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PLACER COUNTY GRAND JURY

11532 B Avenue Phone: (530) 886-5200
Auburn, CA 95603 Fax: (530) 886-5201
Email: grandjury@placer.ca.gov

November 24, 2014

The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi The Honorable Jeffrey Penney

Presiding Judge, Superior Court Advising Grand Jury Judge, Superior Court
County of Placer County of Placer

P.O. Box 619072 P.O. Box 619072

Roseville, CA 95661 Roseville, CA 95661

Citizens of Placer County

Re: Responses to the 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury Report

Dear Judge Pineschi, Judge Penney, and Citizens of Placer County:

The 2014-2015 Placer County Grand Jury has received and reviewed all the
responses to the 2013-2014 Grand Jury Report.

All the Responses submitted to the Grand Jury, since the Final Report was
published in June 2014 through November 12th, have been assembled and
published in this Response Report. The report is being published primarily in
electronic form and is available on the Superior Court’s Placer County website at
www.PlacerGrandJury.org. Hard copies are being distributed as requested.

If you desire a hard copy, please email your request to the Placer County Grand
Jury at grandjury@placer.ca.gov. Include your contact name, title, agency name,
department name, and complete mailing address.

Sincerely,

Sharon Stanners
Foreperson, 2014-2015 Placer County Grand Jury
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

HISTORIC COURTHOUSE HOLDING FACILITY
Annual Inspection

Findings

F1. The Historic Courthouse holding facility is well maintained and well managed.
F2. Some gang related graffiti was noted on one of the doors in the office area.
F3. The rear area of the courthouse does not have security cameras in place.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:
R1. The removal of gang-related markings by repainting the existing door, or by replacing the door.

R2. The installation of security cameras in the rear parking areas so as to reduce the potential risk to
court personnel.

Responses:
Edward Bonner, Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal

Mary Dietrich, Director, Facility Services
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August 22, 2014

Placer County Grand Jury
11532 B Avenue

CEIVED

Auburn, CA 95603 AUG 2 7 2014
Re: Response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Report PLACER COUNTY
GRAND JURY

Dear Foreperson:

After careful review of the findings and recommendations of the Placer County Grand Jury, I am pleased
to submit the following responses to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report.

Report Title: Historic Courthouse Holding Facility

FINDINGS

I agree with the findings, humbered F1, F2 & F3.
e F1. The Historic Courthouse holding facility is well maintained and well managed.
o F2. Some gang-related graffiti was noted on one of the doors of the office area.
e F3. The rear area of the courthouse does not have security cameras in place.

RECOMMENDATIONS |

e R1. The Grand Jury recommends the removal of gang-related markings by repainting the
existing door, or by replacing the door.

Response: Recommendation R1 has been implemented. The graffiti has been removed and/or
painted over. More frequent checks of the cells will be conducted to remove new graffiti in the
future.

e R2. The installation of security cameras in the rear parking areas so as to reduce the potential
risk to court personnel.

Response: Recommendation R2 requires further analysis. The Sheriff’s Office defers to the
Administration of the Courts (AOC) for further analysis on this issue, as they would be
responsible for the purchase and installation of video surveillance equipment for the rear parking
lot of the Court. The Sheriff’s Office will again advise the AOC of the Grand Jury
recommendation.



Response to the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury Report
Historic Courthouse Holding Facility

- August 22, 2014

Page 2 of 2

I wish to thank the members of the 2013-14 Piacer County Grand Jury for their dedication to the
community, and for their work during the past year.

Sincerely,

?M /Z,VLQ ﬁ ARGl

Edward N. Bonner .
Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal



COUNTY OF PLACER
FACILITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Phone 530-886-4900 Fax 530-889-6809
www.placer.ca.gov

MARY DIETRICH, DIRECTOR

VALERIE BAYNE, ADMIN. SVS. MANAGER
MARK RIDEOUT, DEPUTY DIRECTOR
BILL ZIMMERMAN, DEPUTY DIRECTOR
SCOTT BATTLES, DEPUTY DIRECTOR

September 30, 2014

RECEIVED

Placer County Grand Jury 0CT 022014
Albert Erkel, Foreman : PLACER COunTY
11532 B Avenue GRAND JuRy

Auburn, CA 95603

Re: 2013-2014 Grand Jury Final Report
: Historic Courthouse Holding Facility

Dear Mr. Erkel,
The Placer County Department of Facility Services appreciates this opportunity to
respond to the Grand Jury’'s 2013-2014 Report addressing the Historic Courthouse

Holding Facility. Facility Services respectfully submits this letter in response to the
Findings and Recommendations identified for our response in the Grand Jury report.

FINDINGS OF THE GRAND JURY

F1 The Historic Courthouse holding facility is well maintained and well
managed.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department agrees with this Finding.

F2 Some gang related graffiti was noted on one of the doors in the office area.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department agrees with this Finding.

F3 The rear area of the courthouse does not have security cameras in place.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department agrees with this Finding.



2013-2014 Grand Jury Final Report
September 30, 2014
Page 2 of 2

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE GRAND JURY

R1

R2

The removal of gang-related markings by repainting the exustmg door, or
by replacing the door.

Facility Services’ Response: This Recommendation has been implemented by

the Building Maintenance Division by removal of the graffiti and painting of the
holdlng cell area.

The mstallatlon of security cameras in the rear parking areas so as to
reduce the potential risk to court personnel.

 Facility Services’ Response: This Recommendation requires further analysis.

Installation of a security camera system to enhance safety requires coordination
with the Sheriff's Office and the Administrative Office of the Courts to determine
scope, cost and funding.

Respectfully submltted

“Fiaais Al
.y ,‘ EEY

Y

Mary Dietrich
Director of Facility Services

CC:

Alan V. Pineschi, Presiding Judge to the Superior Court
David Boesch, County Executive Officer

Holly Heinzen, Chief Assistant County Executive Officer
Edward Bonner, Sheriff-Coroner-Marshall



Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

ROCKLIN CITY JAIL HOLDING FACILITY
Annual Inspection

Findings
F1. The Rocklin Police Department Jail is clean, well maintained and well managed.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury has no recommendations for the Rocklin Police Department Jail.

Responses:

No responses were required.






Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

PLACER COUNTY JUVENILE DETENTION FACILITY
Annual Inspection

~ Findings
F1. The IDF was clean and well maintained.

F2. The JDF Staff exhibited a very good rapport with the detainees. They have implemented a

merit/point system and their focus is preparing the juveniles for release and the reduction of repeat
offenders.

F3. During the outdoor exercise period(s) on the sport court, several juveniles migrated to the small area
of the sport court with direct sunlight. -

FA. The large grass outdoor recreation area is not regularly used for detainee exercise or recreation. This
lack of use is due to the fact that the area is less secure, more accessible to the street, and would
require more staff to monitor activity.

F5. The JDF has not experienced a PREA audit, but feel their policies and procedures fully comply with
requirements.

F6. Medications being taken by incoming detainees are reviewed and evaluated by the IDF Doctor. The
JDF Doctor may consult with the detainee’s physician and parents to determine the requirement for
these medications. If the JDF Doctor authorizes the medication, it is delivered to the facility by the
parents. The final decision is at the discretion of the JDF Doctor.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. That the JDF identify the resources necessary to permit the regular use of the outdoor
recreation/exercise area to supplement the activities currently conducted in the covered sport
court, and then pursue the acquisition of these resources.

