10,116$           
2002-03 (5,272)              12,398             7,126               
2003-04 (5,114)              15,097             9,983               
2004-05 (6,557)              16,371             9,814               
2005-06 (7,427)              17,552             10,125             
2006-07 (7,847)              18,455             10,608             
2007-08 (8,707)              (15,516)            (24,223)            
2008-09 5,905               (22,894)            (16,989)            
2009-10 6,751               (24,127)            (17,376)            
2010-11 (8,109)              (19,648)            (27,757)            
2011-12 16,520             (19,432)            (2,912)              

Total (21,401)$          (10,084)$          (31,485)$          

 
 
Criteria 
 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and Submission) state that, claimants have the 
option of using 10% of direct labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal 
(ICRP) if the indirect cost rate claimed exceeds 10%. The parameters and guidelines (section V.B – Indirect 
Cost Rates) state in part that: 
  

Indirect costs are costs that are incurred for a common or join purpose, benefitting 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 the central government services distributed to the other departments based on a systematic and rational 
basis through a cost allocation plan. 

  
Compensation for indirect costs is eligible for reimbursement utilizing the procedures provided in 2 CFR Part 
225 (Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-87). Claimants have the option of using 10% of 
direct labor, excluding fringe benefits, or preparing an Indirect Cost Rate Proposal (ICRP) if the indirect cost 
rate claimed exceeds 10%. 

 
The parameters and guidelines (section V-Claim Preparation and Submission-Direct Cost Reporting-
Contracted Services) state that, for salaries and benefits, claimants are required to: 
 

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 were 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 invoices with the claim and a 
description of the contract scope of services. 
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Recommendation 
 
The Crime Statistics Reports for the Department of Justice Program was suspended in the FY 2012-13 
through FY 2016-17. If the program becomes active, we recommend the city ensure that claimed costs 
include only eligible costs, are based on actual costs, and are properly supported. 
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 Phone: (916) 939-7901

 achinncrs@aol.com
Anita Dagan, Manager, Local Reimbursement Section, State Controller's Office

 Local Government Programs and Services Division, Bureau of Payments, 3301 C Street, Suite 740,
Sacramento, CA 95816

 Phone: (916) 324-4112
 Adagan@sco.ca.gov
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Marieta Delfin, State Controller's Office
 Division of Accounting and Reporting, 3301 C Street, Suite 700, Sacramento, CA 95816

 Phone: (916) 322-4320
 mdelfin@sco.ca.gov

Donna Ferebee, Department of Finance
 915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-3274
 donna.ferebee@dof.ca.gov

Susan Geanacou, Department of Finance 
915 L Street, Suite 1280, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-3274
 susan.geanacou@dof.ca.gov

Dillon Gibbons, Legislative Representative, California Special Districts Association
 1112 I Street Bridge, Suite 200, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 442-7887
 dillong@csda.net

Heather Halsey, Executive Director, Commission on State Mandates
 980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 323-3562
 heather.halsey@csm.ca.gov

Chris Hill, Principal Program Budget Analyst, Department of Finance
 Local Government Unit, 915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-3274
 Chris.Hill@dof.ca.gov

Justyn Howard, Program Budget Manager, Department of Finance
 915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-1546
 justyn.howard@dof.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

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

Andy Nichols, Nichols Consulting
 1857 44th Street, Sacramento, CA 95819

 Phone: (916) 455-3939
 andy@nichols-consulting.com

Christian Osmena, Department of Finance
 915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-0328
 christian.osmena@dof.ca.gov

Arthur Palkowitz, Artiano Shinoff
 2488 Historic Decatur Road, Suite 200, San Diego, CA 92106
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Phone: (619) 232-3122
 apalkowitz@as7law.com

Steven Pavlov, Budget Analyst, Department of Finance
 Local Government Unit, 915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-3274
 Steven.Pavlov@dof.ca.gov

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

Laura Rocha, Finance Director, City of San Marcos
 1 Civic Center Drive, San Marcos, CA 92069

 Phone: (760) 744-1050
 Lrocha@san-marcos.net

Camille Shelton, Chief Legal Counsel, Commission on State Mandates
 980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 323-3562
 camille.shelton@csm.ca.gov

Carla Shelton, Commission on State Mandates
 980 9th Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 323-3562
 carla.shelton@csm.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

Derk Symons, Staff Finance Budget Analyst, Department of Finance
 Local Government Unit, 915 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814

 Phone: (916) 445-3274
 Derk.Symons@dof.ca.gov
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