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Claimant designates the following person to act as
its sole representative in this incorrect reduction claim.
All correspondence and communications regarding this
claim shall be forwarded to this representative. Any
change in representation must be authorized by the
claimant in writing, and sent to the Commission on State
Mandates.
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For CSM Use Only

Filing Date:

RECEIVED
November 07, 2017

Commission on
State Mandates

IRC # 17-0022-1-01

statute or executive order that
claimaint alleges is not being fully reimbursed pursuant (o
the adopted parameters and guidelines.

Penal Code sections 11165.9, 11166, 11166.2, 11166.9,
11168 (formerly 11161.7), 11169, 11170, and 11174.34
(formerly 11166.9)

Please specify the fiscal year and amount of reduction. More
than one fiscal year may be claimed.

Fiscal Year Amount of Reduction
1999-00-- $2,552,314.00
2012-13

OTAL: §3552,314.00

Please check the box below if there is intent to consolidate
this claim.

[0 Yes, this claim is being filed with the intent
to consolidate on behalf of other claimants.

Sections 7 through 11 are attached as follows:

7. Written Detailed

Narrative: pages | to6
8. Documentary Evidence

and Declarations: Exhibit A-B .
9. Claiming Instructions: Exhibit € .
10. Final State Audit Report

or Other Written Notice

of Adjustment: Exhibit D .
11. Reimbursement Claims: Exhibit E .

(Revised June 2007)
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PALMDALE

a place to call home

November 3, 2017

Ms. Heather Halsey

Executive Director

Commission on State Mandates
980 Ninth Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Citv of Palmdale. Interagency Child Abuse and Neglect Investigation
Reports Program - Incorrect Reduction Claim, FY 99-99 through FY 12-13

The City of Palmdale was audited by the (State Controller's Office (SCO)
beginning March, 2015. The Final Audit Report was issued May 19, 2016.

The City has two areas that it believes were incorrectly reduced:

ISSUE 1:

SCO's interpretation of eligible activities was excessively restrictive and
denies local agencies reimbursement of reasonably necessary, actual
activities involved in the preliminary investigative process to “Complete an
investigation to determine whether a report of suspected child abuse or
sever neglect is unfounded, substantiated, or Inconclusive...”

“Government Code (GC) sections 17500 through 17617 provide for the
reimbursement of costs incurred by local agencies for costs mandated by the
State. These are costs that local agencies are required to incur after July 1,
1980, as a result of any statute enacted after January 1, 1975, or any executive
order implementing such statute which mandates a new program or higher level
of service of an existing program.”

“All claims received by the SCO will be reviewed to verify all actual costs
claimed. An adjustment of the claim will be made if the amount claimed is
determined to be excessive, improper, or unreasonable.”

Per Code of Regulations, Title 2, section 1183.1, "Reasonably necessary
activities are defined in the regulations as “those methods not specified in statute
or executive order that are necessary to carry out the mandated program.”

Claiming Instructions and Parameters and Guidelines Component 3.a.1)
Complete an investigation for purposes of preparing the report state: “this activity
includes review of the initial Suspected Child Abuse Report (Form 8572),

w ow ow . tyofpalmdale.o
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conducting initial interviews with parents, victims, suspects, or witnesses, where
applicable, and making a report of the findings of those interviews, which may be
reviewed by a supervisor.” Are eligible for reimbursement

SCO argues that eligible activities are STRICTLY LIMITED TO this list of tasks.
Claimant disagrees and believes that these were general guidelines meant to
provide direction, and not meant to be an exclusive and exhaustive list of eligible
tasks that take place during the preliminary investigative process to determine if
the child abuse or neglect case is founded or unfounded. To assume so is
unreasonable and violates the intent of State Mandate Statutes which ensure the
reimbursement of actual costs incurred to comply with the State mandated
program.

The specific activities in denied by the SCO in dispute are:

1) Review preliminary documents and materials to_determine if interviews
are necessary. This may include checking to see if a report was already
written (duplication), call CPS or reporting agency to obtain more details
of the case, checking prior history, and other considerations.

(SCO is only allowing time to review the SCAR)

2) identify involved parties.

3) schedule and set up intérviews via phone and/or email when needed

4) travel to meet with parties involved in the investigation

5) inspection of home (in instances related to allegations of neglect) to
determine living conditions- food, running water, safe living conditions etc.

Relying on parent interviews or locating other possible witnesses to
determine living conditions is often not appropriate or reasonable. The
inspection of the child's living conditions is not being done to “collect
evidence for criminal prosecution”, but to determine if the child is suffering
neglect — specifically to determine if the case is founded or unfounded.
We believe the Commission would find this activity eligible since it is done
prior to or in conjunction with the first interview phase of the investigation.
It is Patrol level staff that would do this activity (not Detective level which
review which would occur during the evidence collection phase for
criminal prosecution.)

On pages 34 of the December 2013 Statement of Decision California Department
of Social Services (CDSS) argues (and Commission agrees) that only an
investigation similar to one that is conducted by CDSS— and not as detailed as
those conducted by law enforcement agencies - should be allowed.

CDSS testimony states that, “prior to the actual interviews, the social worker
must make a multitude of considerations to first decide whether an in-
person investigation is necessary”. That is exactly the same process law
enforcement goes through in reviewing each case, however those activities and
costs are being disallowed by SCO auditors.

Page 35 CDSS describes the process their staff goes through to make the
determination as to whether the investigation requires referral to the Department




of Justice (DOJ) under CANRA (Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting). ‘In
summary, these rules require the social worker to first decide whether an in-
person _investigation is necessary, which includes consideration of a
multitude of considerations. If an in-person investigation of reported child
abuse is determined to be necessary, the CDSS regulations at MPP 31-114
describe what steps are necessary for the conduct of the investigation.”

“These rules require direct contact with all alleged child victims, and at least one
adult who has information regarding the allegations. If after that stage the social
worker does not find the referral to be unfounded, the social worker must conduct
and in person investigation with all the children present at the time of the initial in
person investigation, all parents who have access 10 the child alleged to be at
risk of abuse, noncustodial parents if he/she has regular or frequent in person
contact with the child, and make necessary collateral contacts with persons
having knowledge of the condition of the child. Based on these investigative
activities, the social worker is required under CDSS regulations at MPP 31-501 to
determine whether the results of the investigation require referral to the
Department of Justice under CANRA."

Page 37 the Commission concludes: “Therefore, because in-person interviews
and writing a report of the findings are the last step taken by law
enforcement before determining whether to proceed with a criminal investigation
or close the investigation, and the last step that county welfare departments take
before determining whether to forward the report to the DOJ and possibly refer
the matter to law enforcement, that degree of investigative effort must be the

last step that is necessary to comply with the mandate.”’

Based on the Statement of Decision discussion, we believe that the activities
listed above and performed by. law enforcement agencies before this “last step”
in the investigative process are eligible for reimbursement.

SCO's reductions of time for the investigative steps conducted prior to the in-
person interviews and report writing are incorrect and time reduced should be
restored.

ISSUE 2:
Disallowance of Overhead/indirect Cost

The SCO denied the inclusion of the default 10% Indirect Cost Rate Proposal
(ICRP) or overhead costs to the City’s claim for reimbursement allowed by the
claiming instructions. The SCO auditor stated that “there is already adequate
overhead included in the contracted county billed hourly rates of the Deputy and
Sergeant”. They also contend that direct labor costs are not claimed — only
contract costs, which are not subject to the ICRP.

First the City believes the issue should not be whether the SCO believes there is
“adequate” overhead included, but whether the City's ACTUAL overhead costs
incurred are being reimbursed. Evidence shows that there was additional
overhead both within the:contract (Supplemental’ position purchase such as
additional Station Clerks and Sergeants) and Citywide overhead OUTSIDE the




contract that justifies the allowance of the default allowable overhead costs
claimed.

The Claiming instructions under indirect Costs state, “Indirect costs (or overhead)
are those costs incurred for a common or joint purpose, benefiting more than one
program and are not directly assignable to a particular program without efforts
disproportionate to the result achieved. Indirect costs may include both (1) the
overhead costs for the unit preforming the mandate and (2) the costs of central
government services distributed through the central service cost allocation plan

and not otherwise treated as direct costs.”

The City has attached the Cost Schedules for each year showing the
Supplemental costs incurred through the contract as well as has prepared
sample ICRPs to show that the default overhead rate of 10% is justified.

The City disagrees with the SCO's contention that “direct labor costs” were not
incurred and therefore that precludes them from obtaining reimbursement of
actual indirect costs. Direct labor costs have been incurred via contracted
employee.

We are happy to report costs in whatever column for form the SCO desires, but
believe the city is entitled to fair compensation of all direct and indirect actual
costs related to the mandated program.

The Contract schedules show that Deputy hourly rates did NOT include all
overhead - such as, additional supplemental administrative and support positions
purchased (Sergeants, Lieutenants, Office Clerks, etc.), and internal City wide
overhead charges are included in the rates. (City wide Cost Plan Costs and other
direct charges paid by the city including facility charges.)

The contract language clearly specifies (LA Sheriff Contracts found in Appendix
B) that under section 3.0 DEPLOYMENT OF PERSONNEL

32 3 New SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel Form shall be authorized and
signed annually...

41 For the purpose of performing said general law enforcement services,
County shall furnish and supply all necessary labor, supervision, equipment,
communication facilities, and supplies necessary to maintain the agreed level of
services to be rendered hereunder.

4.2 Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City may provide additional resources for
the County to utilize in the performance of the services.

4.3 “...the City shall furnish at its own cost and expense all necessary office
space, and the Sheriff shall have authority to negotiate with the city regarding
which entity shall pay for furniture and furnishings, office supplies, janitor service,
telephone, light, water and other utilities.”

4.5 Notwithstanding the foregoing, it is mutually agreed that in all instances
where special supplies, stationary or notices, forms and the like must be issued




in the name of said City, the same shall be supplied by the City at its own cost
and expense.”

These sections of the contract demonstrate that the City is indeed incurring
substantial additional overhead charges in connection with the provision of law
enforcement services in addition to the direct Deputy charges, and thus the
allowance of the 10% default ICRP or overhead rate is reasonable and justified.

Additional Overhead incurred within the contract:

In the Los Angeles County Sheriff Contract, most overhead charges are included
in the cost of each Deputy in the contract rate. This overhead includes services
such as dispatch, special unit services (homicide, sexual crimes, forensics, etc.),
equipment, and other overhead positions such as a base level of administrative
and clerical support.

In addition to this base amount of overhead built into the sworn staff rates, each
city has the option of purchasing additional supplemental overhead positions to
their contract if they require and can afford additional support (such as clerical) or
administrative staff (dedicated Lieutenants, and extra Sergeants or Watch
Deputies). Each fiscal year, the City purchased additional supplemental
overhead positions through the contract. (See Appendix B)

In some years the cities may be able to afford more direct staff and more
overhead items and others years they cannot. In the lean years, response times
and customer service may decline due to limited fiscal resources. When the
actual overhead rates were calculated, they were found to range between 12% -
15%. (See Appendix B)

Additional Overhead incurred outside of the contract:

In addition to the Cost Plans determined that the City incurred approximately $1
million in City Staff costs related to the management and oversight of the
Sheriffs Contract/Public Safety program (or 5% of total Law Enforcement
Contract with the County). This should also be an allowable cost per the
Claiming Instructions. (See attached Cost Allocation Plan documentation in
APPENDIX B)

These additional overhead costs also include including the donation of 11 acres
of land (estimated value of $1.3 million) as well as for city provided infrastructure
improvements associated with the construction of the Palmdale Sheriff's Station
in 2004 (See Appendix B)

Conclusion

Issue 1: We request the restoration of time for preliminary investigative activities
(items 1-5 listed on page 2) that occurred prior to the in person interviews and
report writing. These activities were necessary to determine if the child abuse or
neglect cases were founded, unfounded or inconclusive pursuant State law.




Issue 2; We request the restoration of the additional 10% default overhead/ICRP
costs in the claims to compensate the city for actual indirect costs incurred and
not reimbursed in the hourly rates allowed by the SCO.

Attached is our supporting documentation.

Please contact me at (661) 267-5082 or our consultant Annette Chinn at (916)
939-7901 with any questions.

Sincerely,

¢ £y Fi
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Ms. Karen Johnston, C.P.A.
Finance Manager




Read, sign, and date this section and insert at the end of the incorrect reduction claim submission. *

This claim alleges an incorrect reduction of a reimbursement claim filed with the State Controller’s Office
pursuant to Government Code section 1 7561. This incorrect reduction claim is filed pursuant to
Government Code section 17551, subdivision (d). Thereby declare, under penalty of petjury under the
laws of the State of California, that the information in this incorrect reduction claim submission is true and
complete to the best of my own knowledge or information or belief.

Karen Johnston Finance Director
Print or Type Name of Authorized Local Agency Print or Type Title
or School District Official

)f"i} Lid ;)dsu/jl it e’ // ?/ & / FC| &
Signature of Authorizéd Local Apgency or Date

School District Official TR

59

* If the declarant for this Claim Certification is different from the Claimant contact identified in section 2 of
the incorrect reduction claim form, please provide the declarant’s address, telephone number, fax number, and
e-mail address below.

{Revised June 2007)
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BEFORE THE
COMMISSION ON STATE MANDATES
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN RE TEST CLAIM:

Penal Code Sections 11165.1, 11165.2, 11165.3,
11165.4, 11165.5,11165.6,11165.7, 11165.9,
11165.12, 11166, 11166.2, 11166.9, 11168
(Including Former Penal Code Section 11161.7),
11169, and 11170

Statutes 1977, Chapter 958; Statutes 1980,
Chapter 1071; Statutes 1981, Chapter 435;
Statutes 1982, Chapters 162 and 905; Statutes
1984, Chapters 1423 and 1613; Statutes 1985,
Chapter 1598; Statutes 1986, Chapters 1289 and
1496; Statutes 1987, Chapters 82, 531 and 1459;
Statutes 1988, Chapters 269, 1497 and 1580;
Statutes 1989, Chapter 153; Statutes 1990,
Chapters 650, 1330, 1363 and 1603; Statutes
1991, Chapter 132; Statutes 1992, Chapters 163,
459 and 1338; Statutes 1993, Chapters 219, 346
and 510; Statutes 1996, Chapters 1080 and 1081;
Statutes 1997, Chapters 842, 843 and 844;
Statutes 1999, Chapters 475 and 1012; Statutes
2000, Chapters 287 and 916;

California Code of Regulations, Title 11,
Sections 901, 902 and 903; Department of
Justice Forms SS 8572 (“Suspected Child Abuse
Report™) and ; SS 8583 (“Child Abuse
Investigation Report™);

Filed on June 29, 2001,
By County of Los Angeles, Claimant.

Case No.: 00-TC-22

Interagency Child Abuse and Neglect
Investigation Reports

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 on December 6, 2007)

STATEMENT OF DECISION

The Commission on State Mandates (“Commission”) heard and decided this test claim during a
regularly scheduled hearing on December 6, 2007. Sergeant Dan Scott, of the County of
Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department, and Leonard Kaye appeared on behalf of the claimant,
County of Los Angeles. Susan Geanacou and Carla Castafieda appeared for the Department of

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

The Commission adopted the modified staff analysis to partially approve this test claim at the
hearing by a vote of 7 to 0.

Summary of Findings

The County of Los Angeles filed a test claim on June 29, 2001, alleging that amendments to
California’s mandatory child abuse reporting laws impose a reimbursable state-mandated
program. A child abuse reporting law was first added to the Penal Code in 1963, and initially
required medical professionals to report suspected child abuse to local law enforcement or child
welfare authorities. The law was regularly expanded to include more professions required to
report suspected child abuse (now termed “mandated reporters™), and in 1980, California
reenacted and amended the law, entitling it the “Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act,” or
CANRA. As part of this program, the Department of Justice (DOJ) maintains a Child Abuse
Centralized Index, which, since 1965, maintains reports of child abuse statewide. The index is
now used by government agencies conducting background checks on individuals who will
interact with children in employment or volunteer settings.

A number of changes to the law have occurred, particularly with a reenactment in 1980, and
substantive amendments in 1997 and 2000. Claimant alleges that all of these changes have
imposed a reimbursable state-mandated program.

Initially, Department of Finance (DOF) and the Department of Social Services (DSS) both
opposed the test claim, arguing that the claim alleges duties of law enforcement and child
protective services that were required by prior law. Where the state agencies acknowledge that
some new duties may have been imposed, they contend that adequate funding has already been
provided to counties as part of the joint federal-state-local funding scheme for child welfare. At
the test claim hearing on December 6, 2007, DOF stated agreement with the staff analysis.

The Commission finds that the test claim statutes and executive orders have created numerous
new local duties for reporting child abuse to the state, as well as record-keeping and notification
activities that were not required by prior law, thus mandating a new program or higher level of
service.

At this time, there is no evidence in the record to demonstrate that the mandated activities have
been offset or funded by the state or federal government in a manner and amount “sufficient to
fund the cost of the state mandate.” On the contrary, Welfare and Institutions Code section
10101 indicates that “the state’s share of the costs of the child welfare program shall be 70
percent of the actual nonfederal expenditures for the program, or the amount appropriated by the
Legislature for that purpose, whichever is less.” Conversely, counties must have a share of costs
for child welfare services of at least 30 percent of the nonfederal expenditures. In addition, there
is no evidence that the counties are required to use the funds identified for the costs of mandated
activities.

Therefore, the Commission finds that Government Code section 17556, subdivision (e) does not
apply to disallow a finding of costs mandated by the state, but that all claims for reimbursement
for the approved activities must be offset by any program funds already received from non-local
sources.