Responses:

Marshall Hopper, - Placer County Probation Department
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Marshall Hopper

Chief Probation Officer Auburn Justice Center Santucci Justice Center Juvenile Detention Facility
2929 Richardson Drive, Suite B 10810 Justice Center Dr. Suite 170 11260 “B” Avenue
. Auburn CA 95603 Roseville CA 95678 Auburn CA 95603
ADaY'd McchM?;‘“; . (5‘;0;l £89.7900 (9<;Sse)v;4§.7400 (sgo;‘ 8864350
Ozfs“cs:‘;m et Probation (530) 889-7950 (Fax) (916) 543-7472 (fax) (530) 886-4588 (fax)
COUNTY OF PLACER PROBATION DEPARTMENT
September 3, 2014 RECEIVED
SEP 102014
. . PLACER COUNTY
The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi GRAND JURY

Presiding Judge of the Superior Court
County of Placer County

PO Box 619072

Roseville, CA 95661

Re: Response to the 2013-2014 Grand Jury Final Report

Dear Judge Pineschi,

| would like to thank the 2013-2014 Grand Jury for their continued efforts with the annual inspection of
the Placer County Juvenile Detention Facility (JDF). | have thoroughly reviewed the final report,
findings and recommendations of the Grand Jury and have submitted my response below.

FINDINGS

| agree with the findings, numbered F1 through F6:

o F1.
e F2.
e F3.
o F4.
e F5.
e F6.

The JDF was clean and well maintained.

The JDF staff exhibited a very good rapport with the detainees. They have implemented
a merit/point system and their focus is preparing the juveniles for release and reductlon of
repeat offenders.

During the outdoor exercise period(s) on the sport court, several juveniles migrated to the
small area of the sport court with direct sunlight. ,

The large grass outdoor recreation area is not regularly used for detainee exercise or
recreation. This lack of use is due to the fact that the area is less secure, more
accessible to the street, and would require more staff to monitor activity.

The JDF has not experienced a PREA audit, but they feel their policies and procedures
fully comply with requirements.

Medications being taken by incoming detainees are reviewed and evaluated by the JDF
Doctor. The JDF Doctor may consult with the detainee’s physician and parents to
determine the requirement for these medications. If the JDF Doctor authorizes the
medication, it is delivered to the facility by the parents. The final decision is at the
discretion of the JDF Doctor. '

11



The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi

2013-2014 Placer Grand Jury: Annual Inspection of the JDF
September 3, 2014

Page Two

RECOMMENDATIONS

e R1. That the JDF identify the resources necessary to permit the regular use of the outdoor
recreation/exercise area to supplement the activities currently conducted in the covered
sport court, and then pursue the acquisition of these resources.

RESPONSE
Recommendation R1 will be implemented. A time line has not yet been established.

e Title 15 and 24 of the California Code of Regulations dictate the type and minimum size of
recreation spaces and minimum time periods that minors are allowed to access those recreation
areas. The Placer County JDF exceeds the minimum size requirements and typically exceeds
the minimum required access time for outdoor recreation. The covered, all weather “Sports
Court” referred to in the Grand Jury Report is considered to be an outdoor recreatlon area by the
Board of State and Community Corrections.

e The large grass outdoor recreation area has not been regularly utilized for the reasons outlined
in the Grand Jury Report. The Probation Department is working with other County agencies to
remedy this by reconfiguring the dimensions and location of the grass field. The reduced
configuration and realignment of fencing will provide for a higher level of security and less public
access around the fence perimeter. The new configuration will exceed Title 24 minimum size
requirements by approximately 46%.

e The department is working with Facility Services and the JDF fencing project will involve a
coordinated effort with County agencies and the selected vendor awarded the contract to
complete the new proposed Placer County Animal Services Center. The project is scheduled to
begin in the spring of 2015. However, the timeline for completion of the JDF fencing project has
not been established as it will be completed as part of a larger development plan in coordination
with the project.

This addresses all of the required responSes from the Probation Department. Again, | would like to
express apprecnatlon for the Grand Jury's steadfast effort in inspecting our Juvenile Detention Facility
and we recognize the value that the Grand Jury brings to the C|t|zens of Placer County.

Marshall Hopper
Chief Probation Officer

cc: Placer County Grand Jury
Placer County Board of Supervisors
- David Boesch, County Executive Officer, Placer County
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

PLACER COUNTY MAIN JAIL
Annual Inspection

Findings

F1. The physical condition of the main jail is good. Automation is employed appropriately to enable the
jail to be well managed, secure, and efficient.

F2. Public safety realignment has presented some new and significant challenges to the County’s system
of jails. More sentenced inmates are being directed to County jails rather than State prisons and
inmates are being sentenced for longer sentences to be served in County jails. This is creating over-
crowding issues and requiring the early release of inmates to prevent the violation of Federal court
orders. Inmates with longer sentences also change the array of medical services which must be
available. Rehabilitation has not previously been a primary function of County jails since stays
typically did not exceed one year. Now, with longer sentences, rehabilitation may need to play a
bigger role in the function of the County jail.

F3. The SPACF is not yet open and the initial opening plan will add some capacity to minimum security
needs but do nothing, in the short term, to alleviate the overcrowding most impacted by
realignment.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. The County should prioritize the staffing and expansion of the SPACF beyond minimum security to
enable that facility to absorb some of the impact of realignment. Given the nature and impact that
AB 109 (The Public Safety Realignment Act) has had on the inmate population at the PCMJ (both in
terms of total population and in terms of duration of stay), in order to maintain public safety and to
ensure that the inmates serve, at the least, a significant portion of their sentence, the Board of
Supervisors should carefully examine the funding for the Sheriff’'s Department to enable it to
adequately staff both the PCMJ and the new SPACF.

R2. The County should consider reviewing its 2011 Public Safety Realignment Act implementation plan.
While plan revisions are not required by the State, many counties have updated their plans. With a
couple of years of experience dealing with the challenges of realignment, the County is now in a
better position to assess the impact and determine how public safety services can best be tailored
to meet the challenges of realignment.

Responses:

Placer County Board of Supervisors
David Boesch, CEO { No response received )

Edward Bonner, - Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal

13
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COUNTY OF PLACER OFFICE OF
COUNTY EXECUTIVE

BOARD MEVMBERS David Boesch, County Exacutive Officer
JACK DURAN JIM HOLMES , e
District 4 District 3 175 FULWEILER AVENUE / AUBURN, CALIFORNIA 95603
. TELEPHONE: 530/889-4030
ROBERT M. WEYGANDT KIRK UHLER
Disfrict 2 District 4 FAX: 530’889'4023
JENNIFER MONTGOMERY V. placer.ca.gov
) District 5

September 23, 2014 RE CE e @
Alan V. Pineschi, Presiding Judge L SEP 2 4 2014
Placer County Superior Court : :
P.O. Box 619072 PLACER COUNTY

Roseville, CA 95661 - 'GRANDJURY

Re: 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report — Placer County Main Jail

Dear Judge Pineschi.

This letter is in response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury’s Findings & Recommendations from the
report titled Placer County Main Jail. The Placer County Board of Supervisors and County
Executive Officer would like to thank the members of the 2013-14 Grand Jury for thelr efforts
associated with the Placer County Main Jall review.

1.

Findings of the Grand Jury

The physical condition of the main jail is good. Automation is employed appropriately to
enable the jail to be well managed, secure, and efficient.

Board of Supervisors and County Executive Officer Response: The Board of Supervisors
and County Executive Officer agree with this Finding.

Public safety realignment has presented some new and significant challenges to the

County's system of jails. More sentenced inmates are being directed to County jails rather than
State prisons and inmates are being sentenced for longer sentences to be served in County
jails. This is creating over-crowding issues and requiring the early release of inmates to
prevent the violation of Federal court orders. inmates with longer sentences aiso change the
array of medical services which must be available. Rehabilitation has not previously been a
primary function of County jails since stays typically did not exceed one year. Now, with longer
sentences, rehabilitation may need to play a bigger role in the function of the County jail.

Board of Supervisors and County Executive Officer Response: The Board of Supervisors
and County Executive Officer agree with this Finding.

The SPACF is not yet open and the initial opening plan will add some capacity to minimum
security needs but does nothing, in the short term, {o alleviate the over—crowdmg most -
impacted by realignment.

Board of Supervisors and County Executive Oﬁﬁcer Resp@nse The Board of Supervisors

and County Executive Officer partially disagree with this Finding.
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The South Placer Adult Correctional Facility (SPACF) has opened with 240 jail beds
operational, and the Sheriff’'s Office has implemented their Phase 1 housing and staffing plan.
The facility currently holds 2 maximum of 120 minimum security male inmates, 30 minimum
security female inmates, and three additional pods of 30 medium to maximum security
classifications inmates each. Implementation of Phase 1 has resulted in a system-wide net
increase of 80 additional medium to maximum security classification jail beds.

Recommendations of the Grand Jury

1.

The County should prioritize the staffing and expansion of the SPACF beyond minimum
security to enable that facility to absorb some of the impact of realignment. Given the nature
and impact that AB109 (The Public Safety Realignment Act) has had on the inmate population
at the PCMJ (both in terms of total population and in terms of duration of stay), in order to
maintain public safety and to ensure that the inmates serve, at the least, a significant portion of
their sentence, the Board of Supervisors should carefully examine the funding for the Sheriff's
Office to enable it to adequately staff both the PCMJ and the new SPACF. '

Board of Supervisors and County Executive Officer Response: This Recommendation
has been partially implemented. Since the Grand Jury’s inspection in November 2013, the
Sheriff's Phase 1 housing and staffing plan for SPACF has opened 240 jail beds, and the
Sheriff's FY 2014-15 Final Budget includes $11 million for continued operations at the facility
throughout the current year. At the time of the Grand Jury's report, the Placer County Mail Jail
had a rated capacity of 486 beds. Since the inspection, six more beds have been added to the
facility, raising the rated capacity to 492 beds. With the opening of 240 beds at SPACF, there
are now a total of 732 rated jail beds system-wide. ‘

Placer County criminal justice officials are currently working on finalizing the Criminal Justice
Master Plan to define system-wide needs with respect to alternative sentencing practices, jail
bed requirements, rehabilitation pregrams, and the implementation of evidence based practices
across the criminal justice system. The Board of Supervisors will continue to work with the
County Executive Office to examine funding considerations system-wide, and with the Sheriff's
Office specifically regarding the requirement for additional jail beds.

The County should consider reviewing its 2011 Public Safety Realignment Act implementation
plan. While plan revisions are not required by the State, many counties have updated their
plans. With a couple of years of experience dealing with the challenges of realignment, the
County is now in a better position to assess the impact and determine how publi¢ safety
services can best be tailored to meet the challenges of realignment.

Board of Supervisors and County Executive Officer Response: This Recommendation
requires further analysis. The Community Corrections Partnership (CCP) was tasked by AB109
to develop the Public Safety Realignment Act Implementation plan. On January 10, 2012, the
Placer County Board of Supervisors received, reviewed and accepted the CCP’s
recommended implementation plan. The CCP continues to review issues related to AB1 09 and
to further refine Placer County’s approach to meet the chailenges of realignment. The Board of
Supervisors is anticipating completion of the Criminal Justice Master Plan in January 2015, and
will work with the County Executive and members of the Criminal Justice Policy Committee to
implement the final recommendations.
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The Board of Supervisors and the County Executive Officer appreciate the work of the 2013-14
Placer County Grand Jury in their report regarding the Placer County Main Jail.

Sincerely,

ec. Sharon Stanners, Foreperson of Placer County Grand Jury
Edward N. Bonner, Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal
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PLACER COUNTY

CORONER-MARSHAL

MAIN OFFICE TAHOE SUBSTATION

2929 RICHARDSON DR, DRAWER 1710

AUBURN, CA 95603 TAHOE CITY, CA 96145

PH: (530) 889-7800 FAX: (530) 889-7899 PH: (530) 581-6300 FAX: (530) 581-6377
EDWARD N. BONNER DEVON BELL

SHERIFF-CORONER-MARSHAL UNDERSHERIFF

RECEIVED

AUG 20

August 22, 2014 : 7/ L
| PLACER COUNTY

Placer County Grand Jury ; GRAND JURY

11532 B Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603

Re: Response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Report
Dear Foreperson:

After careful review of the findings and recommendations of the Placer County Grand Jury, I am pleased
to submit the following responses to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report.

Report Title: Annual Inspection — Placer County Main Jail Auburn, California
FINDINGS
I agree with the findings, numbered F1 & F2.

e Fd. The physical condition of the main jail is good. Automation is employed appropriately to
enable the jail to be well managed, secure, and efficient.

o F2. Public safety realignment has presented some new and significant challenges to the County’s
system of jails. More sentenced inmates are being directed to County jails rather than State
prisons and inmates are being sentenced for longer sentences to be served in County jails. This is
creating over-crowding issues and requiring the early release of inmates to prevent the violation
of Federal court orders. Inmates with longer sentences also change the array of medical services
which must be available. Rehabilitation has not previously been a primary function of County jails
since stays typically did not exceed one year. Now, with longer sentences, rehabilitation may
need to play a bigger role in the function of the County jail.

I partially disagree with’the finding, numbered F3.

e F3. The SPACF is not yet open and the initial opening plan will add some capacity to minimum
security needs but do nothing, in the short term, to alleviate the over-crowding most impacted by
realignment.

Response: The South Placer Adult Correctional Facility (SPACF) or South Placer Jail (SPJ) has
opened its doors and implemented the Phase 1 housing and staffing plan. The facility currently
holds a maximum of 120 minimum security male inmates, 30 minimum security female inmates,
and three pods of 30 inmates each of medium to maximum security classifications, for a total
operational capacity of 240 inmates. The Phase 1 implementation resulted in a system-wide net
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Response to the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury Report
Annual Inspection — Placer County Main Jail Auburn, California
August 22, 2014

Page20of3

‘increase of 80 additional medium to maximum security classification beds. SPJ Phase 2
construction has also been completed.

RECOMMENDATIONS

R1. The County should prioritize the staffing and expansion of the SPACF beyond minimum
security to enable that facility to absorb some of the impact of realignment. Given the nature and
impact that AB109 (The Public Safety Realignment Act) has had on the inmate population at the
PCMJ (both in terms of total population and in terms of duration of stay), in order to maintain
public safety and to ensure that the inmates serve, at the least, a significant portion of their
sentence, the Board of Supervisors should carefully examine the funding for the Sheriff's Office to
enable it to adequately staff both the PCMJ and the new SPACF.