2 Statement of Decision
ICAN (00-TC-22)
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Conclusion

The Commission concludes that Penal Code sections 11165.9, 11166, 1 1166.2,11166.9, 11168
(formerly 11161.7), 11169, 11170, as added or amended by Statutes 1977, chapter 958, Statutes
1980, chapter 1071, Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes 1982, chapters 162 and 905, Statutes
1984, chapters 1423 and 1613, Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1986, chapters 1289 and
1496, Statutes 1987, chapters 82, 531 and 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269, 1497 and 1580,
Statutes 1989, chapter 153, Statutes 1990, chapters 650, 1330, 1363 and 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapters 163, 459 and 1338, Statutes 1993, chapters 219 and 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080
and 1081, Statutes 1997, chapters 842, 843 and 844, Statutes 1999, chapters 475 and 1012, and
Statutes 2000, chapter 916; and executive orders California Code of Regulations, title 11, section
903, and “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583, mandate new programs or higher
levels of service within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution,
and impose costs mandated by the state pursuant to Government Code section 17514, for cities
and counties for the following specific new activities:

Distributing the Suspected Child Abuse Report Form

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

* Distribute the child abuse reporting form adopted by the Department of Justice (currently
known as the “Suspected Child Abuse Report” Form SS 8572) to mandated reporters.
(Pen. Code, § 11168, formerly § 11161.7.)

Reporting Between Local Departments

Accepting and Referring Initial Child Abuse Reports when a Department Lacks Jurisdiction:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

* Transfer a call electronically or immediately refer the case by telephone, fax, or
electronic transmission, to an agency with proper jurisdiction, whenever the department
lacks subject matter or geographical jurisdiction over an incoming report of suspected
child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11165.9.)

Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from County Welfare and Probation

Departments to the Law Enforcement Agency with Jurisdiction and the District Attorney’s
Office:

A county probation department shall:

* Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the law
enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the case, to the agency given the
responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and Institutions
Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child
abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions coming within
subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section 11165.13 based
on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to provide the child
with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be reported only to the
county welfare department. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)

3 Statement of Decision
ICAN (00-TC-22)
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Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)

A county welfare department shall:

Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
the responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and
Institutions Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance
of child abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions
coming within subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section
11165.13 based on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to
provide the child with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be
reported only to the county welfare department.

This activity does not include making an initial report of child abuse and neglect from a
county welfare department to the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the
case, which was required under prior law to be made “without delay.” (Pen. Code,

§ 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)

Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency, including the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over
the case, to which it is required to make a telephone report under this subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)

Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from the Law Enforcement Agency to the

County Welfare and Institutions Code Section 300 Agency, County Welfare, and the District

Attorney’s Office:

A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
responsibility for investigation of cases under Welfare and Institutions Code section 300
and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child abuse
reported to it, except acts or omissions coming within Penal Code section 11165.2,
subdivision (b), which shall be reported only to the county welfare department.

(Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)

Report to the county welfare department every known or suspected instance of child
abuse reported to it which is alleged to have occurred as a result of the action of a person
responsible for the child’s welfare, or as the result of the failure of a person responsible
for the child’s welfare to adequately protect the minor from abuse when the person
responsible for the child’s welfare knew or reasonably should have known that the minor
was in danger of abuse. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)

4 Statement of Decision
ICAN (00-TC-22)
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Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2006, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)

Receipt of Cross-Reports by District Attorney’s Office:

A district attorney’s office shall:

Receive reports of every known or suspected instance of child abuse reported to law
enforcement, county probation or county welfare departments, except acts or omissions
of general neglect coming within Penal Code section 11165.2, subdivision (b).

(Pen. Code, § 11166, subds. (h) and (i), now subds. (j) and (k).)

Reporting to Licensing Agencies:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Report by telephone immediately or as soon as practically possible to the appropriate
licensing agency every known or suspected instance of child abuse or neglect when the
instance of abuse or neglect occurs while the child is being cared for in a child day care
facility, involves a child day care licensed staff person, or occurs while the child is under
the supervision of a community care facility or involves a community care facility
licensee or staff person. The agency shall also send, fax, or electronically transmit a
written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision. The agency shall send the licensing agency a copy of its investigation report
and any other pertinent materials.

As of July 31, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission, instead

of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36 hours.
(Pen. Code, § 11166.2.)

Additional Cross-Reporting in Cases of Child Death:

A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
the county child welfare agency. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (k), now § 11174.34,
subd. (k).)

A county welfare department shall:

Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
law enforcement. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (k), now § 11174.34, subd. (k).)

Create a record in the Child Welfare Services/Case Management System (CWS/CMS) on
all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, §
11166.9, subd. (1), now § 11174.34, subd. (1).)
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Enter information into the CWS/CMS upon notification that the death was subsequently
determined not to be related to child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (1),
now § 11174.34, subd. (1).)

Investigation of Suspected Child Abuse, and Reporting to and from the
State Department of Justice

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Complete an investigation to determine whether a report of suspected child abuse or
severe neglect is unfounded, substantiated or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code
section 11165.12, for purposes of preparing and submitting the state “Child Abuse
Investigation Report” Form SS 8583, or subsequent designated form, to the Department
of Justice. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (a); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 11, § 903, “Child Abuse
Investigation Report” Form SS 8583.)

Forward to the Department of Justice a report in writing of every case it investigates of
known or suspected child abuse or severe neglect which is determined to be substantiated
or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.12. Unfounded reports, as
defined in Penal Code section 11165.12, shall not be filed with the Department of Justice.
If a report has previously been filed which subsequently proves to be unfounded, the
Department of Justice shall be notified in writing of that fact. The reports required by this
section shall be in a form approved by the Department of Justice and may be sent by fax
or electronic transmission. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (a); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 11, §
903, “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583.)

Notifications Following Reports to the Central Child Abuse Index

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Notify in writing the known or suspected child abuser that he or she has been reported to
the Child Abuse Central Index, in any form approved by the Department of Justice, at the
time the “Child Abuse Investigation Report” is filed with the Department of Justice.
(Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (b).)

Make relevant information available, when received from the Department of Justice, to
the child custodian, guardian ad litem appointed under section 326, or counsel appointed
under section 317 or 318 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, or the appropriate
licensing agency, if he or she is treating or investigating a case of known or suspected
child abuse or severe neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11170, subd. (b)(1).)

Inform the mandated reporter of the results of the investigation and of any action the
agency is taking with regard to the child or family, upon completion of the child abuse
investigation or after there has been a final disposition in the matter. (Pen. Code,

§ 11170, subd. (b)(2).)

Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect
investigation reports contained in the index from the Department of Justice when
investigating a home for the placement of dependant children. The notification shall
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include the name of the reporting agency and the date of the report. (Pen. Code, § 11170,
subd. (b)(5), now subd. (b)(6).)

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Obtain the original investigative report from the reporting agency, and draw independent
conclusions regarding the quality of the evidence disclosed, and its sufficiency for
making decisions regarding investigation, prosecution, licensing, or placement of a child,
when a report is received from the Child Abuse Central Index. (Pen. Code, § 11170,
subd. (b)(6)(A), now (b)(8)(A).)

Any city or county law enforcement agency, county probation department, or county welfare
department shall:

Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect reports
contained in the index from the Department of Justice regarding placement with a
responsible relative pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code sections 281.5, 305, and
361.3. The notification shall include the location of the original investigative report and
the submitting agency. The notification shall be submitted to the person listed at the same
time that all other parties are notified of the information, and no later than the actual
judicial proceeding that determines placement. (Pen. Code, § 11170, subd. (c).)

Record Retention

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, or county probation department if
designated by the county to receive mandated reports shall:

Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the
Department of Justice for a minimum of 8 years for counties and cities (a higher level of
service above the two-year record retention requirement pursuant to Gov. Code §§ 26202
(cities) and 34090 (counties).) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser
is received within the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional
10 years. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (c).)

A county welfare department shall:

Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the
Department of Justice for a minimum of 7 years for welfare records (a higher level of
service above the three-year record retention requirement pursuant to Welf. & Inst. Code,
§ 10851.) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser is received within
the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional 10 years. (Pen.
Code, § 11169, subd. (c).)

The Commission concludes that any test claim statutes, executive orders and allegations not
specifically approved above, do not mandate a new program or higher level of service, or impose
costs mandated by the state under article XIII B, section 6.
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BACKGROUND

This test claim alleges that amendments to California’s mandatory child abuse reporting laws
impose a reimbursable state-mandated program. A child abuse reporting law was first added to
the Penal Code in 1963, and initially required medical professionals to report suspected child
abuse to local law enforcement or child welfare authorities. The law was regularly expanded to
include more professions required to report suspected child abuse (now termed “mandated
reporters™), and in 1980, California reenacted and substantively amended the law, entitling it the
“Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act,” sometimes referred to as “CANRA.”

The court in Planned Parenthood Affiliates v. Van de Kamp (1986) 181 Cal.App.3d 245, pages
258-260, provides an overview of the complete Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act,
following the 1980 reenactment at Penal Code section 11164 et seq. (footnotes omitted):

The law is designed to bring the child abuser to justice and to protect the innocent
and powerless abuse victim. (See Comment, Reporting Child Abuse: When Moral
Obligations Fail (1983) 15 Pacific L.J. 189.) The reporting law imposes a
mandatory reporting requirement on individuals whose professions bring them
into contact with children. (Id., at pp. 189-190.) Physical abuse, sexual abuse,
willful cruelty, unlawful corporal punishment and neglect must be reported.

1.9

The reporting law applies to three broadly defined groups of professionals:
“health practitioners,” child care custodians, and employees of a child protective
agency. “Health practitioners” is a broad category subdivided into “medical” and
“nonmedical” practitioners, and encompasses a wide variety of healing
professionals, including physicians, nurses, and family and child counselors. (§§
111635, subds. (i), (j); 11165.2.) “Child care custodians™ include teachers, day care
workers, and a variety of public health and educational professionals. (§§ 11165,
subd. (h); 11165.1 [first of two identically numbered sections]; 11165.5.)
Employees of “child protective agencies” consist of police and sheriff’s officers,
welfare department employees and county probation officers. (§ 11165, subd.

(k).)

The Legislature acknowledged the need to distinguish between instances of abuse
and those of legitimate parental control. “[TThe Legislature recognizes that the
reporting of child abuse ... involves a delicate balance between the right of parents
to control and raise their own children by imposing reasonable discipline and the
social interest in the protection and safety of the child ... . [I]t is the intent of the
Legislature to require the reporting of child abuse which is of a serious nature and
is not conduct which constitutes reasonable parental discipline.” (Stats. 1980, ch.
1071, § 5, p. 3425.)

To strike the “delicate balance” between child protection and parental rights, the
Legislature relies on the judgment and experience of the trained professional to
distinguish between abusive and nonabusive situations. “[A]ny child care
custodian, medical practitioner, nonmedical practitioner, or employee of a child
protective agency who has knowledge of or observes a child in his or her
professional capacity or within the scope of his or her employment whom he or
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she knows or reasonably suspects has been the victim of child abuse shall report
the known or suspected instance of child abuse to a child protective agency ....
‘[R]easonable suspicion’ means that it is objectively reasonable for a person to
entertain such a suspicion, based upon facts that could cause a reasonable person
in a like position, drawing when appropriate on his or her training and
experience, to suspect child abuse.” (§ 11166, subd. (a), italics added.) As one
commentator has observed, “[t]he occupational categories ... are presumed to be
uniquely qualified to make informed judgments when suspected abuse is not
blatant.” (See Comment, Reporting Child Abuse: When Moral Obligations Fail,
supra., 15 Pacific L.J. at p. 214, fn. omitted.)

The mandatory child abuse report must be made to a “child protective agency,”
i.e., a police or sheriff’s department or a county probation or welfare department.
The professional must make the report “immediately or as soon as practically
possible by telephone.” The professional then has 36 hours in which to prepare
and transmit to the agency a written report, using a form supplied by the
Department of Justice. The telephone and the written reports must include the
name of the minor, his or her present location, and the information that led the
reporter to suspect child abuse. (§§ 11166, subd. (a); 11167, subd. (a); 11168.)
Failure to make a required report is a misdemeanor, carrying a maximum
punishment of six months in jail and a $1,000 fine. (§ 11172, subd. (e).)

The child protective agency receiving the initial report must share the report with
all its counterpart child protective agencies by means of a system of cross-
reporting. An initial report to a probation or welfare department is shared with the
local police or sheriff’s department, and vice versa. Reports are cross-reported in
almost all cases to the office of the district attorney. (§ 11166, subd. (g).) Initial
reports are confidential, but may be disclosed to anyone involved with the current
investigation and prosecution of the child abuse claim, including the district
attorney who has requested notification of any information relevant to the
reported instance of abuse. (§ 11167.5.)

A child protective agency receiving the initial child abuse report then conducts an
investigation. The Legislature intends an investigation be conducted on every
report received. The investigation should include a determination of the “person
or persons apparently responsible for the abuse.” (Stats. 1980, ch. 1071, § 5, pp.
3425-3426.) Once the child protective agency conducts an “active investigation”
of a report and determines that it is “not unfounded,” the agency must forward a
written report to the Department of Justice, on forms provided by the department.
(§§ 11168, 11169.) An “unfounded” report is one “which is determined by a child
protective agency investigator to be false, to be inherently improbable, to involve
an accidental injury, or not to constitute child abuse as defined in Section 11165.”

(§ 11165.6, subd. (c)(2).)

The Department of Justice retains the reports in a statewide index, a computerized
data bank known as the “Child Abuse Central Registry,” which is to be
continually updated and “shall not contain any reports that are determined to be
unfounded.” (§ 11170, subd. (a).) If a child protective agency subsequently
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determines that a report is “unfounded,” it must so inform the Department of
Justice who shall remove the report from its files. (§ 11169.)

The reports in the registry are not public documents, but may be released to a
number of individuals and government agencies. Principally, the information may
be released to an investigator from the child protective agency currently
investigating the reported case of actual or suspected abuse or to a district
attorney who has requested notification of a suspected child abuse case. Past
reports involving the same minor are also disclosable to the child protective
agency and the district attorney involved or interested in a current report under
investigation. In addition, future reports involving the same minor will cause
release of all past reports to the investigating law enforcement agencies.

(§§ 11167.5, subd. (b)(1); 11167, subd. (c); 11170, subd. (b)(1).)

As part of the earlier versions of California’s mandated reporting laws, a Child Abuse
Centralized Index has been operated by the Department of Justice (DOJ) since 1965." In
addition, in January 1974, Congress enacted the federal “Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment
Act,” known as CAPTA (Pub.L. No. 93-247). This established a federal advisory board and
grant funding for states with comprehensive child abuse and neglect reporting laws. This law
has been continually reenacted and currently provides grant funds to all eligible states and
territories for child abuse and neglect reporting, prevention, and treatment programs. >

Claimant’s Position

The County of Los Angeles’s June 29, 2001 3 test claim filing alleges that amendments to child
abuse reporting statutes since January 1, 1975, and related DOJ regulations and forms, have
resulted in reimbursable increased costs mandated by the state. The test claim narrative and
declarations allege that the test claim statutes and executive orders imposed new activities on the
claimant in the following categories:

1. Program Implementation
. Initial Case Finding and Reporting
. Taking and Referring Reports

2
3
4. Cross-Reporting and District Attorney Reporting
5. Investigation and File Queries, Maintenance

6. Child Abuse Central Index Reporting

7. Notifications

The filing includes declarations of representatives from the County of Los Angeles Department
of Children and Family Services, the District Attorney’s Office, and the Sheriff’s Department.

! Former Penal Code section 11165.1, as amended by Statutes 1974, chapter 348.
2 42 United States Code section 5106a.

3 The potential reimbursement period begins no earlier than July 1, 1999, based upon the filing
date for this test claim. (Gov. Code, § 17557.)
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Claimant filed comments on September 7, 2007, expressing agreement with the draft staff
analysis findings and conclusions, and attaching exhibits related to the county’s implementation
of the program.

Department of Finance Position

In comments filed December 10, 2001, DOF alleges the test claim does not meet filing standards,
stating that “[t]he claimant has failed to set forth clearly and precisely which specific statutory
provisions, enacted on or after 1975, imposed new mandates on local government, as required by
[Commission regulations.]”

Addressing the substantive issues raised, DOF argued that no reimbursable state-mandated
program has been imposed by any of the test claim statutes or executive orders. DOF asserted
that the claim “attempts to characterize as “new duties” many of the long-standing statutory
obligations of local law enforcement, probation, and child protective agencies to receive and
refer reports concerning allegations of child abuse.”

DOF also contended that “[a]rticle XIII B, section 6 requires subvention only when the costs in
question can be recovered solely from local tax revenues. [footnote (fn): County of Fresno v.
State of California (1991) 53 Cal.3d 482, 487.] The Child Welfare Program, of which child
protective services are a part, is funded by a combination of federal, state and local funds.

[fn: Welfare and Institutions Code § 10101, Exhibit 4, attached.]” DOF argued that because of
this joint funding, “the test claim legislation is not subject to state subvention.”

On July 20, 2007, DOF filed a response to Commission staff’s request for additional information
to address the assertion that the test claim activities have been funded. DOF’s response included
a CD containing pages from the Budget Act regarding Item 5180-151-0001, and DSS County
Fiscal Letters, from fiscal year 1999-2000 through 2006-2007. This filing is discussed further at
Issue 3 below.

On September 12, 2007, DOF filed comments on the draft staff analysis stating concurrence with
the recommendation to partially approve the test claim, but concluding that if the analysis is
approved by the Commission, “the claimant’s statements that the activities have neither been
offset or funded by the state or federal government must be fully substantiated.”

Department of Social Services Position

DSS’s comments on the test claim filing, submitted December 10, 2001, conclude that for any
new activities alleged “no additional reimbursement is warranted. The existing funding scheme
adequately reimburses local government for costs associated with the delivery of child welfare
services which includes the provision of services and level of services mandated under current
law.” DSS’s comments regarding specific test claim activities will be addressed in the analysis
below.

COMMISSION FINDINGS

The courts have found that article XIII B, section 6, of the California Constitution® recognizes
the state constitutional restrictions on the powers of local government to tax and spend.” “Its

4 Article XIII B, section 6, subdivision (a), provides: (a) Whenever the Legislature or any state
agency mandates a new program or higher level of service on any local government, the state
shall provide a subvention of funds to reimburse that local government for the costs of the
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purpose is to preclude the state from shifting financial responsibility for carrying out
governmental functions to local agencies, which are ‘ill equipped’ to assume increased financial
responsibilities because of the taxing and spending limitations that articles XIII A and XIII B
impose.”® A test claim statute or executive order may impose a reimbursable state-mandated
program if it orders or commands a local agency or school district to engage in an activity or
task.” In addition, the required activity or task must be new, constituting a “new program,” or it
must create a “higher level of service” over the previously required level of service.