Response: Recommendation R1 has been implemented in part; with further implementation
planned in the future. Since the creation of the Grand Jury Report, the SPJ] facility has opened
Phase 1. As stated above, the facility currently holds a maximum of 120 minimum security male
inmates, 30 minimum security female inmates, and three pods of 30 inmates each of medium to
maximum security classifications, for a total operational capacity of 240 inmates.

SPJ Phase 2 construction has also been completed. Phase 2 will open two additional housing
units at SPJ — G-Pod for sheltered housing of up to 60 inmates, and Housing Unit 1 made up of
A-Pod and B-Pod, each consisting of 60 celled beds. Phase 2 will result in additional housing at
SPJ of 180 rated beds. The hope and plan of the Sheriff's Office is to receive adequate funding
for Phase 2 at SPJ in the 15/16 fiscal year to open these additional 180 beds. With proper
staffing, the total operational capacity for SP] will be 420 beds at the completion of Phase 1 and
Phase 2.

At the time of the report, the Placer County Mail Jail in Auburn had a rated capacity of 486 beds.
Since the report, six more beds were added to the facility, raising the rated capacity to 492 beds.
With the completed staffing of Phase 2 at the South Placer. Jail, there will be a system-wide total
of 912 beds, resulting in a net increase of 246 celled beds. The Sheriff's Office believes this
increase in celled beds will greatly enhance our ability to ensure inmates serve a greater portion
of their sentence, as well as to better retain pre-trial inmates who are deemed a public safety
risk. :

R2. The County should consider reviewing its 2011 Public Safety Realignment Act
implementation plan. While plan revisions are not required by the State, many counties have
updated their plans. With a couple of years of experience dealing with the challenges of
realignment, the County is now in a better position to assess the impact and determine how
public safety services can best be tailored to meet the challenges of realignment.

Response: Recommendation R2 has been implemented in part. The Community Corrections
Partnership (CCP) was tasked by AB109 to develop the Public Safety Realignment Act
Implementation plan. The Placer County Sheriff’s Office has one member on that committee. The
establishment of the implementation plan was a one-time requirement. However, the CCP
continues to review the response of the various criminal justice agencies to AB109 and to refine
our approach. The Sheriff’s Office concurs with the Grand Jury recommendation that, *...the
County is now in a better position to assess the impact and determine how public safety services
can best be tailored to meet the challenges of realignment.” Those impacts continue to be
addressed through the allocation of funding for correctional operations and projects in the
County budget process and through collaborative efforts by each affected agency with the
Criminal Justice Policy Committee (CIPC), the CEQ’s Office and the County Board of Supervisors.
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Response to the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury Report
Annual Inspection — Placer County Main Jail Auburn, California
August 22, 2014

Page 3 of 3

The Sheriff's Office believes the collaborative efforts undertaken by the CCP and the CIPC
address continuing issues concerning the 2011 Public Safety Realignment Act.

I wish to thank the members of the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury for their dedication to the
community, and for their work during the past year.

Sincerely,

Edward N. Bonner
Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

AUBURN POLICE DEPARTMENT JAIL HOLDING FACILITY

_ Annual Inspection
Findings

F1. The soft interview room was pleasantly decorated. However, it was noted by the Jurors that the
heating/air system appeared not to be working, or inadequately designed for that room.

F2. Jurors noted minor scuff marks on both floors and walls in various areas of the interior of the facility.

F3. The Jurors were pleased to be informed of the various proactive steps the Department is taking to
address concerns unique to the City of Auburn and its actions in coordinating with other regional
police departments. Amongst those efforts are 1) a “panhandling solutions” campaign, intended to
encourage people to donate to local homeless organizations, rather than giving money directly to
panhandlers on the streets and/or Highway 49 intersections, and 2) computer coordination with
other regional police departments through Internet access on computers located in certain police
vehicles, which will allow officers “in the field” access to police department records of the Placer
County Sheriff Department and the Roseville Police Department

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. The Department arrange for repair of the heating/air system in the “soft interview” room as soon as

possible, and ensure the environmental conditions throughout the facility are adequately controlled
and regulated.

R2. As part of any Capital Facilities Plan (or its equivalent), the Department should review the interior
facility for “wear and tear”/cosmetic issues associated with flooring and walls. This evaluation
should occur before the end of this FY (June 30, 2014). Based upon this evaluation, the Department
should, as the budget allows, put in place a schedule for repairs.

R3. The Department should continue to explore opportunities for funding computer access to other

regional police/fire departments by officers in the field, and for good coordination within its own
dispatch center.

Responses:

John Ruffcorn, Chief of Police
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AUBURN POLICE DEPARTMENT

JOHN F. RUFFCORN INFO/NON-EMERGENCY 823-4234
Chief of Police ' ‘ INVESTIGATIONS 823-4237 EXT. 221
1215 Lincoln Way OPERATIONS DIVISION  823-4237 EXT, 203
Auburn, California 95603 RECORDS 83.4937 EXT. 218

Phone (530) 823-4237 ext. 201
Fax (530) 823-4224

- Placer County Grand Jury -

11532 B Avenue | o - StP 28 10M

Auburn, CA 95603 : PLACER COUNTY
; o GRAND JURY

Re: 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury Report-Auburn Police Department
Holding Area '

Dear Placer County Grand Jury,

I would like to thank you for your continued efforts with the annual inspections of the

- Auburn Police Department, and I am pleased to submit my response to your final report.
I have carefully reviewed the findings and recommendations and I am pleased to provide
you with the following response: '

FINDINGS

I agree with the findings of the Placer County Grand Jury in regards to the holding
facility and building condition.

- F1) The soft interview room does have heating/air system nuances and is not the best
design for that room.

F2) There were minor scuffmarks on both floors and walls in various areas of the
facility.

F3) The Auburn Police Department is taking steps to address concerns unique to the
City of Auburn and working with our regional partners.

RECOMMENDATIONS

R1)The Department should arrange for repair of the heating/air system in the soft
interview room as soon as possible, and ensure the environmental conditions
~ throughout the facility are adequately controlled and regulated.
Response 1) The Auburn Police Department is housed in an older building.
“We continue to fix the building as needed, but like any older
structure, it is constantly being worked on. With limited space in
our building, we think we are maximizing our usage of the
building configuration.
R2)As part of any Capital Facilities Plan (or its equivalent), the Department should
review the interior for “wear and tear”/cosmetic issues associated with flooring

ProTeECTION - SERVICE -~ CONCERN
The Auburn Police Department is committed to serving and supporting our community through education, crime prevention,
transparency, and mentoring. We realize that our success is difettly related to a collaborated effort with our entire community.



and walls. Based upon this evaluation, the Department should, as the budget
allows, put in place a schedule for repairs.

Response 2) The City of Auburn does have a Capital Facilities Plan that
encompasses all of its facilities, to include the police department.
During the recession, the city did not have the funds to spend on
several projects, but they did maintain all of their facilities.
Now, as the economy continues to move forward, the city is
dedicated to improving all of our facilities as the budget allows.

R3)The Auburn Police Department should continue to explore opportunities for
funding computer access to other regional police/fire departments by officers in
the field, and for good coordination within its own dispatch center.

Response 3) The Auburn Police Department continues to work with the Placer
County Sheriff’s Department on a joint Computer Aided
Dispatch (CAD) and Records Management System (RMS). We
have installed new computers in our patrol cars and we are in the
process of getting them internet access; however, they do
currently have access to state and local databases.

I again would like to thank the 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury for its report on the
annual inspection of the Auburn Police Department and the opportunity to respond to the
findings and recommendations. If you have any feedback or additional questions, I
would be more than happy to talk with you or respond through a written correspondence.
Sincerely,

- John F. Ruffcorn, Chief of Police
City of Auburn

cc: Mr. Tim Rundel, City Manager, City of Auburn

ProtecTtion ~ SErvice - CONCERN
The Auburn Police Department is committed to serving and supporting our community through education, crime prevention,
transparency, and mentoring. We realize that our success is dR€ctly related to a collaborated effort with our entire community.



Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

BURTON CREEK SHERIFF’S SUBSTATION JAIL AND HOLDING FACILITY
Annual Inspection

Findings

F1. The Grand Jury visiting committee found the Burton Creek Substation Court Holding/Jail to be
adequate and very well maintained, considering its age

F2. The facility is not generally used as a jail with the exception being holiday weekends. It is primarily a
court holding facility.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury has no recommendations for this facility.

Responses:

None required.

27



28



Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

ROSEVILLE POLICE DEPARTMENT JAIL AND HOLDING FACILITY
Annual Inspection

Findings

F1. The Roseville City Jail is well organized and maintained. The Roseville Police Department is to be
commended for the administration of the jail facility.

F2. The Sentenced Prisoner Program currently has brought in more than $32,000 this calendar year.

F3. The Public Service Program through Partners for a Safer America (posting of bail bond
advertisements) has generated more than $28,000 this calendar year.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. The Sentenced Prisoner Program and the Public Service Program continue, as they provide a benefit
for inmates and generate revenue for the City of Roseville, reducing the jail’s cost.

R2. The Roseville City Council strongly consider maintaining the City Jail, after the opening of the SPACF,
as it provides additional revenue to the City and valuable services to the community such as the
Roseville PD policy of detaining misdemeanor offenders.

Responses:
Daniel Hahn, Chief of Police

Roseville City Council
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RECEIVED

Roseville Police Department 0CT 27 2014

1051 Junction Blvd...

Roseville, CA 95678 PLACER COUNTY
L €7

Daniel Hahn, Chief of Police

Placer County Grand Jury October 1, 2014
11532 B Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603

Re: 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury Report-Annual Inspection of the Roseville
Police Department Jail and Holding Facility

Dear Placer County Grand Jury,

[ would like to thank the Placer County Grand Jury for your continued dedication to the
citizens of Placer County. [ am pleased to submit my response to the Grand Jury report.

FINDINGS

F1. [agree with Finding 1 that states: The Roseville City Jail is well organized and
maintained. The Roseville Police Department is to be commended for the
administration of the jail facility.

F2. I agree with Finding 2 that states: The Sentenced Prisoner Program currently has
brought in more than $32,000 this calendar year.

F3. [ agree with Finding 3 that states: The public Service Program through Partners
for a Safer America (posting of bail bond advertisements) has generated more than
$28,000 this calendar year.

RECOMMENDATIONS

R1. The Sentenced Prisoner Program and the Public Service Program continue, as
they provide a benefit for inmates and generate revenue for the City of Roseville,
reducing the jail’s cost.

Response 1. The Roseville Police Department will continue to offer the Sentenced
Prisoner Program (SPP) as long as our jail operations allow us to offer this program.

R2. The Roseville City strongly consider maintaining the City Jail, after the
opening of the SPACEF, as it provides additional revenue to the City and valuable

(916)774-5000 - Fax (916)781-2344 - www.roseville.ca.us/police
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Response to 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury Report-Annual Inspection of the Roseville Police
- Department Jail and Holding Facility
Page 2 '

services to the community such as the Roseville PD policy of detaining misdemeanor
offenders. ‘

Response 2. We will continue to evaluate the operation of a jail and other alternatives,
and make recommendations to the Roseville City Council, based upon our goal of
improving the quality of life in our City and keeping our neighborhoods safe.

I again would like to thank the 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury for its report and
- service to the City of Roseville. If there is any additional information I can provide, I
would be happy to speak with you or respond in writing.

Sincerely, ™

W

f / o -
x”? i\ ,,4»45‘%5/23“ L é sl
\Q&n‘i’éf Hahp{ hief’o/f/Poli Ge B
City of Roseville
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City Council RECEIVED ‘

311 Vermnon Street

Roseville, California 95678 NOV 102014

PLACER COUNTY
GRAND JURY

November 6, 2014

Foreperson

Placer County Grand Jury
11532 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court
County of Placer

P.O. Box 619072

Roseville, CA 95661

Re: 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury Report-Annual Inspection of the Roseville
Police Department Jail and Holding Facility

Dear Honorable Judge Pineschi and Placer Grand Jury,

On behalf of the Roseville City Council, | would like to thank the Placer County Grand Jury
for your continued dedication to the citizens of Placer County. | am pleased to submit our
response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report.

Report Title: Roseville Police Department Jail and Holding Facility — Annual Inspection
Report Date: 2013-2014

Response by: Roseville City Council

FINDINGS

e | agree with the findings, numbered: F1-F3.

F1. The Roseville City Jail is well organized and maintained. The Roseville Police
Department is to be commended for the administration of the jail facility.

F2. The Sentenced Prisoner Program currently has brought in more tha'n $32,000
this calendar year.

F3. The public Service Program through Partners for a Safer America (posting of bail
bond advertisements) has generated more than $28,000 this calendar year.

916.774.5362  Fax * 916.774.5485 TDD 916.7785220 - citycouncil@roseville.ca.us > www.roseviile.ca.us



Grand Jury Response 2013-2014
Roseville Police Department Jail and Holding Facility - Annual Inspection
Page 2

RECOMMENDATIONS
e Recommendation numbered R2 requires further analysis.

R2. The Roseville City strongly consider maintaining the City Jail, after the opening
of the SPACF, as it provides additional revenue to the City and valuable services to
the community such as the Roseville PD policy of detaining misdemeanor offenders.

Response: Staff will continue to evaluate the operation of a jail and other
alternatives, and make recommendations to the Roseville City Council, based upon
our goal of improving the quality of life in our City and keeping our neighborhoods
safe.

| again would like to thank the 2013-2014 Placer County Grand Jury for its report and
service to the City of Roseville.

Sincerely,

Susan Rohan
Mayor

cc:  Roseville City Council
Roseville City Attorney
Roseville City Clerk
Placer County Board of Supervisors
Placer County Executive Officer
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

BILL SANTUCCI JUSTICE CENTER COURT HOLDING FACILITY
Annual Inspection

Findings

F1. The Bill Santucci Justice Center Court Holding Facility is clean, well maintained and well managed.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury has no recommendations for this facility.:

Responses:

None required.
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

THE SHERIFF’S DEPARTMENT’S SURPLUS HELICOPTER

Findings

F1. Notwithstanding, the DLA-LESO’s denial of its request to sell the surplus helicopter, the Sheriff has
not yet adopted a course of action for disposing o

F2. In the internal discussions that have taken place thus far, the Sheriff's Department has expressed an
interest in recouping some of the County’s past costs related to the additional equipment that the
County purchased and installed on the donated helicopter.

F3. Since the denial of its request to sell the helicopter, the Sheriff's Department has not updated the
Board of Supervisors on the status of its efforts on this issue.