The courts have defined a “program” subject to article XIII B, section 6, of the California
Constitution, as one that carries out the governmental function of providing public services, or a
law that imposes unique requirements on local agencies or school districts to implement a state
policy, but does not apply generally to all residents and entities in the state.” To determine if the
program is new or imposes a higher level of service, the test claim statutes and executive orders
must be compared with the legal requirements in effect immediately before the enactment.'” A
“higher level of service” occurs when the new “requirements were intended to provide an
enhanced service to the public.”"!

Finally, the newly required activity or increased level of service must impose costs mandated by
the state.”

The Commission is vested with exclusive authority to adjudicate disputes over the existence of
state-mandated programs within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6. In making its

program or increased level of service, except that the Legislature may, but need not, provide a
subvention of funds for the following mandates: (1) Legislative mandates requested by the local
agency affected. (2) Legislation defining a new crime or changing an existing definition of a
crime. (3) Legislative mandates enacted prior to January 1, 1975, or executive orders or
regulations initially implementing legislation enacted prior to January 1, 1975.

> Department of Finance v. Commission on State Mandates (Kern High School Dist.) (2003) 30
Cal.4th 727, 735.

® County of San Diego v. State of California (1997) 15 Cal.4th 68, 81,
" Long Beach Unified School Dist. v. State of California (1990) 225 Cal.App.3d 155, 174.

8 San Diego Unified School Dist. v. Commission on State Mandates (2004) 33 Cal.4th 859, 878,
(San Diego Unified School Dist.); Lucia Mar Unified School Dist. v. Honig (1988) 44 Cal.3d
830, 835 (Lucia Mar).

? San Diego Unified School Dist., supra, 33 Cal.4th 859, 874-875 (reaffirming the test set out in
County of Los Angeles v. State of California (1987) 43 Cal.3d 46, 56; see also Lucia Mar, supra,
44 Cal.3d 830, 835.)

1 San Diego Unified School Dist., supra, 33 Cal.4th 859, 878; Lucia Mar, supra, 44 Cal.3d 830,
835.

" San Diego Unified School Dist., supra, 33 Cal.4th 859, 878.

12 County of Fresno v. State of California (1991) 53 Cal.3d 482, 487; County of Sonoma v.
Commission on State Mandates (2000) 84 Cal.App.4th 1265, 1284 (County of Sonomay;
Government Code sections 17514 and 17556.

12 Statement of Decision
ICAN (00-TC-22)

21



decisions, the Commission must strictly construe article XIII B, section 6, and not apply it as an

“equitable remedy to cure the perceived unfairness resulting from political decisions on funding
e ald

priorities.

Issue 1: What is the scope of the Commission’s jurisdiction on this test claim?

DOF challenged the sufficiency of the test claim pleadings in their comments filed December 10,
2001. Government Code section 17551 requires the Commission to hear and decide upon a
claim by a local agency or school district that the claimant is entitled to reimbursement pursuant
to article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution. Government Code section 17521
defines the test claim as the first claim filed with the Commission alleging that a particular
statute or executive order imposes costs mandated by the state. Thus, the Government Code
gives the Commission jurisdiction only over those statutes or executive orders pled by the
claimant in the test claim. At the time of the test claim filing on June 29, 2001, section 1183,
subdivlission (e), of the Commission regulations required the following content for an acceptable
filing:

All test claims, or amendments thereto, shall be filed on a form provided by the
commission [and] shall contain at least the following elements and documents:

(1) A copy of the statute or executive order alleged to contain or impact the
mandate. The specific sections of chaptered bill or executive order alleged must
be identified.

The regulation also required copies of all “relevant portions of” law and “[t]he specific chapters,
articles, sections, or page numbers must be identified,” as well as a detailed narrative describing
the prior law and the new program or higher level of service alleged.

The test claim cover pages list “Penal Code Part 4, Title 1, Chapter 2, Article 2.5: The Child
Abuse and Neglect Report Act, as Specified, and as Added or Amended by Chapter 1071,
Statutes of 1980 and Subsequent Statutes, Including Penal Code Section 11168, and as Including
Former Penal Code Section 11161.7, Amended by Chapter 958, Statutes of 1977.” The title
pages also include specific references to three regulations and two state forms, pled as executive
orders.

The Commission identifies specific allegations in the test claim narrative or in the claimant’s
rebuttal comments filed February 15, 2002, regarding Penal Code sections 11165.1, 11165.2,
11165.3,11165.4, 11165.5, 11165.6, 11165.7, 11165.9, 11165.12, 11166, 11166.2, 11166.9,
11168, 11169, and 11170, as added or amended by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071, through
amendments by Statutes 2001, chapter 916. The test claim allegations also include former Penal
Code section 11161.7, as amended by Statutes 1977, chapter 958, as it was later incorporated
into Penal Code section 11168. The claim alleges reimbursable costs are imposed on the county
Department of Children and Family Services, the District Attorney’s Office, and the Sheriff’s

1 Kinlaw v. State of California (1991) 54 Cal.3d 326, 331-334; Government Code sections
17551 and 17552,

1 County of Sonoma, supra, 84 Cal.App.4th 1265, 1280, citing City of San Jose v. State of
California (1996) 45 Cal. App.4th 1802, 1817.

1> The required contents of a test claim are now codified at Government Code section 17553.
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Department. The Commission takes jurisdiction over these statutes and code sections, along
with the executive orders pled, and these will be analyzed below for the imposition of a
reimbursable state mandated program.

In addition, San Bernardino Community College District filed interested party comments on the
draft staff analysis on September 7, 2007, requesting that the test claim findings be made for the
legal requirements “for all police departments and law enforcement agencies, and not exclude
school district police departments without a compelling reason.” On December 5, 2007, a
request was received from DOF to postpone the hearing on ICAN until a final decision is reached
in Department of Finance v. Commission on State Mandates, [California Court of Appeal Case
No. C056833 (POBOR)]. In order to allow the County of Los Angeles claim to move forward
on the December 6, 2007 hearing agenda, the test claim statutes and executive orders pled in
00-TC-22, as they may apply to other types of local governmental entities, were severed and
consolidated with another pending test claim, Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting, 01-TC-21,
filed by the San Bernardino Community College District. Therefore, this statement of decision is
limited to findings for cities and counties.

Issue 2: Do the test claim statutes and executive orders mandate a new program or
higher level of service on cities and counties within the meaning of article
XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution?

A test claim statute or executive order mandates a new program or higher level of service within
an existing program when it compels a local agency or school district to perform activities not
previously required, or when legislation requires that costs previously borne by the state are now
to be paid by local government.'® Thus, in order for a statute to be subject to article XIII B,
section 6 of the California Constitution, the statutory language must order or command that local
governmental agencies perform an activity or task, or result in “a transfer by the Legislature from
the State to cities, counties, cities and counties, or special districts of complete or partial financial
responsibility for a required program for which the State previously had complete or partial
financial responsibility.”17

The test claim allegations will be analyzed by areas of activities, as follows: (a) mandated
reporting of child abuse and neglect (b) distributing the Suspected Child Abuse Report Form;

(c) reporting between local departments; (d) investigation of suspected child abuse, and reporting
to and from the state Department of Justice; (e) notifications following reports to the Child
Abuse Central Index; and (f) record retention. The prior law in each area will be identified.

(A) Mandated Reporting of Child Abuse and Neglect
Penal Code Section 11166, Subdivision (a).

Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (a), as pled, provides that “a mandated reporter shall
make a report to an agency specified in Section 11165.9 whenever the mandated reporter, in his

1 Lucia Mar Unified School Dist., supra, 44 Cal.3d 830, 836.
'7 California Constitution, article XIII B, section 6, subdivision (c).

'8 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 433, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
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or her professional capacity or within the scope of his or her employment, has knowledge of or
observes a child whom the mandated reporter knows or reasonably suspects has been the victim
of child abuse or neglect. The mandated reporter shall make a report to the agency immediately
or as soon as is practicably possible by telephone and the mandated reporter shall prepare and
send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident.” Penal Code section 11165.9 requires reports be made “to any police department,
sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated by the county to receive
mandated reports, or the county welfare department. It does not include a school district police or
security department.”

Mandated child abuse reporting has been part of California law since 1963, when Penal Code
section 11161.5 was first added. Former Penal Code section 11161.5, as amended by Statutes
1974, chapter 348, required specified medical professionals, public and private school officials
and teachers, daycare workers, summer camp administrators, and social workers to report on
observed non-accidental injuries or apparent sexual molest, by making a report by telephone and
in writing to local law enforcement and juvenile probation departments, or county welfare or
health departments. The code section began:

(a) In any case in which a minor is brought to a physician and surgeon, dentist,
resident, intern, podiatrist, chiropractor, or religious practitioner for diagnosis,
examination or treatment, or is under his charge or care, or in any case in which a
minor is observed by any registered nurse when in the employ of a public health
agency, school, or school district and when no physician and surgeon, resident, or
intern is present, by any superintendent, any supervisor of child welfare and
attendance, or any certificated pupil personnel employee of any public or private
school system or any principal of any public or private school, by any teacher of
any public or private school, by any licensed day care worker, by an administrator
of a public or private summer day camp or child care center, or by any social
worker, and it appears to the [reporting party] from observation of the minor that
the minor has physical injury or injuries which appear to have been inflicted upon
him by other than accidental means by any person, that the minor has been
sexually molested, or that any injury prohibited by the terms of Section 273a has
been inflicted upon the minor, he shall report such fact by telephone and in
writing, within 36 hours, to both the local police authority having jurisdiction and
to the juvenile probation department;'® or in the alternative, either to the county
welfare department, or to the county health department. The report shall state, if
known, the name of the minor, his whereabouts and the character and extent of
the injuries or molestation.

The list of “mandated reporters,” as they are now called, has grown since 1975. The detailed list,
now found at Penal Code section 11165.7,%° includes all of the original reporters and now also

chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.

19 Subdivision (b) provided that reports that would otherwise be made to a county probation
department are instead made to the county welfare department under specific circumstances.

29 Added by Statutes 2000, chapter 916.
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includes: teacher’s aides and other classified school employees; county office of education
employees whose employment requires regular child contact; licensing workers; peace officers
and other police or sheriff employees; firefighters; therapists; medical examiners; animal control
officers; film processors; clergy and others.

The Commission finds that the duties alleged are not required of local entities, but of mandated
reporters as individual citizens. The statutory scheme requires duties of individuals, identified
by either their profession or their employer, but the duties are not being performed on behalf of
the employer or for the benefit of the employer, nor are they required by law to be performed
using the employer’s resources. Penal Code section 11166 also includes the following provision,
criminalizing the failure of mandated reporters to report child abuse or neglect:*!

Any mandated reporter who fails to report an incident of known or reasonably
suspected child abuse or neglect as required by this section is guilty of a
misdemeanor punishable by up to six months confinement in a county jail or by a
fine of one thousand dollars ($1,000) or by both that fine and punishment.

Failure to make an initial telephone report, followed by preparation and submission of a written
report within 36 hours, on a form designated by the Department of Justice, subjects the mandated
reporter to criminal liability. This criminal penalty applies to mandated reporters as individuals
and does not extend to their employers. In addition, under Penal Code section 11172, mandated
reporters are granted immunity as individuals for any reports they make: “No mandated reporter
shall be civilly or criminally liable for any report required or authorized by this article, and this
immunity shall apply even if the mandated reporter acquired the knowledge or reasonable
suspicion of child abuse or neglect outside of his or her professional capacity or outside the
scope of his or her employment.” [Emphasis added.] Therefore, the Commission finds that the
duties are required of mandated reporters as individuals, and Penal Code section 11166,
subdivision (a), does not mandate a new program or higher level of service on local governments
for the activities required of mandated reporters.

Definitions of Child Abuse and Neglect: Penal Code Sections 11165.1, 11165.2, 11163.3,
111654, 11165.5, and 11165.6:

Penal Code section 11165.6,% as pled, defines “child abuse” as “a physical injury that is inflicted
by other than accidental means on a child by another person.” The code section also defines the
term “child abuse or neglect” as including the statutory definitions of sexual abuse

(§ 11165.1%), neglect (§ 11 165.2*%), willful cruelty or unjustifiable punishment (§ 11 165.3%),

*! This provision was moved to Penal Code section 11166 by Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Prior
to that, the misdemeanor provision was found at section 11172, as added by Statutes 1980,
chapter 1071.

22 As repealed and reenacted by Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

2 Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459; amended by Statutes 1997, chapter 83 and Statutes
2000, chapter 287. Derived from former Penal Code section 11165 and 11165.3.

% Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459. Derived from former Penal Code section 11165.
25 Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459,
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unlawful corporal punishment or injury (§ 11 165.4%%), and abuse or neglect in out-of-home care
(§ 11165.5%).

The test claim alleges that all of the statutory definitions of abuse and neglect in the Child Abuse
and Neglect Reporting Act result in a reimbursable state-mandated program. While the
definitional code sections alone do not require any activities, they do require analysis to
determine if, in conjunction with the other test claim statutes, they mandate a new program or
higher level of service by increasing the “scope of child abuse and neglect that is initially
reported to child protective services,””® as suggested by the claimant.

Former Penal Code section 11161.5 mandated child abuse reporting when “the minor has
physical injury or injuries which appear to have been inflicted upon him by other than accidental
means by any person, that the minor has been sexually molested, or that any injury prohibited by
the terms of Section 273a has been inflicted upon the minor.” The prior law of Penal Code
section 273a% follows:

(1) Any person who, under circumstances or conditions likely to produce great
bodily harm or death, willfully causes or permits any child to suffer, or inflicts
thereon unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering, or having the care or
custody of any child, willfully causes or permits the person or health of such child
to be injured, or willfully causes or permits such child to be placed in such
situation that its person or health is endangered, is punishable by imprisonment in
the county jail not exceeding 1 year, or in the state prison for not less than 1 year
nor more than 10 years.

(2) Any person who, under circumstances or conditions other than those likely to
produce great bodily harm or death, willfully causes or permits any child to

suffer, or inflicts thereon unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering, or having
the care or custody of any child, willfully causes or permits the person or health of
such child to be injured, or willfully causes or permits such child to be placed in
such situation that its person or health may be endangered, is guilty of a
misdemeanor.

The Commission finds that the definition of child abuse and neglect found in prior law was very
broad, and required mandated child abuse reporting of physical and sexual abuse, as well as non-
accidental acts by any person which could cause mental suffering or physical injury. Prior law

% Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459; amended by Statutes 1988, chapter 39, and Statutes
1993, chapter 346.

27 Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459; amended by Statutes 1988, chapter 39, Statutes 1993,
chapter 346, and Statutes 2000, chapter 916. The cross-reference to section 11165.5 was
removed from section 11165.6 by Statutes 2001, chapter 133.

2% Test Claim Filing, page 13.

¥ Added by Statutes 1905, chapter 568; amended by Statutes 1963, chapter 783, and
Statutes 1965, chapter 697. The section has since had the penalties amended, but the description
of the basic crime of child abuse and neglect remains good law at Penal Code section 273a.
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also required mandated reporting of situations that injured the health or may endanger the health
of the child, caused or permitted by any person.

The Commission finds these sweeping descriptions of reportable child abuse and neglect under
prior law encompass every part of the statutory definitions of child abuse and neglect, as pled.
Even though the definitions have been rewritten, in Williams v. Garcetti (1993) 5 Cal.4th 561,
568, the Court stated a fundamental rule of statutory construction: “‘Where changes have been
introduced to a statute by amendment it must be assumed the changes have a purpose ....” ”
[Citation omitted.] That purpose is not necessarily to change the law. *While an intention to
change the law is usually inferred from a material change in the language of the statute
[citations], a consideration of the surrounding circumstances may indicate, on the other hand,
that the amendment was merely the result of a legislative attempt to clarify the true meaning of
the statute.”” The Commission finds that the same acts of abuse or neglect that are reportable
under the test claim statutes were reportable offenses under pre-1975 law.

Penal Code section 11165.1 provides that “sexual abuse,” for purposes of child abuse reporting,
includes “sexual assault” or “sexual exploitation,” which are further defined. Sexual assault
includes all criminal acts of sexual contact involving a minor, and sexual exploitation refers to
matters depicting, or acts involving, a minor and “obscene sexual conduct.” Prior law required
reporting of “sexual molestation,” as well as “unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering.”

“Sexual molestation” is not a defined term in the Penal Code. However, former Penal Code
section 647a, now section 647.6, criminalizes actions of anyone “who annoys or molests any
child under the age of 18.” In a case regularly cited to define “annoy or molest,” People v.
Carskaddon (1957) 49 Cal.2d 423, 425-426, the California Supreme Court found that:

The primary purpose of the above statute is the ‘protection of children from
interference by sexual offenders, and the apprehension, segregation and
punishment of the latter.” (People v. Moore, supra, 137 Cal.App.2d 197, 199;
People v. Pallares, 112 Cal.App.2d Supp. 895, 900 [246 P.2d 173].) The words
‘annoy’ and ‘molest’ are synonymously used (Words and Phrases, perm. ed., vol.
27, ‘molest’); they generally refer to conduct designed ‘to disturb or irritate, esp.
by continued or repeated acts’ or ‘to offend’ (Webster’s New Inter. Dict., 2d ed.);
and as used in this statute, they ordinarily relate to ‘offenses against children,
[with] a connotation of abnormal sexual motivation on the part of the offender.’
(People v. Pallares, supra, p. 901.) Ordinarily, the annoyance or molestation
which is forbidden is ‘not concerned with the state of mind of the child’ but it is
‘the objectionable acts of defendant which constitute the offense,” and if his
conduct is ‘so lewd or obscene that the normal person would unhesitatingly be
irritated by it, such conduct would ‘annoy or molest’ within the purview of” the
statute. (People v. McNair, 130 Cal.App.2d 696, 697-698 [279 P.2d 800].)

By use of the general term “sexual molestation” in prior law, rather than specifying sexual
assault, incest, prostitution, or any of the numerous Penal Code provisions involving sexual
crimes, the statute required mandated child abuse reporting whenever there was evidence of
“offenses against children, [with] a connotation of abnormal sexual motivation.” Thus, sexual
abuse was a reportable offense under prior law, as under the definition at Penal Code

section 11165.1.
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Penal Code section 11165.2 specifies that “neglect,” as used in the Child Abuse and Neglect
Reporting Act, includes situations “where any person having care or custody of a child willfully
causes or permits the person or health of the child to be placed in a situation such that his or her
person or health is endangered,” “including the intentional failure of the person having care or
custody of a child to provide adequate food, clothing, shelter, or medical care.” Not providing
adequate food, clothing, shelter, or medical care is tantamount to placing a child “in such
situation that its person or health may be endangered,” as described in prior law, above. Thus the
same circumstances of neglect were reportable under prior law, as under the definition pled.

The prior definition of child abuse included situations where “[a]ny person ... willfully causes or
permits any child to suffer, or inflicts thereon unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering.”
The current definition of “willful cruelty or unjustifiable punishment of a child,” found at Penal
Code section 11165.3 carries over the language of Penal Code section 273a, without
distinguishing between the misdemeanor and felony standards.™

The definition of unlawful corporal punishment or injury, found at Penal Code section 11165.4,
as pled, prohibits “any cruel or inhuman corporal punishment or injury resulting in a traumatic
condition.” Again, prior law required reporting of any non-accidental injuries, “willful cruelty,”
and “unjustifiable physical pain or mental suffering,” which encompasses all of the factors
described in the definition for reportable “unlawful corporal punishment or injury.” The current
law also excludes reporting of self-defense and reasonable force when used by a peace officer or
school official against a child, within the scope of employment. This exception actually narrows
the scope of child abuse reporting when compared to prior law.

Penal Code section 11165.5 defines “abuse or neglect in out-of-home care” as all of the
previously described definitions of abuse and neglect, “where the person responsible for the
child’s welfare is a licensee, administrator, or employee of any facility licensed to care for
children, or an administrator or employee of a public or private school or other institution or
agency.” Prior law required reporting of abuse by “any person,” and neglect by anyone who had
a role in the care of the child.*’ Thus any abuse reportable under section 11165.5, would have
been reportable under prior law, as detailed above. As further evidence of this redundancy,
Statutes 2001, chapter 133, effective July 31, 2001, removed the reference to “abuse or neglect in
out-of-home care” from the general definition of “child abuse and neglect” at Penal Code section
11165.6.

Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code sections 11165.1, 11165.2, 11165.3, 11165.4,
11165.5, and 11165.6, do not mandate a new program or higher level of service by increasing the
scope of child abuse and neglect reporting.

30 Penal Code section 273a distinguishes between those “circumstances or conditions likely to
produce great bodily harm or death” (felony), and those that are not (misdemeanor).

31 People v. Toney (1999) 76 Cal.App.4th 618, 621-622: “No special meaning attaches to this
language [care or custody] “beyond the plain meaning of the terms themselves. The terms ‘care
or custody’ do not imply a familial relationship but only a willingness to assume duties
correspondent to the role of a caregiver.” (People v. Cochran (1998) 62 Cal.App.4th 826, 832,
73 Cal.Rptr.2d 257.)”
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Penal Code Section 11165.7:

The claimant also requests reimbursement for training mandated reporters. The test claim filing,
at page 43, makes the following allegation (all brackets are in the claimant’s original text):

Mandated reporters [Section 11165.7] report child abuse [as defined in Section
11165.6] that is suspected [Section 11166(a)] and such reporters are required to
undergo training in accordance with Section 11165.7 subdivisions (c) and (d):

“(¢) Training in the duties imposed by this article shall include training in
child abuse identification and training in child abuse reporting. As part of
that training, school districts shall provide to all employees being trained a
written copy of the reporting requirements and a written disclosure of the
employees’ confidentiality rights.

(d) School districts that do not train the employees specified in subdivision
(a) in the duties of child care custodians under the child abuse reporting
laws shall report to the State Department of Education the reasons why
this training is not provided.”

Claimant’s quote of Penal Code section 11165.7,* subdivisions (c) and (d) is accurate, as
amended by Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Penal Code section 11165.7, subdivision (a), is the list
of professions that are mandated reporters; subdivision (b), as pled, provided that volunteers who
work with children “are encouraged to obtain training in the identification and reporting of child
abuse.”

The specific language regarding training in the test claim statute refers to school districts. 3 A
separate test claim was filed for training activities on this same code section by San Bernardino
Community College District on behalf of school districts. This will be heard by the Commission
at a separate hearing: Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting (01-TC-21). The analysis for Penal
Code section 11165.7 in this test claim is limited to cities and counties.

32 Added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459; amended by Statutes 1991, chapter 132, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, and Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

33 Although this is addressed in more detail in the 01-TC-21 test claim, some history of Penal
Code section 11165.7 is helpful to put the training language into legislative context. Prior to
amendment by Statutes 2000, chapter 916, subdivision (a) did not provide the complete list of
mandated reporters, but instead defined the term “child care custodian” for the purposes of the
Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act. The definition provided that a “child care custodian”
included “an instructional aide, a teacher’s aide, or a teacher’s assistant employed by any public
or private school, who has been trained in the duties imposed by this article, if the school district
has so warranted to the State Department of Education; [and] a classified employee of any public
school who has been trained in the duties imposed by this article, if the school has so warranted
to the State Department of Education.” All other categories of “child care custodian” defined in
former Penal Code section 11165.7, including teachers, child care providers, social workers, and
many others, were not dependent on whether the individual had received training on being a
mandated reporter.
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The Commission finds, based on the plain meaning of the statute,* that there is no express duty
in the test claim statute for local agencies, as employers or otherwise, to provide training to
mandated reporters in child abuse identification and reporting. Rather, as described in Planned
Parenthood, supra, 181 Cal.App.3d 245, 259, at footnote 4: “[t]he Legislature has enacted
numerous provisions to ensure these occupational categories [mandated reporters] receive the
necessary training in child abuse detection. (See, e.g., Bus. & Prof. Code, §§ 28, 2089, 2091.)”
So, while the Business and Professions Code requires that specific professionals, including
psychologists, clinical social workers, marriage and family therapists, physicians, and surgeons,
receive training on mandated child abuse reporting as part of their initial licensing and
continuing education requirements, the training is not required to be provided by local agency
employers pursuant to the test claim statutes.” Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code
section 11165.7, subdivisions (c¢) and (d), does not mandate a new program or higher level of
service on local agencies for training mandated reporters.

(B) Distributing the Suspected Child Abuse Report Form:

Penal Code Section 11168, Including Former Penal Code Section 11161.7, and the
“Suspected Child Abuse Report” Form SS 8572

Penal Code section 11161.7 was added by Statutes 1974, chapter 836, and required DOJ to issue
an optional form, for use by medical professionals to report suspected child abuse. Then,
Statutes 1977, chapter 958, one of the test claim statutes, amended section 11161.7 and for the
first time required a mandatory reporting form to be adopted by DOJ, to be distributed by county
welfare departments.

The 1980 reenactment of the child abuse reporting laws moved the provision to Penal Code
section 11168,* which now requires:

The written reports required by Section 11166 shall be submitted on forms
adopted by the Department of Justice after consultation with representatives of the
various professional medical associations and hospital associations and county
probation or welfare departments. Those forms shall be distributed by the
agencies specified in Section 11165.9.

34 “If the terms of the statute are unambiguous, the court presumes the lawmakers meant what
they said, and the plain meaning of the language governs.” (Estate of Griswold (2001)
25 Cal.4th 904, 911.)

3> The activity of training on the requirements of the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act, is
one that, while not explicitly required by the plain language of the statute, may be found to be
one “of the most reasonable methods of complying with the mandate” during the parameters and
guidelines part of the test claim process. California Code of Regulations, title 2, section 1183.1,
subdivision (a)(4), requires the parameters and guidelines to contain a description of the
reimbursable activities, including “those methods not specified in statute or executive order that
are necessary to carry out the mandated program.”

% As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071 and amended by Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Derived
from former Penal Code section 11161.7, added by Statutes 1974, chapter 836, and amended by
Statutes 1977, chapter 958.
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The Commission finds that agencies specified in section 11165.9 did not have a duty to distribute
the state-issued “Suspected Child Abuse Report” (Form SS 8572), or any other child abuse
reporting form, prior to Statutes 1977, chapter 958. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal
Code section 11168, as pled, mandates a new program or higher level of service, as follows:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

¢ Distribute the child abuse reporting form adopted by the Department of Justice (currently
known as the “Suspected Child Abuse Report” Form SS 8572) to mandated reporters.

(C) Reporting Between Local Departments

Accepting and Referring Initial Child Abuse Reports when a Department Lacks Jurisdiction:
Penal Code Section 11165.9:

Penal Code section 11165.9,%7 as pled, requires:

Reports of suspected child abuse or neglect shall be made by mandated reporters
to any police department, sheriff’s department, county probation department if
designated by the county to receive mandated reports, or the county welfare
department. It does not include a school district police or security department.
Any of those agencies shall accept a report of suspected child abuse or neglect
whether offered by a mandated reporter or another person, or referral by another
agency, even if the agency to whom the report is being made lacks subject matter
or geographical jurisdiction to investigate the reported case, unless the agency can
immediately electronically transfer the call to an agency with proper jurisdiction.
When an agency takes a report about a case of suspected child abuse or neglect in
which that agency lacks jurisdiction, the agency shall immediately refer the case
by telephone, fax, or electronic transmission to an agency with proper jurisdiction.

As discussed above, the prior law of Penal Code section 11161.5, subdivision (a), required the

mandated reporters to report child abuse “by telephone and in writing, within 36 hours, to both
the local police authority having jurisdiction and to the juvenile probation department; or in the
alternative, either to the county welfare department, or to the county health department.”

Thus, police, sheriff’s, probation, and county health and welfare departments were required to
accept mandated child abuse reports under prior law;*® however, one aspect of Penal Code
section 11165.9 creates a new duty. Now, local police, sheriff’s, probation or county welfare
departments, even when they lack jurisdiction over the reported incident “shall accept a report of
suspected child abuse or neglect whether offered by a mandated reporter or another person, or
referral by another agency” unless they take action to immediately transfer the telephone call to
the proper agency. Otherwise, they must accept the report, and then forward it “immediately” by
telephone, fax or electronic transmission to the proper agency. Prior law placed the burden
solely on the mandated reporter to file the report with an agency with proper jurisdiction. With
the change made by Statutes 2000, chapter 916, a local police, sheriff’s, probation or county
welfare department with improper jurisdiction must take affirmative steps to accept and refer a

37 As added by Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Derived from former Penal Code section 11165.

3% Former Penal Code section 11161.5, subdivision (a).
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child abuse report, rather than simply telling a caller that they have contacted the wrong
department. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11165.9, as added by
Statutes 2000, chapter 916, mandates a new program or higher level of service, as follows:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Transfer a call electronically or immediately refer the case by telephone, fax, or
electronic transmission, to an agency with proper jurisdiction, whenever the department
lacks subject matter or geographical jurisdiction over an incoming report of suspected
child abuse or neglect.

Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from County Welfare and Probation
Departments to the Law Enforcement Agency with Jurisdiction and the District Attorney’s

Office:
Penal Code Section 11166, Subdivision (h):>’

Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (h), as pled, requires reporting from the county probation
or welfare departments to the law enforcement agency with jurisdiction, and to the district
attorney’s office. The law requires county welfare or probation departments to report by
telephone, fax or electronic transmission “every known or suspected instance of child abuse or
neglect” to the law enforcement agency with jurisdiction, the local agency responsible for
investigation of Welfare and Institutions Code section 300 cases (such as a child protective
services department), and to the district attorney’s office. There is an exception to reporting
cases to law enforcement and the district attorney when they only involve general neglect, or an
inability to provide “regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse.” If an initial telephone
report is made, a written report by mail, fax or electronic transmission must follow within 36
hours.

Statutes 2000, chapter 916, operative January 1, 2001, modified the reporting requirements by
allowing the initial reports to be made by fax or electronic means, rather than initially by
telephone. Thus, there is now the option of meeting the mandate requirements in a single step if
the initial report is made by fax or electronic transmission. Statutes 2005, chapter 713, operative
January 1, 2006, following the filing of the test claim, made the same change for reports from
law enforcement agencies. This statute also re-lettered the subdivisions from (h) to (j).

The prior law of former section 11161.5, subdivision (a), required “cross-reporting” by county
welfare or health departments to the local police authority with jurisdiction and juvenile
probation departments, as follows:

Whenever it is brought to the attention of a director of a county welfare
department or health department that a minor has physical injury or injuries which
appear to have been inflicted upon him by other than accidental means by any
person, that a minor has been sexually molested, or that any injury prohibited by
the terms of Section 273a has been inflicted upon a minor, he shall file a report

3 Subsequent amendments (not pled) re-lettered subdivision (h). The subdivision is now lettered
(j). For consistency with the pleadings, the subdivision will be referred to as (h) in the
discussion.
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without delay with the local police authority having jurisdiction and to the
juvenile probation department as provided in this section.

Thus, prior law did require county welfare departments to file a report of suspected child abuse
or neglect “with the local police authority with jurisdiction,” “without delay.”® However, all of
the other local child abuse cross-reporting duties were added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071, or
in later amendments.

The Commission finds that Penal Code section 11166*' mandates a new program or higher level
of service on county probation and welfare departments for the following activities, as of the
beginning of the reimbursement period, July 1, 1999:

A county probation department shall:

* Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the law
enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the case, to the agency given the
responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and Institutions
Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child
abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions coming within
subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section 11165.13 based
on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to provide the child
with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be reported only to the
county welfare department.

¢ Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours.

A county welfare department shall:

¢ Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
the responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and
Institutions Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance
of child abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions
coming within subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section
11165.13 based on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to

“* A common definition of the word “immediately,” which is used in the current statute, is
“without delay,” which is used in the prior law. (American Heritage Dict. (4th ed. 2000).)

I As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.
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provide the child with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be
reported only to the county welfare department.

This activity does not include making an initial report of child abuse and neglect from a
county welfare department to the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the
case, which was required under prior law to be made “without delay.”

e Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency, including the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over
the case, to which it is required to make a telephone report under this subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours.

Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from the Law Enforcement Agency to the
the County Welfare and Institutions Code Section 300 Agency, County Welfare, and the District
Attorney’s Office:

Penal Code Section 11166, Subdivision (i):*

Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (i) provides the requirement that law enforcement
agencies must relay known or suspected child abuse and neglect reports by telephone to the
Welfare and Institutions Code section 300 agency for the county, and to the district attorney’s
office, with an exception for reporting cases of general neglect to the district attorney. The law
enforcement agency must also cross-report to the county welfare department all reports of
suspected child abuse or neglect alleged to have occurred as a result of the action of a person
responsible for the child’s welfare. A written report by mail, fax or electronic transmission must
follow any telephone report within 36 hours.

Statutes 2000, chapter 916, operative January 1, 2001, modified the reporting requirements by
allowing the initial reports to be made by fax or electronic means, rather than initially by
telephone. Thus, there is now the option of meeting the mandate requirements in a single step if
the initial report is made by fax or electronic transmission. Statutes 2005, chapter 713, operative
January 1, 2006, following the filing of the test claim, made the same change for reports from
law enforcement agencies. This statute also re-lettered the subdivisions from (i) to (k).

The Commission finds that Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (i)** mandates a new program
or higher level of service on city and county law enforcement agencies for the following
activities, as of the beginning of the reimbursement period, July 1, 1999:

%2 Subsequent amendments (not pled) re-lettered subdivision (i). The subdivision is now lettered
(k). For consistency with the pleadings, the subdivision will be referred to as (i) in the
discussion.

B As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.
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A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

* Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
responsibility for investigation of cases under Welfare and Institutions Code section 300
and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child abuse
reported to it, except acts or omissions coming within Penal Code section 11165.2,
subdivision (b), which shall be reported only to the county welfare department.

* Report to the county welfare department every known or suspected instance of child
abuse reported to it which is alleged to have occurred as a result of the action of a person
responsible for the child’s welfare, or as the result of the failure of a person responsible
for the child’s welfare to adequately protect the minor from abuse when the person
responsible for the child’s welfare knew or reasonably should have known that the minor
was in danger of abuse.

¢ Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2006, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours.

Receipt of Cross-Reports by District Attorney’s Office:
Penal Code Section 11166, Subdivisions (h) and (i):

The claimant also alleges that Penal Code section 11166, by requiring cross-reporting of
suspected child abuse fo the district attorney, imposes a consequential “duty of the District
Attorney to receive, monitor or audit those reports.”** The activity of “receiving” the suspected
child abuse reports on the part of the district attorney is one that is implicit as a reciprocal duty in
response to the requirement that law enforcement, probation and county welfare departments
provide such reports. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11166 also
mandates a new program or higher level of service, as follows:

A district attorney’s office shall:

¢ Receive reports of every known or suspected instance of child abuse reported to law
enforcement, county probation or county welfare departments, except acts or omissions
of general neglect coming within Penal Code section 11165.2, subdivision (b).

The test claim includes a declaration from the Los Angeles County District Attorney’s Office,
stating that the agency “is required to audit each case so reported and ensure that, pursuant to the
test claim legislation, appropriate investigative agency’s reports are completed by these
agencies.” As described by the California Supreme Court in Dix v. Superior Court (1991) 53
Cal.3d 442, 451, “[t]he prosecutor ordinarily has sole discretion to determine whom to charge,
what charges to file and pursue, and what punishment to seek.” The test claim statutes have not
altered that level of independence, nor has the plain meaning of the test claim statutes required
any new duties of the district attorney’s office to monitor or audit the reports received. To the

“ Claimant’s February 15, 2002 Comments, page 14.
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extent that such follow-up activities are necessary, they are part of the prosecutor’s ordinary,
discretionary, duty to determine whom and what to charge, as described in the Dix case.