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. The Sheriff's Department adopt a plan of action for Board of Supervisor consideration that includes
one of the following options:

= Promptly make a second request to the DLA-LESO seeking permission to sell the Bell helicopter
to another law enforcement agency that intends to use the aircraft for counter-drug and
counter-terrorism activities, and then negotiate a price with the buying agency for the County
installed equipment. ‘

a2 Compare the market value of the County purchased equipment that it has installed in the
helicopter to the cost of having its helicopter maintenance vendor remove the equipment. If
the market value of the equipment is sufficiently greater than the cost of removing the
equipment, the County shouid remove the equipment and sell it. The County should then
return the airframe and the spare parts package to the DLA-LESO

Responses:

Edward Bonner, Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal
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PLACER COUNTY

CORONER-MARSHAL

MAIN OFFICE TAHOE SUBSTATION

2929 RICHARDSON DR. . DRAWER 1710

AUBURN, CA 95603 TAHOE CITY, CA 96145

PH: (530) 889-7800 FAX: (530) 889-7899 PH: (530) 581-6300  FAX: (530) 581-6377
EDWARD N. BONNER DEVON BELL -
SHERIFF-CORONER-MARSHAL ' ) UNDERSHERIFF

RECEIY

D

August 22, 2014 AUG 27 2014
Placer County Grand Jury : PLACER COQUNTY
11532 B Avenue GRAND JURY

Auburn, CA 95603
Re: Response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Report
Dear Foreperson:

After careful review of the findings and recommendations of the Placer County Grand Jury, I am pleased
to submit the following responses to the 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report.

Report Title: The Sheriff's Department’s Surplus Helicopter
FINDINGS
I agree with the findings, numbered F2 & F3.

e F2. In the internal discussions that have taken place thus far, the Sheriff's Department has
expressed an interest in recouping some of the County’s past costs related to the addltlonal
equipment that the County purchased and installed on the donated helicopter.

e F3. Since the denial of its request to sell the helicopter, the Sheriff's Department has not updated
the Board of Supervisors on the status of its efforts on this issue. :

I disagree with the finding, numbered F1.

e Fi. Notwithstanding, the DLA-LESO’s denial of its request to sell the surplus helicopter, the
Sheriff has not yet adopted a course of action for disposing of it.

Response: In June of 2012, the Sheriff's Office learned that the DLA was no longer approving
sales of helicopters obtained under the 1028 program and interpreted the provisions of the 1033
program to be binding for all remaining unsold aircraft obtained under the 1208 program. Since
that time, the Sheriff’s Office has been working on constructing a trade agreement with a
qualifying agency for the Sheriff’s surplus helicopter. There has been no lapse in this effort. Since
the Sheriff's Office was unable to find a suitable qualifying agency, the decision was made to hire
a third party broker to accomplish the transaction.
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Response to the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury Report
The Sheriff's Department Department’s Surplus Helicopter
August 22, 2014

Page 2 of 2

RECOMMENDATIONS

e R4. The Grand Jury recommends that the Sheriff's Department adopt a plan of action for Board
of Supervisor consideration that includes one of the following options:

o Promptly make a second request to the DLA-LESO seeding permission to sell the Bell
helicopter to another law enforcement agency that intends to use the aircraft for
counter-drug and counter-terrorism activities, and then negotiate a price with the buying
agency for the County installed equipment.

o Compare the market value of the County purchased equipment that it has installed in the
helicopter to the cost of having its helicopter maintenance vendor remove the
equipment. If the market value of the equipment is sufficiently greater than the cost of
removing the equipment, the County should remove the equipment and sell it. The
County should then return the airframe and the spare parts package to the DLA-LESO.

Response: Recommendation R1, part 1 has been implemented. Because we have been unable
to find a suitable “buyer,"” that is for transfer of the helicopter and a purchase price for the
additional equipment, the decision was made in early 2013 to hire a third-party broker to
accomplish the transaction. Three aircraft brokers were contacted and declined to initiate a
process to locate a potential 1033 program-qualified agency to trade the helicopter. In April
2014, Luxe Aviation was contacted for a proposal to broker a trade, as they possessed the
experience with government entities. Luxe Aviation is a certified small business authorized by the
State of California General Services as a supplier and has specific experience conducting complex
aircraft transactions for individuals, corporations, and government agencies of various sizes. It is
believed that Luxe will have a higher likelihood of success due to their national contacts in
aviation brokerage services, having worked with government agencies in the past, and has a
successful business record of completing complex transactions, such as this one facing Placer
County. The contract with Luxe Aviation is scheduled to go before the Board of Supervisors on
August 26, 2014, for consideration and approval.

Recommendation R1, part 2 will not be implemented. While the option to piecemeal the aircraft
and sell the upgraded equipment, has been considered, it was decided that it would not be in the
best interest of the County to pursue that option. Due to FAA inspection and certification
requirements, it would be cost prohibitive to sell the equipment separately.

I wish to thank the members of the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury for their dedication to the
community, and for their work during the past year.

Sincerely,

l {Mﬁm;?"

£ —— L 7 3{»:9

Edward N. Bonner
Sheriff-Coroner-Marshal
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

DeWITT CENTER COSTCO LEASE
AND
ITS IMPACT ON SENIORS

Findings

F1. The Grand Jury found that the deed restriction for public use, originally recorded with the deed to
the DeWitt Center, has been removed through a series of quitclaim deeds between the State and

the County.

F2. The Grand Jury found that the Placer County budget contains a DeWitt Center Enterprise Fund made
up of revenue from buildings and land leased on the DeWitt campus. Enterprise monies left over at
the end of each year are moved to reserve funds for future use. There are two of the reserve funds
that have reserve balances that could be cancelled and appropriated to other purposes. They are -
the Assigned Capital Assets fund (5784,204) and the Assigned Contingencies fund ($568,539). The
Board of Supervisors and the County CEQ have the authority to cancel the present use of those
funds and designate them for other purposes. The reserve funds can be cancelled as reserves and
used for other County purposes with approval of the County Auditor.

F3. The Grand Jury found that the County has no mandated requirement to provide services to the
seniors of Placer County. There are a variety of services for seniors provided by the Health and
Human Services (H&HS) Department of Placer County. There are a variety of non-profit
organizations providing services funded by public donations and by Federal Government funding

“through contracts provided through'Area 4 Agency on Aging. These funds are provided to the State
through the Older Americans Act. The State then distributes funds to the Area on Aging Agencies.

F4. The Grand Jury found no evidence of any long-term (five years or more) planning on the part of the
County to identify the needs of the growing senior population, and the consolidation of resources to

satisfy these needs.

F5. The Grand Jury found that the staff of Placer County assisted the two senior organizations in an
attempt to locate adequate and suitable facilities. This help consisted of providing them with a real
estate consultant, and the identification of possible replacement facilities. They also set up meetings
with owners of potential locations In addition county staff negotiated that the Costco Foundation
make a grant of $530,000 to the Senior Center to assist in their relocation to new facilities

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1. Placer County consider the use of monies from the Enterprise Fund to offset the cost of relocation
for Seniors First as the fund source is monies derived from leases and rental of space at the DeWitt
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Findings and Recommendations
2013-2014 Grand Jury Report

Center. Because the proposed lease with Costco will generate significant income to the County over
the next 50 years, this relocation support is warranted.