Therefore, the Commission finds that the activities of monitoring and auditing the suspected
child abuse reports, as alleged, are not required by the plain meaning of the test claim statutes,
and they do not mandate a new program or higher level of service upon the district attorney’s
office.

Reporting to Licensing Agencies:
Penal Code Section 11166.2:

Penal Code section 11166.2,* as pled, “any agency specified in Section 11165.9 shall
immediately or as soon as practically possible report by telephone to the appropriate licensing
agency” when suspected child abuse or neglect “occurs while the child is being cared for in a
child day care facility, involves a child day care licensed staff person, or occurs while the child is
under the supervision of a community care facility or involves a community care facility licensee
or staff person.” In addition, the reporting agency “shall also send, fax, or electronically transmit
a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information.” Finally, the reporting
“agency shall send the licensing agency a copy of its investigation report and any other pertinent
materials.”

Statutes 2001, chapter 133, operative July 31, 2001, following the filing of the test claim,
modified the reporting requirements by allowing agencies to make the initial reports by fax or
electronic means, rather than initially by telephone. Thus, reporting agencies now have the
option of meeting the mandate requirements in a single step if they make the initial report by fax
or electronic transmission.

No cross-reports were required to be made to community care licensing or other licensing
agencies under prior law. Therefore, the Commission finds Penal Code section 11166.2
mandates a new program or higher level of service, for the following new activity:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Report by telephone immediately or as soon as practically possible to the appropriate
licensing agency every known or suspected instance of child abuse or neglect when the
instance of abuse or neglect occurs while the child is being cared for in a child day care
facility, involves a child day care licensed staff person, or occurs while the child is under
the supervision of a community care facility or involves a community care facility
licensee or staff person. The agency shall also send, fax, or electronically transmit a
written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision. The agency shall send the licensing agency a copy of its investigation report
and any other pertinent materials.

As of July 31, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission, instead
of by telephone, and will satisty the requirement for a written report within 36 hours.

* As added by Statutes 1985, chapter 1598 and amended by Statutes 1987, chapter 531; Statutes
1988, chapter 269; Statutes 1990, chapter 650; and Statutes 2000, chapter 916.
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Additional Cross-Reporting in Cases of Child Death:
Penal Code Section 11166.9, Subdivisions (k) and (1):

Claimant also alleges in comments filed on February 15, 2002, at page 17, that new activities
were required when Penal Code section 11166.9 was amended by Statutes 1999, chapter 1012,
adding subdivisions (k) and (1).*¢ Previously the code section addressed the statewide effort to
identify and address issues related to child deaths, but did not require any mandatory activities of
local government.

With the amendment by Statutes 1999, chapter 1012, Penal Code section 11166.9, subdivision
(k) requires “Law enforcement and child welfare agencies shall cross-report all cases of child
death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect whether or not the deceased child has any
known surviving siblings.”

In addition, pursuant to subdivision (1), the county child welfare department must also create a
record in a state reporting system regarding the case of a child death. Therefore, the Commission
finds that Penal Code section 11166.9, subdivisions (k) and (1), mandates a new program or
higher level of service, for the following new activities:

A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

* Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
the county child welfare agency.

A county welfare department shall:

e Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
law enforcement.

e Create a record in the Child Welfare Services/Case Management System (CWS/CMS) on
all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect.

¢ Enter information into the CWS/CMS upon notification that the death was subsequently
determined not to be related to child abuse or neglect.

%6 As added by Statutes 1992, chapter 844 and amended by Statutes 1995, chapter 539; Statutes
1997, chapter 842; Statutes 1999, chapter 1012; Statutes 2000, chapter 916. This code section
has since been renumbered Penal Code section 11174.34, by Statutes 2004, chapter 842, without
amending the text. For consistency with the pleadings, the section will be referred to as 11166.9
in the discussion.
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(D) Investigation of Suspected Child Abuse, and Reporting to and from the
State Department of Justice

Penal Code Sections 11165.12, 11166, Subdivision (a), 11169, Subdivision (a), and 11170, and
the Automated Child Abuse Reporting System (ACAS): California Code of Regulations, Title 11,
Sections 901, 902, and 903; and the 'Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583:

Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (a),"’ as pled, requires “[a]n agency specified in section
11165.9,” to forward a written report to DOJ, by mail, fax or electronic transmission “of every
case it investigates of known or suspected child abuse or neglect which is determined not to be
unfounded,” other than cases of general neglect. The reports are required to be in a form
approved by DOJ.

Penal Code section 11165.12*% provides the definitions of unfounded, substantiated and
inconclusive reports. Each requires a determination “by the investigator who conducted the
investigation.” Unfounded reports -- those which have been found following an active
investigation to be false, inherently improbable, the result of an accidental injury, or otherwise
not satisfying the statutory definition of child abuse and neglect -- are not to be reported to DOJ.
Thus, only substantiated and inconclusive reports are to be forwarded to DOJ, pursuant to section
11169, subdivision (a), as described above.

California Code of Regulations, title 11, section 901, provides definitions for the Automated
Child Abuse System, or ACAS. Section 902 states the purpose of ACAS “as the index of
investigated reports of suspected child abuse received,” and is a reference file “used to refer
authorized individuals or entities to the underlying child abuse investigative files maintained at
the reporting CPA.”* The Commission finds that California Code of Regulations, title 11,
sections 901 or 902, do not require any activities that are not otherwise described in statute, and
thus do not mandate a new program or higher level of service.

Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (a) provides that “[t]he reports required by this section
shall be in a form approved by the Department of Justice and may be sent by fax or electronic
transmission.” California Code of Regulations, title 11, section 903, designates the current form
SS 8583 as “the standard reporting form for submitting summary reports of child abuse to DOJ,”
and describes mandatory information which must be included on the form “in order for it to be
considered a “retainable report” by DOJ and entered into ACAS.”

The prior law, former Penal Code section 11161.5, subdivision (a), required all written child
abuse reports received by the police to be forwarded to the state, as follows:

7 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071 and amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1497, Statutes 1997, chapter 842, and
Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

“® As added by Statutes 1987, chapter 1459 and amended by Statutes 1990, chapter 1330,
Statutes 1997, chapter 842, and Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

¥ «CPA” refers to “child protective agency,” which is defined in California Code of Regulations,
title 11, section 901, subdivision (f), as referring back to the agencies listed in Penal Code
section 11165.9.
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Copies of all written reports received by the local police authority shall be
forwarded to the Department of Justice.

Thus, prior law only required a local police authority that received a written report of child abuse
to forward a copy of the report to the state, as received.

The claimant further alleges that “investigation” is newly required by the test claim statutes and
regulations, in order to complete Form SS 8583, pled as an executive order, for submittal to DOJ.
The state agencies dispute that investigation is a new activity. DSS, in comments filed
December 10, 2001, states: “Department staff believes that the requirement for the county
welfare department to conduct an independent investigation in response to allegations of abuse
and neglect is not a newly imposed duty.” Neither DSS nor DOF’s comments cite any provision
of law demonstrating that independent investigation of child abuse reports was required by prior
law.

Claimant correctly cites the 1999 Alejo v. City of Alhambra appellate court decision,*® in which
the court found that the duty to investigate reports of suspected child abuse and neglect is
mandatory. The Alejo case concerned a claim of “negligence per se” against the city and the
individual police officer for failing to investigate a report from a father that his three-year-old
son was being physically abused by the mother’s live-in boyfriend. The negligence per se
doctrine is used to litigate situations where a violation of a statute or regulation ultimately leads
to an injury of a type that the law was intended to prevent. In this case, the court found that the
police violated a statute that required the investigation of child abuse reports, which led to the
three-year-old child being further abused by the mother’s boyfriend. First, the court determined
that the police have no general duty to investigate individual reports of child abuse or neglect:

We acknowledge, as a general rule one has no duty to come to the aid of another.
(Williams v. State of California (1983) 34 Cal.3d 18, 23 [192 Cal Rptr. 233, 664
P.2d 137].) Accordingly, there is no duty owed by police to individual members
of the general public because “[a] law enforcement officer’s duty to protect the
citizenry is a general duty owed to the public as a whole.” (Von Batsch v.
American Dist. Telegraph Co. (1985) 175 Cal.App.3d 1111, 1121 [222 Cal.Rptr.
239].) Therefore, absent a special relationship or a statute creating a special duty,
the polsilce may not be held liable for their failure to provide protection. (Id. at p.
1122.)

Since the court determined that the police have a general duty to protect the public at large, but
not a duty to protect specific individuals in the absence of another statute, the opinion then
examines whether any specific statute was violated by the police for failing to investigate the
report of child abuse. The court determined that Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (a),
“creates such a duty.”?

As we read section 11166, subdivision (a), it imposes two mandatory duties on a
police officer who receives an account of child abuse.

% Alejo v. City of Alhambra (1999) 75 Cal.App.4th 1180.
>! Id. at page 1185.
> Ibid,
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Although section 11166, subdivision (a) does not use the term “investigate,” it
clearly envisions some investigation in order for an officer to determine whether
there is reasonable suspicion to support the child abuse allegation and to trigger
a report to the county welfare department and the district attorney under section
11166, subdivision (i) and to the Department of Justice under section 11169,
subdivision (a). The latter statute provides in relevant part: “A child protective
agency shall forward to the Department of Justice a report in writing of every case
it investigates of known or suspected child abuse which is determined not to be
unfounded .... A child protective agency shall not forward a report to the
Department of Justice unless it has conducted an active investigation and
determined that the report is not unfounded, as defined in Section 11165.12.” An
“unfounded” report is one “which is determined by a child protective agency
investigator to be false, to be inherently improbable, to involve an accidental
injury, or not to constitute child abuse, as defined in Section 11165.6.”

(§ 11165.12, subd. (a).) “Child abuse™ is defined in section 11165.6 as “a physical
injury which is inflicted by other than accidental means on a child by another
person.”

q..9

Contrary to the city’s position, the duty to investigate and report child abuse is
mandatory under section 11166, subdivision (a) if a reasonable person in Officer
Doe’s position would have suspected such abuse. The language of the statute,
prior cases and public policy all support this conclusion.>

Thus, the court finds that the test claim statutes do mandate investigation, and the Commission
must follow this statement of law when reaching its conclusions in this test claim. However, the
court was not examining the law from a mandates perspective, and made the finding based on
current law. For its purposes, the court had no need to determine whether the earlier versions of
the child abuse reporting law initially created the duty to investigate.

The investigation activity identified in the test claim is one that is necessary in order to complete
the state “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583. Penal Code section 11169,
subdivision (a), as added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071, and substantively amended by Statutes
1985, chapter 1598, provides that the “agency specified in Section 11165.9” must first conduct
an active investigation to determine whether the child abuse or severe neglect “report is not
unfounded” before sending a completed report form to the state.”® No earlier statutes required
any determination of the validity of a report of child abuse or neglect before completing a child
abuse investigative report form and forwarding it to the state. Therefore, the Commission finds
that an investigation sufficient to determine whether a report of suspected child abuse or neglect
is unfounded, substantiated, or inconclusive, as defined by Penal Code section 11165.12, is
newlysgnandated by Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (a), as described by the court in
Alejo.

>3 Id. at pages 1186-1187. [Emphasis added.]
> Penal Code section 11169,
55 Alejo v. City of Alhambra, supra, 75 Cal.App.4th 1180, 1186.
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The Commission finds that Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (a), the California Code of
Regulations, title 11, section 903, and the state “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS
8583, mandate a new program or higher level of service, as follows:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

» Complete an investigation to determine whether a report of suspected child abuse or
severe neglect is unfounded, substantiated or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code
section 11165.12, for purposes of preparing and submitting the state “Child Abuse
Investigation Report” Form SS 8583, or subsequent designated form, to the Department
of Justice.

* Forward to the Department of Justice a report in writing of every case it investigates of
known or suspected child abuse or severe neglect which is determined to be substantiated
or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.12. Unfounded reports, as
defined in Penal Code section 11165.12, shall not be filed with the Department of Justice.
If a report has previously been filed which subsequently proves to be unfounded, the
Department of Justice shall be notified in writing of that fact. The reports required by this
section shall be in a form approved by the Department of Justice and may be sent by fax
or electronic transmission.

(E) Notifications Following Reports to the Child Abuse Central Index
Penal Code Section 11169, Subdivision (b):

Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (b), as amended by Statutes 2000, chapter 916, for the
first time requires that when “an agency specified in section 11165.9,” forwards a report of
suspected child abuse or neglect to DOJ:

the agency shall also notify in writing the known or suspected child abuser that he
or she has been reported to the Child Abuse Central Index. The notice required by
this section shall be in a form approved by the Department of Justice. The
requirements of this subdivision shall apply with respect to reports forwarded to
the department on or after the date on which this subdivision becomes operative.

DSS’s December 10, 2001 comments concur with the claimant that written notification is a new
activity, but disputes the claim for reimbursement based upon the existing funding scheme.
DOF’s comments on the test claim filing similarly acknowledge “that this particular requirement
was added to the child abuse reporting scheme after 1975, and that it may result in trace cost
increases to the claimant,” but concludes that such costs are subject to a federal-state-local
funding ratio and “not subject to state subvention.”

The Commission finds that the statute requires an entirely new duty that was not mandated by
prior law. Therefore, the Commission finds that the plain language of Penal Code section 11169,
subdivision (b), mandates a new program or higher level of service, for the following new
activity:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:
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* Notify in writing the known or suspected child abuser that he or she has been reported to
the Child Abuse Central Index, in any form approved by the Department of Justice, at the
time the “Child Abuse Investigation Report” is filed with the Department of Justice.

The potential reimbursement period for this activity begins no earlier than January 1, 2001—the
operative date of Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

Penal Code Section 11170:

Penal Code section 11170° describes the duties of the DOJ to maintain the Child Abuse Central
Index and make reports available. It refers to reports made pursuant to Penal Code section
11169. As described above, Penal Code section 11169 requires reports to be made by “an
agency specified in Section 11165.9.” When “submitting agency,” “investigating agency” or
similar terms are used in Penal Code section 11170, the statute refers back to the agencies that
submitted the initial Child Abuse Investigation Reports pursuant to section 11169—which in turn

are the agencies identified in Penal Code section 11165.9.

The pre-1975 law of former Penal Code section 11161.5 provided that if the DOJ records
resulted in reports or information being returned to the reporting agency, the reports received
were required to be made available to specified individuals “having a direct interest in the
welfare of the minor” and others, including probation and child welfare departments, as follows:

Reports and other pertinent information received from the department shall be
made available to: any licensed physician and surgeon, dentist, resident, intern,
podiatrist, chiropractor, or religious practitioner with regard to his patient or
client; any director of a county welfare department, school superintendent,
supervisor of child welfare and attendance, certificated pupil personnel employee,
or school principal having a direct interest in the welfare of the minor; and any
probation department, juvenile probation department, or agency offering child
protective services.

Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(1), requires that after information is received by “an
agency that submits a report pursuant to Section 11169 from the DOJ “that is relevant to the
known or suspected instance of child abuse or severe neglect reported by the agency,” “[t]he
agency shall make that information available to the reporting medical practitioner, child
custodian, guardian ad litem” or appointed counsel, “or the appropriate licensing agency, if he or
she is treating or investigating a case of known or suspected child abuse or severe neglect.”
While the requirement is similar to prior law, there was no duty in prior law for the reporting
agency to make reports and information available to the child custodian, guardian ad litem,
appointed counsel or licensing agency. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section
11170, subdivision (b)(1) mandates a new program or higher level of service for the following
activity:

56 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 162, Statutes 1984, chapter 1613, Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1986,
chapter 1496, Statutes 1987, chapter 82, Statutes 1989, chapter 153, Statutes 1990, chapters 1330
and 1363, Statutes 1992, chapters 163 and 1338, Statutes 1993, chapter 219, Statutes 1996,
chapter 1081, Statutes 1997, chapters 842, 843, and 844, Statutes 1999, chapter 475, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.
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Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Make relevant information available, when received from the Department of Justice, to
the child custodian, guardian ad litem appointed under section 326, or counsel appointed
under section 317 or 318 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, or the appropriate
licensing agency, if he or she is treating or investigating a case of known or suspected
child abuse or severe neglect.

Another new provision, Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(2) creates a duty for the
agency that investigated a mandated report of child abuse to report back to the mandated reporter
on the conclusion of the investigation. Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(2) refers to the
investigating agency of a report made pursuant to Penal Code section 11166, subdivision (a),
which in turn requires mandated reports be made to agencies specified in section 11165.9. There
was no duty in prior law for agencies listed in 11165.9 to provide such information, therefore,
the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(2), mandates a new
program or higher level of service for the following activity:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Inform the mandated reporter of the results of the investigation and of any action the
agency is taking with regard to the child or family, upon completion of the child abuse
investigation or after there has been a final disposition in the matter.

Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(5), now numbered (b)(6),”’ requires the DOJ to make
information available to “investigative agencies or probation officers, or court investigators”
“responsible for placing children or assessing the possible placement of children” regarding any
known or suspected child abusers residing in the home. When such information is received by
an investigating agency, the statute requires that the agency notify the person that they are in the
Child Abuse Central Index. There was no duty in prior law for the investigating agency to
provide such information; therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11170,
subdivision (b)(5), now (b)(6), mandates a new program or higher level of service for the
following activity:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect
investigation reports contained in the index from the Department of Justice when
investigating a home for the placement of dependant children. The notification shall
include the name of the reporting agency and the date of the report.

Claimant alleges that there is a new program or higher level of service required by Penal Code
section 11170, subdivision (b)(6)(A), now renumbered (b)(8)(A).*® The subdivision, as pled,

°7 This subdivision was renumbered by Statutes 2004, chapter 842.
5% This subdivision was renumbered by Statutes 2004, chapter 842,
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provides that an investigating party, including any agency named in section 11169 that is
required to make reports to the Child Abuse Central Index (these are the agencies receiving child
abuse and neglect reports pursuant to section 11165.9), as well as district attorney’s offices, and
county licensing agencies, that receives information from the state Child Abuse Central Index is:

responsible for obtaining the original investigative report from the reporting
agency, and for drawing independent conclusions regarding the quality of the
evidence disclosed, and its sufficiency for making decisions regarding
investigation, prosecution, licensing, or placement of a child.