R2. Placer County move proactively to create a five year plan for the creation of an umbrella
organization that will bring together all governmental and non-profit organizations providing
supportive senior services under one entity to County seniors, both able and disabled; and that the
County Director of H&HS coordinate this.effort on behalf of the County.

Responses:
Placer County Board of Supervisors

Mary Dietrich, Director, Department of Facility Services
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cou " OFFICE OF
UNTY OF PLACER COUNTY EXECUTIVE

www.placer.ca.gov
JENNIFER MONTGOMERY .
Districts - ‘ i

September 23, 2014 .

RECEIVED

Alan V. Pineschi, Presiding Judge _.

Placer County Superior Court , C o SFp 242014

P.O. Box 619072 ,

Roseville, CA 95661 ' PLACER COUNTY
. GRAND JURY

Re: 2013-14 Grand Jury Final Report — DeWitt Center Costeo Lease

Dear Judge Pineschi,

This letter is in response to the 2013-14 Grand Jury's Findings & Recommendations from the report
titled Deld/itt Conter Costco Lease and its Impact on Seniors. The Placer County Board of Supervisors
would like to thank the members of the 2013-14 Grand Jury for their-efforts associated with the
Costco Lease review. ‘ ‘

1.

The Grand Jury found that the deed restriction for public use, originally recorded with the deed to
the DeWiit Center, has been removed through a series of quitclaim deeds between the State and
the County.

Board of Supervisors Response: The Board of Supervisors agrees with this finding.

The Grand Jury found that the Placer County budget contains a DeWitt Center Enterprise Fund
made up of revenue from buildings and land leased on the DeWitt campus. Enterprise monies left
over at the end of each year are moved to reserve funds for future use. There are two of the
reserve funds that have reserve balances that could be cancelled and appropriated to other
purposes. They are the Assigned Capital Assets fund ($784,204) and the Assigned
Contingencies fund ($568,539). The Board of Supervisors and the County CEO have the
authority to cancel the present use of those funds and designate them for other purposes. The
reserve funds can be cancelled as reserves and used for other County purposes with approval of

~ the County Auditor.

Board of Supervisors Response: The Board of Supervisors partially disagrees with this finding.
As of FY 2014-15 the DeWiit Development Enterprise Fund no longer exists. In its place, an
Internal Services Fund, Placer County Government Center Campus, has been established. The
reserves noted in the report have been shified to the new fund for the purpose of capital projects
on the campus. The County will take intc consideration the Grand Jury's recommendations and
continue to review current fiscal policies.

The Grand Jury found that the County has no mandated requirement to provide services fo the

seniors of Placer County. There are a variety of services for seniors provided by Health and
Human Services (H&HS) Department of Placer County. There are a variety of non-profit
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organizations providing services funded by public donations and by Federal Government funding
through contracts provided through Area 4 Agency on Aging. These funds are provided to the
State through the Older American Act. The Staie then distributes funds to the Area on Aging
Agencies.

Board of Supervisors Response: The Board of Supervisors agrees with this finding.

4. The Grand Jury found no evidence of any long-term (five years or more) pianning on the part of
the County to identify the needs of the growing senior population, and the consolidation of
resources io satisfy these needs.

Board of Supervisors Response: The Board of Supervisors disagrees with this finding. The
Board of Supervisors established the Older Adult Advisory Committee in 2004, in order to provide
older adulis with a voice on county matters. This commitiee advises the Board of Supervisors, as
well as Health and Human Services, on the creation and delivery of services for this demographic.
The Board of Supervisors also recently approved $100,000 to be put towards a feasibility study of
a multi-generational facility.

5. The Grand Jury found that the staff of Piacer County assisted the two senior organizations in an
attempt to locate adequate and sustainable facilities. This help consisted of providing them with a
real estate consultant, and the identification of possible replacement facilities. They also set up
meetings with owners of potential locations. In addition county staff negotiated that the Costco
Faundation make a grant of $530,000 to the Senior Center to assist in their relocation to new
facilities.

Board of Supervisors Response: The Board of Supervisors agrees with this finding.

Recommendations of the Grand Jury

1. Placer County consider the use of monies from the Enterprise Fund to offset the cost of relocation
for Seniors First as the fund source is monies derived from leases and renial space at the DeWiti
Center. Because the proposed lease with Costco will generate significant income to the County
over the next 50 years, this relocation support is warranted.

Board of Supervisors Response: This recommendation requires further analysis. As noted
previously, the DeWitt Development Enterprise Fund no longer exists. The creation of these funds
was intended for improvements that would benefit all of the tenants of the DeWiit Center campus.
The County is working to assist Seniors First in its relocation efforts and will take into
consideration the Grand Jury's recommendation.

2. Placer County move proactively to create a five year plan for the creation of an umbrella
crganization that will bring together all governmental and non-profit organizations providing
supportive senior services under one entity to County seniors, both able and disabled; and that
the County Director of H&HS coordinate this effort on behalf of the County.

Board of Supervisors Response: This recommendation has not yet been implemented, but will
be implemented in the future. The Board of Supervisors agrees that it is important to move
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forward to create a plan in order to address the needs of the increasing population of seniors.

Placer County's Health and Human Services Department will participate in this effort along with

key stakeholder organizations, including the Placer County Older Aduilt Advisory Commission and

Area 4 Agency on Aging. The Board of Supervisors does not however believe that there needs to

be the creation of a new, potentially duplicative, umbrella organization, and instead suggests that

working closely with existing organizations and groups dedicated to serving seniors would be a
- more effective and sustainable strategy.

The Board of Supewisaré appreciates the work of the 2013-14 Placer County Grand Jury in their
report regarding the DeWiit Center Costco Lease and its impact on Seniors.

Sincerely,

cc:  Sharon Stanners, Foreperson of Placer County Grand Jury
David Boesch, Placer County Executive Officer
Mary Dietrich, Director of Facility Services
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COUNTY OF PLACER

FACILITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Phone 530-886-4900 Fax 530-889-6809
www.placer.ca.gov

MARY DIETRICH, DIRECTOR

VALERIE BAYNE, ADMIN. SVS. MANAGER
MARK RIDEOUT, DEPUTY DIRECTOR
BILL ZIMMERMAN, DEPUTY DIRECTOR
SCOTT BATTLES, DEPUTY DIRECTOR

September 30, 2014

RECEIVED
Placer County Grand Jury OCT 08 2014
Albert Erkel, Foreman PLACER COUNTY
11532 B Avenue GRAND JURY

Auburn, CA 95603

Re: 2013-2014 Grand Jury Final Report
Dewitt Center~Costco Lease and Its Impact on Seniors

Dear Mr. Erkel,

The Placer County Department of Facility Services appreciates this opportunity to
respond to the Grand Jury’s 2013-2014 Report addressing the Dewitt Center Costco
Lease and its Impact on Seniors. Facility Services respectfully submits this letter in
response to the Findings and Recommendations identified for our response in the
Grand Jury Report.

FINDINGS OF THE GRAND JURY

F1 The Grand Jury found that the deed restriction for public use, originally
recorded with the deed to the DeWitt Center, has been removed through a
series of quitclaim deeds between the State and the County.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department agrees with this Finding.