The Commission finds that the words “responsible for” in this statute are vague and ambiguous,
and may be interpreted alternatively as either mandatory (e.g. “investigators shall obtain the
original report,”) or discretionary, (e.g. if the investigator finds it necessary for the investigation,
they are to obtain the original report from the local reporter, rather than from the state.)
Therefore it is necessary to look at extrinsic evidence of legislative intent.” The statutory
language was added by Statutes 1990, chapter 1330 (Sen. Bill No. (SB) 2788), as double joined
with Statutes 1990, chapter 1363 (Assem. Bill No. (AB) 3532.) The legislative history for SB
2788 yields a reading of “responsible for” as a mandatory term. Specifically, the Assembly
Public Safety Committee, Republican Analysis, (Reg. Sess. 1989-1990) on SB 2788, version
dated August 28, 1990, states:

this bill would require any appropriate person or agency responsible for child care
oversight to, upon notification that a report exist[s], seek the original information
pertaining to the incident and make an independent decision on the merits of the

report for investigation, prosecution or licensure determination. [Emphasis
added.]®

Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (b)(6)(A), now
(b)(8)(A), mandates a new program or higher level of service, as follows:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department, county licensing
agency, or district attorney’s office shall:

%% «“Because the words themselves provide no definitive answer, we must look to extrinsic
sources.” People v. Woodhead (1987) 43 Cal.3d 1002, 1008.

% The court in Kaufinan & Broad Communities, Inc. v. Performance Plastering, Inc. (2005)
133 Cal.App.4th 26, 31, “set forth a list of legislative history documents that have been
recognized by the California Supreme Court or this court as constituting cognizable legislative
history,” including reports of the Assembly Committee on Public Safety (supra at p. 33.)

Further, although an author’s letter to the Governor is not a reliable form of legislative history on
its own, Sen. Newton R. Russell’s August 31, 1990 letter to the Governor is consistent with the
committee analysis cited above: “SB 2788 will also insert language stating that all authorized
persons and agencies, if conducting either child abuse or child care licensing investigation, and
having access to information form the CACI, are required to obtain, and make independent
conclusions from, the original child abuse report.” [Emphasis in original.]

35 Statement of Decision
ICAN (00-TC-22)

44




¢ Obtain the original investigative report from the reporting agency, and draw independent
conclusions regarding the quality of the evidence disclosed, and its sufficiency for
making decisions regarding investigation, prosecution, licensing, or placement of a child,
when a report is received from the Child Abuse Central Index.

Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (c) requires that the DOJ provide information from the
Child Abuse Central Index “to any agency responsible for placing children pursuant to ...the
Welfare and Institutions Code,” section 305 et seq., “upon request,” when relevant to a child’s
potential “placement with a responsible relative pursuant to” Welfare and Institutions Code
sections 281.5, 305, and 361.3.

Welfare and Institutions Code section 305 et seq. refers to temporary custody and detention of
dependent children. Welfare and Institutions Code section 281.5 refers to placement by a
probation officer; section 305 refers to temporary custody by “any peace officer”;*! and section
361.3 concerns placement with a relative by “the county social worker and court.” Thus, when
any law enforcement agency, probation department, or child welfare department receives
information regarding placement of a child with a relative from DOJ, as described in Penal Code
section 11170, subdivision (¢), the agency receiving the information is statutorily obligated to
notify the individual “that he or she is in the index.” There was no duty in prior law to provide
such information; therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11170, subdivision
(¢), mandates a new program or higher level of service for the following activity:

Any city or county law enforcement agency, county probation department, or county
welfare department shall:

o Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect reports
contained in the index from the Department of Justice regarding placement with a
responsible relative pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code sections 281.5, 305, and
361.3. The notification shall include the location of the original investigative report and
the submitting agency. The notification shall be submitted to the person listed at the same
time that all other parties are notified of the information, and no later than the actual
judicial proceeding that determines placement.

Also, the claimant, at page 34 of the test claim filing, alleges that Penal Code section 11170,
subdivision (d) requires that the claimant “provide certain information when necessary for out-
of-state law enforcement agencies.” The Commission finds that the subdivision is directed
solely to “the department,” which, when used through the rest of section 11170, refers to the
state Department of Justice. The context of subdivision (d) does not suggest a different usage
was intended.®? Therefore the Commission finds that Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (d),
does not mandate a new program or higher level of service.

Similarly, claimant alleges a mandate from Penal Code section 11170, subdivision (e), which
provides that an individual may make a request to DOJ to “determine if he or she is listed in the

51 Peace officers are defined at Penal Code section 830 et seq.

62 “Terms ordinarily possess a consistent meaning throughout a statute.” People v. Standish
(2006) 38 Cal.4th 858, 870.
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Child Abuse Central Index.” If they are listed, DOJ is required to provide “the date of the report
and the submitting agency.” Then “[t]he requesting person is responsible for obtaining the
investigative report from the submitting agency pursuant to paragraph (13) of subdivision (a) of
Section 11167.5.” Penal Code section 11167.5 indicates that reports are available pursuant to the
Public Records Act (Gov. Code, § 6250, et seq.) The duties expressed in Penal Code section
11170, subdivision (e) are imposed on the state or individuals; any related activities for local
governments are required by prior law, specifically Government Code section 6253 of the Public
Records Act, not the test claim statutes. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code
section 11170, subdivision (e), does not mandate a new program or higher level of service.

(F) Record Retention
Penal Code Section 11169, Subdivision (¢):

Penal Code section 11169, subdivision (c), requires:

Agencies shall retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a
report filed with the Department of Justice pursuant to subdivision (a) for the
same period of time that the information is required to be maintained on the Child
Abuse Central Index pursuant to this section. Nothing in this section precludes an
agency from retaining the reports for a longer period of time if required by law.

The time for retention of records on the Child Abuse Central Index is controlled by Penal Code
section 11 170,63 as follows:

(3) Information from an inconclusive or unsubstantiated report filed pursuant to
subdivision (a) of Section 11169 shall be deleted from the Child Abuse Central
Index after 10 years if no subsequent report concerning the same suspected child
abuser is received within that time period. If a subsequent report is received
within that 10-year period, information from any prior report, as well as any
subsequently filed report, shall be maintained on the Child Abuse Central Index
for a period of 10 years from the time the most recent report is received by the
department.

Reading the two sections together, the record retention period for each of the underlying local
investigatory files is a minimum of 10 years, much longer if a subsequent report on the same
suspected child abuser is received during the 10 year period. DSS and DOF dispute the claim for
mandate reimbursement for record retention activities. DSS asserts that the duty to retain the
child protective agency’s investigative file documenting each investigation is not a new duty,
citing Welfare and Institutions Code section 10851 and regulatory requirements for three years

63 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 162, Statutes 1984, chapter 1613, Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1986,
chapter 1496, Statutes 1987, chapter 82, Statutes 1989, chapter 153, Statutes 1990, chapters 1330
and 1363, Statutes 1992, chapters 163 and 1338, Statutes 1993, chapter 219, Statutes 1996,
chapter 1081, Statutes 1997, chapters 842, 843, and 844, Statutes 1999, chapter 475, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.
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of records retention.** DOF also cites the pre-existing three-year record retention requirement,
and concludes that “the longer retention requirement for child abuse investigation records
imposes no new costs, and may in fact avoid the costs of record destruction. Finally, if the
records are stored electronically, a longer retention period should result in no additional costs
whatsoever.” The Commission notes that the Welfare and Institutions Code record retention
requirement is only applicable to public social services records. Records required to be held by
city police and county sheriff’s departments are only subject to the more general Government
Code sections 26202 and 34090, which allow counties and cities, respectively, to authorize
destruction of records after two years.

Statutes 1997, chapter 842 added the records retention requirements to Penal Code sections
11169 and 11170, resulting in a longer records retention period than otherwise required by prior
law; thus mandating a higher level of service. Therefore, the Commission finds that Penal Code
section 11169, subdivision (c¢) mandates a new program or higher level of service, for the
following:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, or county probation department if
designated by the county to receive mandated reports shall:

¢ Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the
Department of Justice for a minimum of 8 years for counties and cities (a higher level of
service above the two-year record retention requirement pursuant to Gov. Code §§ 26202
(cities) and 34090 (counties).) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser
is received within the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional
10 years.

A county welfare department shall:

e Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the
Department of Justice for a minimum of 7 years for welfare records (a higher level of
service above the three-year record retention requirement pursuant to Welf. & Inst. Code,
§ 10851.) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser is received within
the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional 10 years.

Issue 3: Do the test claim statutes found to mandate a new program or higher level of
service also impose costs mandated by the state pursuant to Government
Code section 17514?

Reimbursement under article XIII B, section 6 is required only if any new program or higher
level of service is also found to impose “costs mandated by the state.” Government Code

section 17514 defines “costs mandated by the state” as any increased cost a local agency is
required to incur as a result of a statute or executive order that mandates a new program or higher
level of service. The claimant alleges costs in excess of $200, the minimum standard at the time
of filing the test claim, pursuant to Government Code section 17564.

% PSS also cites the record retention requirement for juvenile courts (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 826),
but it is irrelevant to the test claim allegations which address the records of the investigating
agency, not those of the courts.
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The only Government Code section 17556 exception that may apply to this test claim with
respect to counties is subdivision (e), which provides, that “[t]he commission shall not find costs
mandated by the state,” if:

(e) The statute, executive order, or an appropriation in a Budget Act or other bill
provides for offsetting savings to local agencies or school districts that result in no
net costs to the local agencies or school districts, or includes additional revenue
that was specifically intended to fund the costs of the state mandate in an amount
sufficient to fund the cost of the state mandate.

Both DSS and DOF’s December 10, 2001 comments assert that there are state funds available
that can be used for new state-mandated child abuse reporting-related activities. However,
neither letter was specific in stating what funds were available for the activities.

On May 9, 2007, Commission staff requested that the state agencies provide additional
information in this regard, to “identify what funds have been appropriated and allocated to each
county for child abuse and neglect reporting and investigation services.” On July 20, 2007, DOF
filed a response to the request, stating that:

Counties receive allocations from: 1) Title IV-E federal funds, 2) Temporary
Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) block grants, 3) Title XIX Funds, 4) Title
XX Funds, 5) Title IV-B Funds, and 6) the General Fund. Funds are appropriated
in the annual Budget Act under Item 5180-151-0001. Additionally, transfer
authority exists in other budget items that may be used for activities associated
with ICAN. Attached for your reference is a compact disc (CD) containing the
Budget Act appropriations (Item 5180-151-0001) for fiscal years 1999-2000
through 2006-2007. The sections contain the funds appropriated for Department
of Social Services’ local assistance programs. Please note that these
appropriations do not specify the multiple programs or specific activities that may
be funded with the appropriation.

The following describes the purpose of the various funds allocated to the counties.

¢ General Fund appropriations are used to match Title IV-E funds based on the
70/30 (state/county) share of nonfederal funds. Title I[V-E funds and General
Fund appropriations are also used to provide “augmentation funds” to counties
beyond the predetermined formulas based on caseload. Augmentation
funding occurs when a county has spent its share and additional money is
needed to support County Welfare Services (CWS) programs.

e TANF funds and county funds pay for emergency assistance, including
investigation and crisis resolution activities performed by social workers.

¢ Title IV-B funds are used to provide services and support to preserve families,
protect children, and prevent child abuse and neglect.

o Title IV-E funds can be used for case management and emergency assistance
activities as well as training and professional development of a child welfare
workforce. These funds are budgeted based on a county welfare department’s
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caseload and the number of social worker staff and clerical staff, using the
specific county’s salaries, benefits, and associated overhead costs.

o Title XIX funds are used for medical care assistance of CWS programs.

o Title XX funds are used to provide for more flexibility in the delivery of child
welfare services. These funds are not used for medical care or employee
wages.

DOF’s CD also includes copies of the DSS County Fiscal Letters from 1999-2000 through 2006-
2007, as well as a table summarizing county welfare funding for those fiscal years.

Despite all of the documentation provided, there is no evidence in the record to demonstrate that
the mandated activities have been offset or funded by the state or federal government in a
manner and amount “sufficient to fund the cost of the state mandate.” On the contrary, Welfare
and Institutions Code section 10101 indicates that “the state’s share of the costs of the child
welfare program shall be 70 percent of the actual nonfederal expenditures for the program or the
amount appropriated by the Legislature for that purpose, whichever is less.” Conversely,
counties must have a share of costs for child welfare services of at least 30 percent of the
nonfederal expenditures. Even the augmentation funds are only available, according to DOF’s
letter, “when a county has spent its share and additional money is needed.” In addition, the
funding information is limited to county welfare departments and does not include costs incurred
by local law enforcement, when they perform the mandated activities identified.

DOF’s December 10, 2001 comments cite the County of Fresno, supra, 53 Cal.3d. at page 487,
to conclude that because test claim activities are jointly funded, “the test claim legislation is not
subject to state subvention.” The County of Fresno decision addressed a challenge to the
constitutionality of Government Code section 17556, subdivision (d), which provides an
exception to a finding of costs mandated by the state when the local government may pay for the
new activities through service charges, fees, or assessments. In determining that the limit
expressed by subdivision (d) was constitutional, the California Supreme Court stated that “the
Constitution requires reimbursement only for those expenses that are recoverable solely from
taxes.” However, contrary to DOF’s suggestion, the County of Fresno decision does not apply as
this test claim does not have facts addressing available fees, service charges, or assessments for
mandatory child abuse reporting.

Government Code section 17556, subdivision (e) requires that there must be “no net costs,” or
appropriated funds must be “specifically intended to fund the costs of the state mandate in an
amount sufficient to fund the cost of the state mandate.” To interpret the law as the December
10, 2001 state agency comments urge would render much of the language of Government Code
section 17556, subdivision (¢) meaningless. The Commission finds that section 17556,
subdivision () does not apply to disallow a finding of costs mandated by the state, but that all
claims for reimbursement for the approved activities must be offset by any program funds
already received and applied to the program from non-local sources. There is no evidence that
the counties are required to use the funds identified by DOF for the expenses of the mandated
activities.

Thus, for the activities listed in the conclusion below, the Commission finds that the new
program or higher level of service also imposes costs mandated by the state within the meaning
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of Government Code section 17514, and none of the exceptions of Government Code section
17556 apply.

CONCLUSION

The Commission concludes that Penal Code sections 11165.9, 11166, 11166.2, 11166.9, 11168
(formerly 11161.7), 11169, 11170, as added or amended by Statutes 1977, chapter 958, Statutes
1980, chapter 1071, Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes 1982, chapters 162 and 905, Statutes
1984, chapters 1423 and 1613, Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1986, chapters 1289 and
1496, Statutes 1987, chapters 82, 531 and 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269, 1497 and 1580,
Statutes 1989, chapter 153, Statutes 1990, chapters 650, 1330, 1363 and 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapters 163, 459 and 1338, Statutes 1993, chapters 219 and 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080
and 1081, Statutes 1997, chapters 842, 843 and 844, Statutes 1999, chapters 475 and 1012, and
Statutes 2000, chapter 916; and executive orders California Code of Regulations, title 11, section
903, and “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583, mandate new programs or higher
levels of service within the meaning of article XIII B, section 6 of the California Constitution,
and impose costs mandated by the state pursuant to Government Code section 17514, for cities
and counties for the following specific new activities:

Distributing the Suspected Child Abuse Report Form:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Distribute the child abuse reporting form adopted by the Department of Justice (currently
known as the “Suspected Child Abuse Report” Form SS 8572) to mandated reporters.
(Pen. Code, § 11168, formerly § 11161.7.)%

Reporting Between Local Departments
Accepting and Referring Initial Child Abuse Reports when a Department Lacks Jurisdiction:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

e Transfer a call electronically or immediately refer the case by telephone, fax, or
electronic transmission, to an agency with proper jurisdiction, whenever the department
lacks subject matter or geographical jurisdiction over an incoming report of suspected
child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11165 .9.)66

Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from County Welfare and Probation
Departments to the Law Enforcement Agency with Jurisdiction and the District Attorney’s
Office:

A county probation department shall:

e Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the law
enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the case, to the agency given the

65 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071 and amended by Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Derived
from former Penal Code section 11161.7, as amended by Statutes 1977, chapter 958.

% As added by Statutes 2000, chapter 916, operative January 1, 2001.
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responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and Institutions
Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child
abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions coming within
subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section 11165.13 based
on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to provide the child
with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be reported only to the
county welfare department. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. ()"

Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)**

A county welfare department shall:

Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
the responsibility for investigation of cases under Section 300 of the Welfare and
Institutions Code, and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance
of child abuse, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.6, except acts or omissions
coming within subdivision (b) of section 11165.2, or reports made pursuant to section
11165.13 based on risk to a child which relates solely to the inability of the parent to
provide the child with regular care due to the parent’s substance abuse, which shall be
reported only to the county welfare department.

This activity does not include making an initial report of child abuse and neglect from a
county welfare department to the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over the
case, which was required under prior law to be made “without delay.” (Pen. Code,

§ 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)*

Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency, including the law enforcement agency having jurisdiction over
the case, to which it is required to make a telephone report under this subdivision.

As of January 1, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (h), now subd. (j).)”

67 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.

8 1bid,
 Ibid.
™ Ibid.
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Cross-Reporting of Suspected Child Abuse or Neglect from the Law Enforcement Agency to the
the County Welfare and Institutions Code Section 300 Agency. County Welfare, and the District
Attorney’s Office:

A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

e Report by telephone immediately, or as soon as practically possible, to the agency given
responsibility for investigation of cases under Welfare and Institutions Code section 300
and to the district attorney’s office every known or suspected instance of child abuse
reported to it, except acts or omissions coming within Penal Code section 11165.2,
subdivision (b), which shall be reported only to the county welfare department.

(Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)”!

e Report to the county welfare department every known or suspected instance of child
abuse reported to it which is alleged to have occurred as a result of the action of a person
responsible for the child’s welfare, or as the result of the failure of a person responsible
for the child’s welfare to adequately protect the minor from abuse when the person
responsible for the child’s welfare knew or reasonably should have known that the minor
was in danger of abuse. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)"

e Send a written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision.

As of January 1, 2006, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission,
instead of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36
hours. (Pen. Code, § 11166, subd. (i), now subd. (k).)"

Receipt of Cross-Reports by District Attorney’s Office:

A district attorney’s office shall:

e Receive reports of every known or suspected instance of child abuse reported to law
enforcement, county probation or county welfare departments, except acts or omissions
of general neglect coming within Penal Code section 11165.2, subdivision (b).
(Pen. Code, § 11166, subds. (h) and (i), now subds. (j) and (k).)”*

' As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.

2 1bid.
3 Ibid.

™ As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 905, Statutes 1984, chapter 1423, Statutes 1986, chapter 1289, Statutes 1987,
chapter 1459, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1580, Statutes 1990, chapter 1603, Statutes 1992,
chapter 459, Statutes 1993, chapter 510, Statutes 1996, chapters 1080 and 1081, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.
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Reporting to Licensing Agencies:

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Report by telephone immediately or as soon as practically possible to the appropriate
licensing agency every known or suspected instance of child abuse or neglect when the
instance of abuse or neglect occurs while the child is being cared for in a child day care
facility, involves a child day care licensed staff person, or occurs while the child is under
the supervision of a community care facility or involves a community care facility
licensee or staff person. The agency shall also send, fax, or electronically transmit a
written report thereof within 36 hours of receiving the information concerning the
incident to any agency to which it is required to make a telephone report under this
subdivision. The agency shall send the licensing agency a copy of its investigation report
and any other pertinent materials.

As of July 31, 2001, initial reports may be made by fax or electronic transmission, instead
of by telephone, and will satisfy the requirement for a written report within 36 hours.
(Pen. Code, § 11166.2.)"”

Additional Cross-Reporting in Cases of Child Death:

A city or county law enforcement agency shall:

Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
the county child welfare agency. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (k), now § 11174.34,
subd. (k).)™®

A county welfare department shall.

Cross-report all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect to
law enforcement. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (k), now § 11174.34, subd. (k).)77

Create a record in the Child Welfare Services/Case Management System (CWS/CMS) on
all cases of child death suspected to be related to child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, §
11166.9, subd. (1), now § 11174.34, subd. (1).)"®

Enter information into the CWS/CMS upon notification that the death was subsequently
determined not to be related to child abuse or neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11166.9, subd. (1),
now § 11174.34, subd. (1).)”

™ As added by Statutes 1985, chapter 1598 and amended by Statutes 1987, chapter 531; Statutes
1988, chapter 269; Statutes 1990, chapter 650; and Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

% As amended by Statutes 1999, chapter 1012, operative January 1, 2000. This code section has
since been renumbered as Penal Code section 11174.34, without amendment, by Statutes 2004,
chapter 842.

7 Ibid.
8 Ibid.
" Ibid.
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Investigation of Suspected Child Abuse, and Reporting to and from the
State Department of Justice

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Complete an investigation to determine whether a report of suspected child abuse or
severe neglect is unfounded, substantiated or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code
section 11165.12, for purposes of preparing and submitting the state “Child Abuse
Investigation Report” Form SS 8583, or subsequent designated form, to the Department
of Justice. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (a); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 11, § 903, “Child Abuse
Investigation Report” Form SS 8583.) %

Forward to the Department of Justice a report in writing of every case it investigates of
known or suspected child abuse or severe neglect which is determined to be substantiated
or inconclusive, as defined in Penal Code section 11165.12. Unfounded reports, as
defined in Penal Code section 11165.12, shall not be filed with the Department of Justice.
If a report has previously been filed which subsequently proves to be unfounded, the
Department of Justice shall be notified in writing of that fact. The reports required by this
section shall be in a form approved by the Department of Justice and may be sent by fax
or electronic transmission. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (a); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 11, §
903, “Child Abuse Investigation Report” Form SS 8583.) 8l

Notifications Following Reports to the Child Abuse Central Index

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, or county welfare department shall:

Notify in writing the known or suspected child abuser that he or she has been reported to
the Child Abuse Central Index, in any form approved by the Department of Justice, at the
time the “Child Abuse Investigation Report™ is filed with the Department of Justice.
(Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (b).)*

Make relevant information available, when received from the Department of Justice, to
the child custodian, guardian ad litem appointed under section 326, or counsel appointed
under section 317 or 318 of the Welfare and Institutions Code, or the appropriate
licensing agency, if he or she is treating or investigating a case of known or suspected
child abuse or severe neglect. (Pen. Code, § 11170, subd. (b)(l).)83

80 Code section as added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071, amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435,
Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1988, chapters 269 and 1497, Statutes 1997, chapter 842,
and Statutes 2000, chapter 916. Regulation as filed and operative July 17, 1998.

81 Ibid

82 As amended by Statutes 1997, chapter 842, Statutes 1999, chapter 475, and Statutes 2000,
chapter 916. The potential reimbursement period for this activity begins no earlier than January
1, 2001—the operative date of Statutes 2000, chapter 916.

83 As added by Statutes 1980, chapter 1071; amended by Statutes 1981, chapter 435, Statutes
1982, chapter 162, Statutes 1984, chapter 1613, Statutes 1985, chapter 1598, Statutes 1986,
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Inform the mandated reporter of the results of the investigation and of any action the
agency is taking with regard to the child or family, upon completion of the child abuse
investigation or after there has been a final disposition in the matter. (Pen. Code,

§ 11170, subd. (b)(2).)*

Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect
investigation reports contained in the index from the Department of Justice when
investigating a home for the placement of dependant children. The notification shall
include the name of the reporting agency and the date of the report. (Pen. Code, § 11170,
subd. (b)(5), now subd. (b)(6).)®

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, county probation department if designated
by the county to receive mandated reports, county welfare department, county licensing
agency, or district attorney’s office shall:

Obtain the original investigative report from the reporting agency, and draw independent
conclusions regarding the quality of the evidence disclosed, and its sufficiency for
making decisions regarding investigation, prosecution, licensing, or placement of a child,
when a report is received from the Child Abuse Central Index. (Pen. Code, § 11170,
subd. (b)(6)(A), now (b)(8)(A).) *¢

Any city or county law enforcement agency, county probation department, or county welfare
department shall:

Notify, in writing, the person listed in the Child Abuse Central Index that he or she is in
the index, upon receipt of relevant information concerning child abuse or neglect reports
contained in the index from the Department of Justice regarding placement with a
responsible relative pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code sections 281.5, 305, and
361.3. The notification shall include the location of the original investigative report and
the submitting agency. The notification shall be submitted to the person listed at the same
time that all other parties are notified of the information, and no later than the actual
judicial proceeding that determines placement. (Pen. Code, § 11170, subd. (c).)

chapter 1496, Statutes 1987, chapter 82, Statutes 1989, chapter 153, Statutes 1990, chapters 1330
and 1363, Statutes 1992, chapters 163 and 1338, Statutes 1993, chapter 219, Statutes 1996,
chapter 1081, Statutes 1997, chapters 842, 843, and 844, Statutes 1999, chapter 475, and Statutes
2000, chapter 916.

8 Ibid

8 As amended by Statutes 1997, chapter 844, Statutes 1999, chapter 475, and Statutes 2000,
chapter 916. This subdivision was renumbered by Statutes 2004, chapter 842.

8 Ibid.
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Record Retention

Any city or county police or sheriff’s department, or county probation department if
designated by the county to receive mandated reports shall:

Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the

Department of Justice for a minimum of 8 years for counties and cities (a higher level of
service above the two-year record retention requirement pursuant to Gov. Code §§ 26202
(cities) and 34090 (counties).) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser

is received within the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional
10 years. (Pen. Code, § 11169, subd. (c).)*’

A county welfare department shall:

Retain child abuse or neglect investigative reports that result in a report filed with the
Department of Justice for a minimum of 7 years for welfare records (a higher level of
service above the three-year record retention requirement pursuant to Welf. & Inst. Code,
§ 10851.) If a subsequent report on the same suspected child abuser is received within

the first 10-year period, the report shall be maintained for an additional 10 years. (Pen.
Code, § 11169, subd. (c).)

The Commission concludes that any test claim statutes, executive orders and allegations not

specifically approved above, do not mandate a new program or higher level of service, or impose
costs mandated by the state under article XIII B, section 6.

87 As amended by Statutes 1997, chapter 842.

8 Ibid
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Subj: Palmdale ICRP

Date: = 7/27/2015 10:54:20 A.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: AChinnCRS@aol.com

To: DBrejnak@sco.ca.gov

CC: KJohnston@cityofpalmdale.org

Hi Doug,

In response to your question about the validity of including the 10% ICRP on our claims:

While it is frue that the hourly rate includes Sheriff overhead, there is also additional City overhead that should be
considered and included on top of that which is charged by LA Sheriff.

Please see the FY 10-11 Budget beginning on page 233;

http-//www.cityofpalmdale.ora/Portals/0/Documents/City%20Hall/Budget/10-11_adopted budget.pdf

As ¢an be seen in the Public Safety Budget, the city incurs additional costs related to the administration and support of
the Sheriff contract. There are staff who administer the contract and billings as well as civilian staff who work in tandem
with Sheriff to accomplish safety goals. Besides the staffing and other direct costs shown on the budget document, there
is also city-wide overhead, such as Finance, City Clerk, HR, Legal and City Manager/Admin support that is not included in
the budget. The cost allocation report done for 13-14 indicated that Citywide overhead is approximately $1,001,171 for
the Public Safety Department

Also, in 2008, the City donated land for the construction of the new Sheriff's facility. All these things are additional
overhead costs paid by the city to support the sheriff's charges. (see attached)

In addition to ongoing operating costs funded by the city, capital costs are also provided to support the facility and
infrastructure required by the Sheriff's department.

In 2004, the City donated 11 acres of vacant land that was purchased by CRA in April 1997 for approximately $1.3
million. The City also provided infrastructure improvements of approximately $1.01 million.

In consideration of all these additional costs, we believe that it is reasonable to allow the default State 10% ICRP rate
claimed.

Thank you,
Annette S. Chinn
Cost Recovery Systems, Inc.

705-2 E. Bidwell Street #294
Folsom, CA 95630

phone (916) 939-7801
fax (916) 939-7801
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Subj: RE: Audit Status Update
Date: 8/19/2015 2:51:49 P.M. Pacific Daylight Time
From: KJohnston@cityofpalmdale.org
To: DBreinak@sco.ca.gov
CC: AChinnCRS@aol.com
Doug,

It seems unreasonable for you to disallow all indirect cost just because we contract out our law enforcement.
The City places a lot of time in managing the contract and the City’s Public Safety expenditures for FY2014-15 o
$20,183.365 of which 97.9% is the contract cost. When preparing the City’s 2013-14 cost allocation report,
overhead of $1,001,171 was allocated to the Public Safety department. What would you need to allow the City
to claim indirect cost based on this information?

Karen Johnston, C.P.A.
Finance Manager/City Treasurer

City of Palmdale

Administrative Services Department
Finance Division

38300 Sierra Highway, Ste. D

Palmdale, CA 93550

Tel: 661-267-5411 — FAX: 661-267-5082
www.cityofpalimdale.org

City offices are open Monday — Thursday, 7:30am-6:00pm
We are closed every Friday

From: DBrejnak@sco.ca.gov [mailto:DBrejnak@sco.ca.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2015 3:01 PM

To: Karen Johnston
Subject: Audit Status Update

Hi Karen,

| just wanted to contact you and give you an update on the current audit status.

| have completed the staff interviews and the case file testing with the Sheriff's Department. The Sheriff was very
accommodating and helpful during the audit, especially Sergeant Zarris. | have included a brief write-up of each of the
issues to date in the attached word document. The issues are the same as previously discussed throughout the audit.
Annette just provided me with her basis for the amended claim figures. | will review them and provide you with the
updated adjustment figures in the upcoming weeks. Once we have finalized our figures, we can discuss a date to schedule

the exit conference.

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments concerning the audit. My office phone number has changed, it
is now {916) 237-0702.

Wednesday, Augu§t11 9,2015 AOL: AChinnCRS 3
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Thanks,

Douglas Brejnak

Associate Management Auditor

State Controller's Office

Division of Audits/Mandated Cost Audits Bureau
Office: (916) 327-0702

dbreinak@sco.ca.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication with its contents as well as any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information. it is
solely for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, use or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication.

Wednesday, Auguﬁ% 9, 2015 AOL: AChinnCRS
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Subi: Re: Indirect Costs - Paimdale

Date: 3/2/2016 3:55:07 P.M. Pacific Standard Time
From: AChinnCRS®aol.com

To: DEBrejnak@sco.ca.goy

CC: kichnston@cityofpalmdale.org

No worries- thank you Doug.

Regarding your rational for not allowing overhead:

1) there is no duplication in the Sergeant position as the Supplemental Sergeant position in the ICRP is the Administrative
Sergeant (Sergeant Zarris currently) --not the other Sergeants that would be reviewing and approving the reports that we
can claimed costs for. Those “direct’ Watch and Patrol Sergeants are already built into the contract deputy rates and

are not individually itemized. Sergeant Zarris is the an overall administrator, not the watch Sergeant or Patrol Sergeants
who reviews the Deputies daily reports. | verified this with him and you're welcome to do so as well.

2) Regarding the differences/fluctuations you are mentioning - can you verify that you are looking at the same fiscal year
ICRPs? Each year, the cities, during their contract negotiations period, get to choose (like on a menu) what level of
services they want for the year - so it's common to have variations in staffing. | noticed that when the economy was bad,
may extra admin positions like Station Clerks and Admin Sergeants were no longer purchased by cities due to budget
constraints - so early fiscal year ICRPS were higher than in more recent years.

3) There are definitely additional Sergeants and Deputies built into the contract - but NOT the positions that are shown
and paid for separately in the contract. Each city | work with in LA county has different additional staffing that they
purchase each year based on city budgetary and other priorities. It's clearly listed as separate items at the bottom of the
contract if the city chooses to buy more administrative and supplemental staffing. So the ICRP rate calcs are valid and not

duplicative of any direct costs.

4) Also in the calculation of the ICRPs as | sent for your review, the rates are based on and applied to the same base
(doliars of direct staff charges) so there is not issue of misapplication of rate to direct cost base.

| hope my explanations are clear. We can discuss further during the meeting next week (though | won't be physically
present - just conference call). However, we're both in the Sacramento area, so can meet if we need to discuss in more
depth. Or wait for the IRC process, though | think we'd all prefer not to go that route.

Thanks again Doug. Happy travels!

Annette S. Chinn

Cost Recovery Systems, Inc.
705-2 E. Bidwell Street #294
Folsom, CA 95630

phone (916) 939-7901
fax (916) 939-7801

in @ message dated 3/2/2016 10:46:47 A.M. Pacific Standard Time, DBrejnak@sco.ca.gov writes:

Hi Annette,

Sorry it took me a few days to respond, | am currently out of the office this week. Issues with the ICRP are only
secondary to the issue that indirect cost rates are to be applied only to claimant salary costs and the city only

claimed contract services.

The main problem with the ICRP is that these are all direct contract costs to the city not indirect costs.
Furthermore, the city claimed costs for two positions (Sergeant and 56-Hour Deputy). These claimed positions
were verified by two LASD time studies, my internal control review, the audit time surveys, and whatever
interviews you performed to create the amended claim.

Then in the 10/22/15 proposed ICRP, the city identifies three new additional positions (Sergeant, Watch Deputy,

Wednesday, March®3, 2016 AOL: AChinnCRS 5
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Station Clerk). The 1/12/16 proposal increases to 7 different positions (2 Sergeant (SAQ), 1 Sergeant Motor, 1
station clerk, and 3 watch deputies). It is very inconsistent.

Additionally, | have spoken with LASD contracts and they say the sergeant and 56-hour deputy positions already
include overhead built into the contract rates. In the end | do not see any justification for the ICRP even if indirect
costs were allowed to be applied fo non salary costs.

| apologize for any grammar issues, | had to send this from my cell phone. If you have any questions, we can
discuss them at the exit conference.

Thanks,

Doug

Wednesday, March®% 2016 AOL: AChinnCRS 6
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MUNICIPAL LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
AND CITY OF PALMDALE

This Municipal Law Enforcement Services Agreement (hereinafter referred to
as "Agreement") is made and entered into this 1% day of September 2009 by and
between the COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, (hereinafter referred to as "County") and the
CITY OF PALMDALE (hereinafter referred to as "City").

RECITALS
Whereas, the City is desirous of contracting with the County for the performance of
law enforcement services by the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department (hereinafter

referred to as "Sheriffs Department"); and

Whereas, the County is agreeable to rendering such law enforcement services on the

terms and conditions set forth in this Agreement; and

Whereas, such law enforcement services agreements are authorized and provided for by
the provisions of Section 56 1/2 and 56 3/4 of the County Charter and California

Government Code Section 51301.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants contained herein, and for

good and valuable consideration, the parties mutually agree as follows:

1.0 SCOPE OF SERVICES
1.1 The County agrees, through the Sheriff of the County of Los Angeles

(hereinafter referred to as "Sheriff'), to provide general law enforcement
services within the corporate limits of the City to the extent and in the
manner hereinafter set forth in this Agreement.

1.2 Except as otherwise specifically set forth in this Agreement, such services
shall only encompass duties and functions of the type coming within the
jurisdiction of and customarily rendered by the Sheriff under the County

Charter and the statutes of the State of California, and under the City
2
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A-2803
municipal codes.

General law enforcement services performed hereunder may include, if
requested by the City, supplemental security support, supplemental sworn
officer support, and supplemental professional civilian support staff.

2.0 ADMINISTRATION OF PERSONNEL

21

2.2

23

24

2.5

2.6

During the term of this Agreement, the Sheriff or his designee shall serve as
Chief of Police of the City and shall perform the functions of the Chief of
Police at the direction of the City.

The rendition of the services performed by the Sheriffs Department, the
standards of performance, the discipline of officers, and other matters
incident to the performance of such services and the control of personnel
so employed shall remain with the County.

In the event of a dispute between the parties to this Agreement as to the
extent of the duties and functions to be rendered hereunder, or the
minimum level or manner of performance of such service, the City shall be
consulted and a mutual determination thereof shall be made by both the
Sheriff and the City.

With regard to Sections 2.2 and 2.3 above, the Sheriff, in an unresolved
dispute, shall have final and conclusive determination as between the
parties hereto.

All City employees who work in conjunction with the Sheriffs Department
pursuant to this Agreement shall remain employees of the City and shall not
have any claim or right to employment, civil service protection, salary, or
benefits or claims of any kind from the County based on this Agreement.
No City employee as such shall become employees of the County unless
by specific additional agreement in the form of a merger agreement which
must be concurrently adopted by the City and the County.

For the purpose of performing services and functions, pursuant to this
Agreement and only for the purpose of giving official status to the
performance thereof, every County officer and/or employee engaged in

performing any such service and function shall be deemed to be an

3
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2.8

A-2803
officer or employee of the City while performing such service for the City,

as long as the service is within the scope of their duties performing law
enforcement services pursuant to this Agreement.

The City shall not be called upon to assume any liability for the direct
payment of any Sheriffs Department salaries, wages, or other compensation
to any County personnel performing services hereunder for said City.
Except as herein otherwise specified, the City shall not be liable for
compensation or indemnity to any County employee or agent of the County
for injury or sickness arising out of his/her employment as a contract
employee of the City.

As part of its compliance with all applicable laws and regulations relating to
employee hiring, the County agrees that the County Civil Service Rules to
which it is subject and which prohibit discrimination on the basis of non-merit
factors, shall for purposes of this Agreement be read and understood to

prohibit discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation.

3.0 DEPLOYMENT OF PERSONNEL

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

Services performed hereunder and specifically requested by the City shall
be developed in conjunction with the Sheriff and indicated on a Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form,
attached hereto as Attachment A and incorporated herein by this reference.
A new SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form shall be authorized and
signed annually by the City and the Sheriff or his designee each July 1,
and attached hereto as an Amendment to this Agreement.

Should the City request a change in level of service other than pursuant to
the annual July 1 readjustment, an additional SH-AD 575 Deployment of
Personnel form shall be signed and authorized by the City and the Sheriff
or his designee and attached hereto as an Amendment to this Agreement.
The most recent dated and signed SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel
form attached to this Agreement shall be the staffing level in effect between

the County and the City.
The City is not limited to the services indicated in Attachment A, but the

4
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City may also request any other service in the field of public safety, law, or

related fields within the legal power of the Sheriff to provide. Such other
services shall be reflected in an amended SH-AD 575 Deployment of
Personnel form under the procedures set forth in Sections 3.2 and 3.3

above.

4.0 PERFORMANCE OF AGREEMENT

4.1

4.2

43

4.4

4.5

5.0
5.1

For the purpose of performing said general law enforcement services,
County shall furnish and supply all necessary labor, supervision,
equipment, communication facilities, and supplies necessary maintain
the agreed level of service to be rendered hereunder.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the City may provide additional resources for
the Courﬁy to utilize in performance of the services.
When and if both parties to this Agreement concur as to the necessity of
maintaining a law enforcement headquarters or Sheriff's Department
substation within the City which would not normally be provided by the
Sheriff, the City shall furnish at its own cost and expense all necessary
office space, and the Sheriff shall have authority to negotiate with the City
regarding which entity shall pay for furniture and furnishings, office supplies,
janitor service, telephone, light, water and other utilities.
It is expressly further understood that in the event a local office or building
is maintained in said City, such local office or building may be used by the
Sheriff in connection with the performance of his duties in territory outside of
the City, provided, however, that the performance of such outside duties shall
not be at any additional cost to the City.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, it is mutually agreed that in all instances
where special supplies, stationery, notices, forms, and the like must be
issued in the name of said City, the same shall be supplied by the City at

its own cost and expense.

INDEMNIFICATION

The parties hereto have executed an Assumption of Liability Agreement

approved by the Board of Supervisors on December 27, 1977, and/or a Joint
D

70
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5.3

A-2803
Indemnity Agreement approved by the Board of Supervisors on October 8,

1991. Whichever of these documents the City has signed later in time is
currently in effect and hereby made a part of and incorporated into this
Agreement as if set out in full herein.
The parties hereto have also executed a County-City Special Indemnity
Agreement approved by the Board of Supervisors on August 25, 2009.
This document is made a part of and incorporated into this Agreement as if
set out in full herein.
In the event the Board of Supervisors later approves a revised Joint Indemnity
Agreement and the City executes the revised agreement, the subsequent
agreement as of its effective date shall supersede the agreement previously in

effect between the parties hereto.

6.0 TERM OF AGREEMENT

6.1

6.2

6.3

The term of this Agreement shall be from September 1, 2009 through June
30, 2014, unless sooner terminated or extended as provided for herein.

At the option of the County Board of Supervisors and with the consent of the
City Council, this Agreement may be renewed or extended for successive
periods not to exceed five (5) years each.

Nine (9) months prior to the expiration of this Agreement, the parties shall
meet and confer in good faith to discuss the possible renewal or
extension of this Agreement pursuant to Section 6.2 above. The parties

shall reach an agreement as to the terms of any renewal or extension

period no later than six (6) months prior to the expiration of this Agreement.

Absent mutual agreement by the parties within that time frame, this
Agreement shall expire at the conclusion of the then-existing term.

7.0 RIGHT OF TERMINATION

7.1

7.2

Either party may terminate this Agreement as of the first day of July of any
year upon notice in writing to the other party of not less than sixty (60)
days prior thereto.

Notwithstanding any provision herein to the contrary, the City may terminate
this Agreement upon notice in writing to the County given within sixty (60)

days of receipt of written notice from the County of any increase in the
6
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7.4

A-2803
rate for any service to be performed hereunder, and in such an event this

Agreement shall terminate sixty (60) calendar days from the date of the
City's notice to the County.

This Agreement may be terminated at anytime, with or without cause, by
either party upon written notice given to the other party at least one
hundred eighty (180) days before the date specified for such termination.
In the event of a termination, each party shall fully discharge all obligations
owed to the other party accruing prior to the date of such termination, and, -

~except as otherwise provided herein, each party shall be released from all

obligations which would otherwise accrue subsequent to the date of

termination.

8.0 BILLING RATES

8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

The City shall pay the County for the services provided under the terms of this
Agreement at the rates set forth on Attachment A, Los Angeles County

Sheriffs Department SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form, as

established by the County Auditor-Controller.

The rates set forth on Attachment A, Los Angeles County Sheriff's
Department SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form shall be readjusted
by the County Auditor-Controller annually effective July 1 of each year, and
attached hereto as an Amendment to this Agreement, to reflect the cost of
such service in accordance with the policies and procedures for the
determination of such rates as adopted }by the County Board of Supervisors.
The City shall be billed based on the service level provided within the
parameters of Attachment A, Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department
SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form.

The cost of other services requested pursuant to Section 3.5 of this
Agreement and not set forth in Attachment A, Los Angeles County Sheriff's
Department SH-AD 575 Deployment of Personnel form shall be determined
by the Auditor-Controller in accordance with the policies and procedures
established by the County Board of Supervisors.
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9.0 PAYMENT PROCEDURES

9.1 The County, through the Sheriff, shall render to said City within ten (10)
days after the close of each calendar month a summarized invoice which
covers all services performed during said month, and said City shall pay
County for all undisputed amounts within sixty (60) days after date of
said invoice.

9.2 If such payment is not delivered to the County office which is described on
said-invoice within sixty (60) days after the date of the invoice, the County
is entitled to recover interest thereon. For all disputed amounts, the City
shall provide County with written notice of the dispute including the invoice
date, amount, and reasons for dispute within ten (10) days after receipt of
the invoice. The parties shall memorialize the resolution of the dispute in
writing. For any disputed amounts, interest shall accrue if payment is not
received within sixty (60) days after the dispute resolution is memorialized.

9.3 Interest shall be at the rate of ten percent (10%) per annum or any portion
thereof, calculated from the last day of the month in which the services
were performed, or in the case of disputed amounts, calculated from the date
the resolution is memorialized.

9.4 Notwithstanding the provisions of California Government Code Section 907,
if such payment is not delivered to the County office which is described on
said invoice within sixty (60) days after the date of the invoice, or in the
case of disputed amounts, from the date the resolution is memorialized, the
County may satisfy such indebtedness, including interest therecn, from any
funds of the City on deposit with the County without giving further notice
to the City of the County's intention to do so.

10.0 NOTICES
Unless otherwise specified herein, all notices or demands required or permitted to

be given or made under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be hand
delivered with signed receipt or mailed by first class registered or certified mail,
postage prepaid, addressed to the parties at the following addresses and to the

8
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attention of the person named. Addresses and persons to be notified may be

changed by either party by giving ten (10) calendar days prior written notice

thereof to the other party.

Notices to County of Los Angeles shall be addressed as follows:

Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department
Contract Law Enforcement Bureau
Atin: Unit Commander

4700 Ramona Boulevard

Monterey Park, California 91754

Phone #:

Fax

Notices to City of shall be addressed as follows:

City of Palmdale

Attn: Anne V. Ambrose

Address: 38300 Sierra Hwy., Paimdale, CA 93550
Phone #: (661) 267-5181

Fax #: (661) 267-5554

11.0 AMENDMENTS
All changes, modifications, or amendments to this Agreement must be in the form of

a written Amendment duly executed by the County Board of Supervisors and an

authorized representative of the City. Notwithstanding, the Sheriff or his

designee is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of the County any

Amendments and/or supplemental agreements referenced in Sections 1.3, 3.0, 4.3,

8.2, and 9.2 of this Agreement.

12.0 AUTHORIZATION WARRANTY

12.1

12.2

The City represents and warrants that the person executing this Agreement
for the

City is an authorized agent who has actual authority to bind the City to each
and every term, condition, and obligation of this Agreement and that all
requirements of the City have been fulfilled to provide such actual authority.
The County represents and warrants that the person executing this
Agreement for

the County is an authorized agent who has actual authority to bind the
9
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County to each and every term, condition, and obligation of this Agreement

and that all requirements of the County have been fulfilled to provide such

actual authority.

13.0 ENTIRE AGREEMENT

"
/
/
I
/1
/
I
I
/"
/!
/7
/1
1
I
"
I
I
I
I
i/
I
1

This Agreement, Attachment A, and any executed Amendments thereto
constitute the complete and exclusive statement of understanding of the parties
which supersedes all previous agreements, written or oral, and all communications
between-the parties relating to the subject matter of this Agreement. No change
to this Agreement shall be valid unless prepared pursuant to Section 11.0,

Amendments, of this Agreement.

10
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MUNICIPAL LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
AND CITY OF PALMDALE

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the County of Los Angeles, by order of its Board of
Supervisors, has caused this Agreement to be executed by the Chairman of said Board
and attested by the Executive Officer-Clerk of the Board of Supervisors thereof, and the
City has caused this Agreement to be executed on its behalf by its duly authorized

representative.
COUNTY LOS AN S
oy XVEP .
DON KNABE
Chalrman Board-of Superwsors
ATTEST: D
SACHI HAMAI
Executive Officer-Clerk 3 1&!—;\5’(\5@%}}%8
Board of Supervisors
- 7 #19 AUG 25 2009
Exaé%‘rmz OFFICER

ATTEST:

~ -

\d

Victoria L. Hancock, CMC, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
ROBERT E. KALUNIAN

Ai\cting County Counéel o
\/Wx ﬁMz\/Wmm ﬂi///

Deputy County C nfel ty Attorn

/
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

CONTRACT CITY LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES

Service Level Authorization

CITY: Palmdale

PAGE 10F 3

FISCAL YEAR: 2009 - 2010 EFFECTIVE DATE: 7/1/2009
CONTRACT]
CODE SERVICES TOTAL SERVICE UNITS PURCHASED LAW
# NEW PREVIOUS CHANGE USE ONLY
DEPUTY SHERIFF SERVICE UNIT
306 40 Hour 6.0000 6.0000
307 56 Hour 36.0000 34.0000 2.0000
308 70 Hour
310 Non-Relief 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000
DEPUTY SHERIFF SERVICE UNIT (BONUS LEVEL)
301 40 Hour
302 56 Hour
303 70 Hour
305 Non-Relief 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000
GROWTH DEPUTY, UNITS {Non-Relief Onty)
335 Deputy 14.0000 19.0000 -5.0000
358 Deputy (with a dedicated vehicle)
336 Deputy, B-1 1.0000 2.0000 -1.0000
359 Deputy, B-1 (with a dedicated vehicle)
GRANT UNITS (Non-Relief Only)
383 Deputy 3.0000 3.0000
360 Deputy {with a dedicated vehicle)
384 Deputy B-1 2.0000 2.0000
361 Deputy B-1 (with a dedicated vehicle)
SUPPLEMENTAL POSITIONS  (Non-Relief Only)
342 Lieutenant
353 Sergeant (SAD) 2.0000 3.0000 -1.0000
348 Sergeant (Motor) 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000
354 Watch Deputy
305 Motor Deputy 5.0000 6.0000 -1.0000
325 CSA
347 Security Officer
340 Law Enforcement Tech
343 Operations Asst |
344 Operations Asst I
345 Operations Asst Il|
351 Stn Clerk Il 1.0000 1.0000
329 Crime Analyst
331 Custody Assistant
Cther {Need 1o insert cost on Pg 2)
ATTN:{Routine City'Helicopter Billing:Agreement (indicate) - - YES
SH-AD 575 (REV. 3/09)
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HOURS OF SERVICE & ESTIMATED CHARGES
ciTy: Paimdale 71172009

Page 2 of 3

DEPUTY SHERIFF SERVICE UNIT
40 Hour 8 1,370,352.00 12,516 750,960, 6.9980
56 Hour ] 11,510,964.00 105,120H 6,307,200 58.7520#
70 Hour Q 0.00 0 ] 0.0000!
Non-Refief 1 207,829.00 1 739’ 107,340 1.0000;
DEPUTYSF'mFFSERVlCEUMT(BOM)SLEVEL ,
40 Hour Q 0.0000
56 Hour Ol 0 0.0000
70 Hour 0 1] 0.0000!
i 1,789 107,340 1.0000
GROWTH DEPUTY UNITS  {Non-Refiaf Only}
Deputy 789 25,0464f 1,502 780 14.0000
Deputy {with dedicated vehicia) 788 3] 0 0.0000
Deputy, B-1 789 1,789 107,340 1.0000
Oeputy B-1 (with dedicated vehicie) 789 0 I 1] 0.0000]
GRANT UNITS (Non-Relief Oniy) '
788 5,367 322,020 3.0000
Deputy {with dedicated vehicle 788 1) 1] 0.0000
DeputyB-1__ 789 3578| 714680 2.0000
Deputy B-1 {with dedicated vehitia) 788 O ] 0.0000]
SUPPLEMENTAL POSITIONS (Non-Retief Ondy}
Lieutenant 789
Sergeant (SAQ) 788
Sergsant (Mator} 789
Watch Depuly 0 788
Motor Deputy 5 788
CSA g 788 0 0 1
ity Officer Q 789 0 0 0.0000
Law Enforcement Tech 0 788 0 [ 0.0000]
ions Asst 0 789 0 1] 0.0000
ions Asst {i 0 789 Ol 9 0.0000]
ions Asst (i 0 788 [1] 0.0000|
Stn Clark it 1 783 1,789 107,34¢ 0000
Crime Analyst 0 789 0 0.0000
Custody Assistant [¢] 788 0 [t] 0.0000
Other 8ad to inser{ cost n next column 0 789 0j 0 0.0000
ESTIMATED COST FOR SERVICE UNITS * $517,888,74%.:00 ] :
LIABILITY @ 6% = | $1,047,083. HOURS
TOTAL ESTIMATED COS
BEPUTY 158,783
DEPUTY, B4 7,156
LT/BERGEANT 5387
csa 0|
CIVRIAN 1,788
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT

CONTRACT CITY LAW ENFORCEMENT SERVICES

DEPLOYMENT SURVEY

EFFECTIVE DATE: 7/1/2009 City: Palmdale
TOTAL DEPLOYMENT TOTAL
SERVICE UNIT UNITS GENERAL LAW TRAFFIC LAW DEP | SPECIAL| D.B. | TEAM UNITS
PURCHASED EM | DAY| PM | EM | DAY| PM | MOTOR| ASSIGN. LDR }| ASSIGNED

DEPUTY; GENERALIST |

40 Hour 6 <] 6

56 Hour 36 7 1101121 2 4 1 36

70 Hour 0 0

Non-Relief 1 1 1

Motor 5 5 5
DEPUTY, BONUS |

40 Hour 0

56 Hour 0

70 Hour 0

Non-Relief 1 1 1
GROWTH DEPUTY

Deputy 14 1 121411 1 3 2 14

Deputy, Dedicated Veh. 0 0

B-1 1 L 4

B-1, Dedicated Veh. 0 0
GRANT DEPUTY

Deputy 3 1 2 3

Deputy, Dedicated Veh 0 )]

B-1 2 2 2

B-1, Dedicated Veh. 0 0

*NOT License Detail and Crossing Guard are biled on an hourly basis and billed monthly as servica is

2l A/ 2 S
- srAnoy’bwme{R
CITY APPROVAL BY: P DATE: (7 7
FF *[certify that | agh akthorized to mike this change on behalf of the City”

PROCESSED AT CLEB BY: DATE: q 0?

EILLING MEMO REQISRED: W

“BLUE™  REQUIRED: [ %)

MMNUTE PROGRAM: [
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LA Sheriff
Cost Schedules
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Patrol Officer Rate
FY 1999-00 Costs

Los Angeles County - Contract Cities
Law Enforcement Services

The City contracts with the County Sheriff's Department for police patrol services.
These officers perform the mandated law enforcement activities<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>