F2  The Grand Jury found that the Placer County budget contains a DeWitt
Center Enterprise Fund made up of revenue from buildings and land leased
on the DeWitt campus. Enterprise monies left over at the end of each year
are moved to the reserve funds for future use. There are two of the reserve
funds that have reserve balances that could be cancelled and appropriated
to other purposes. They are the Assigned Capital Assets fund ($784,204)
and the Assigned Contingencies fund ($568,539). The Board of Supervisors
and the County CEO have the authority to cancel the present use of those
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funds and designate them for other purposes. The reserve funds can be
cancelled as reserves and used for other County purposes with the
approval of the County Auditor.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department partially agrees with this Finding.
At the time of the Grand Jury’s investigation, the DeWitt Enterprise Fund was a
Fund in the County Budget and revenues were generated from County and
private tenants in the Placer County Government Center. The DeWitt Enterprise
Fund no long exists, and this fund has been replaced with an Internal Services
Fund (Placer County Government Center Campus). Reserves from the
Enterprise Fund were shifted to this new fund for capital projects that benefit the
Government Center Campus. Use of reserves for capital projects that broadly
provide benefits to the occupants of the Campus is in keeping with the original
campus-wide source of the revenues. The Department will cooperate with any
policy decisions that are made relative to the use of reserves in this Internal
Services Fund.

The Grand Jury found that the County has no mandated requirement to
provide services to the seniors of Placer County. There are a variety of
services for seniors provided by the Health and Human Services (H&HS)
Department of Placer County. There are a variety of non-profit
organizations providing services funded by public donations and by
Federal Government funding through contracts provided through Area4
Agency on Aging. These funds are provided to the State through the Older
Americans Act. The State then dlstrlbutes funds to the Area on Aging
Agencies.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department is unable to respond to this
Finding as the referenced services and funding sources are not under the
purview of Facility Services.

The Grand Jury found no evidence of any long-term (five years or more)
planning on the part of the County to identify the needs of the growing
senior population, and the consolidation of resources to satisfy these
needs. '

Facility Services’ Response: The Department disagrees with this Finding. The
Board of Supervisors established the Older Adult Advisory Commission in 2004
to provide a forum to bring the County, community organizations and
representatives of the senior community together to discuss and identify existing
or emerging needs. In 2008 the Commission completed an Assessment to
ascertain the needs of the older adult community over a 20 year horizon.
Additionally, the Placer County Board of Supervisors approved funding in the
County’s Fiscal Year 2014-15 budget in the amount of $100,000 for the purpose
of developing a feasibility study for a multi-generationat facility.
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The Grand Jury found that the staff of Placer County assisted the two
senior organizations in an attempt to locate adecquate and suitable
facilities. This help consisted of providing them with a real estate
consultant, and the identification of possible replacement facilities. They
also set up meetings with owners of potential locations. In addition county
staff negotiated that the Costco Foundation make a grant of $530,000 to the
Senior Center to assist in their relocation to new facilities.

Facility Services’ Response: The Department agrees with this Finding.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE GRAND JURY

R1

Placer County consider the use of monies from the Enterprise Fund to
offset the cost of relocation for Seniors First as the fund source is monies
derived from leases and rental of space at the DeWitt Center. Because the
proposed lease with Costco will generate significant income to the County
of the next 50 years, this relocation support is warranted.

Facility Services' Response: The Department disagrees with this
Recornmendation. As noted above, the DeWitt Enterprise Fund no longer exists
and its fund reserves were intended for use for improvements to benefit all of the
occupants at the Government Center. The County has assisted the Seniors First
relocation by identifying available properties available in the local market, the
forgiveness of their last month’s rent, and connection with the Probation
Department who is now providing meal preparation for Seniors First.

Respectfully submitted,

b
Mary Dietrich

T RA VY

Director of Facility Services

CC!

Alan V. Pineschi, Presiding Judge to the Superior Court
David Boesch, County Executive Officer

Holly Heinzen, Chief Assistant County Executive Officer
Jeff Brown, Director of Health and Human Services
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PROVISIONAL LICENSED DRIVERS:
SCHOOL POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

Findings

F1. There are no policies or procedures pertaining to provisional licensed drivers (VehicleCode Section

F2.

F3.

F4.

F5.

F6.

12814.6) in any Placer County high school student handbook.

There is no mention of Vehicle Code Section 12814.6 on any parking permit application form found
online.

One high school principal was conflicted on the issue of enforcement of provisional license laws,
stating it was impossible to enforce, and adding he allowed his own provisionally licensed children
to drive their underage friends to social events. ‘ ”

The Grand Jury found no evidence of any high school offering assemblies, workshops or class
meetings that mention the provisional driving law. There were, however, instances of events
focused on topics such as driving distractions and buckling up.

More than one interviewee mentioned comparisons between driver education classes of yesteryear
and the present, and the fact that driver education classes are no longer required for high school
graduation.

One interviewee commented that the current vehicle code consequence for a first offense is not
strict enough and expressed the opinion that it should result in temporary loss of the license

Recommendations

The Grand Jury recommends:

R1.

R2.

R3.

R4.

All Placer County high schools add a policy regarding VC 12814.6 to their student handbooks. This
policy should include clear school disciplinary actions, as well as state-mandated consequences,
should this law be violated on or near campus. This addition to the handbook would definitely
heighten student awareness of the law.

The high schools make concerted efforts to involve parents to work together to enforce this
important law.

All Placer County high schools institute a parking permit program. The parking permit program is the
mechanism by which the school can better monitor the school parking lot and assign responsibility
to individual student drivers per VC 12814.6.

All Placer County high schools assign separately colored parking permits for provisional licensed
drivers and regular drivers. Permit contracts would have a reminder of VC 12814.6, signed by both
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student and the legal guardian(s), and clearly note the date when the provisional term expires. This
parking permit would be exchanged for the permit of a different color when the driver has
completed his/her provisional driving term.

R5. All Placer County high school parking lots be posted with signs stating “California Vehicle Code
Strictly Enforced, including VC 12814.6"

Responses:

Gayle Garbolino-Mojica, Placer County Supt. of Schools

George Sziraki, - Supt., Placer Union High School District

Roger Stock, - Supt., Rocklin Unified School District

Ron Severson/Tony Monetti, - Supt., Roseville Joint Union High School District
Robert Leri, - Supt., Tahoe-Truckee Unified School Distric

Scott Leaman, - Supt., Western Placer Unified School Distric
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Gayle Garbolino-Mojica

August 29,2014 County Superintendent of Schools

The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court

RECEIVED

County of Placer SEP 02 2014

PO Box 619072

Auburn, CA 95603 PLACER COUNTY
GRAND JURY

Dear Judge Pineschi:

I would like to submit my response to the findings and recommendations contained
in the 2013-14 Grand Jury Report pertaining to Provisional Licensed Drivers:
School Policies and Procedures. 1have carefully reviewed the information and
recommendations formulated by the Placer County Grand Jury pertaining to student
provisional drivers. After a thorough review, my responses are as follows:

FINDINGS
[ agree with findings numbered 1, 2 and 5.
[ disagree wholly or partly with findings numbered 3, 4 and 6.

Finding 3: PCOE is unable to comment on this finding since it is based upon one
individual's opinion on enforcement of provisional licensed drivers.

Finding 4: I disagree wholly with this finding. High schools offer a variety of
resources, including classroom instruction, to students who are seeking provisional
driving licenses, including but not'limited to optional online courses where students

prepare themselves to obtain a provisional driver’s license and the limitations there
of.

Finding 6: PCOE is unable to comment on this finding. High schools are unable to
change or enforce the consequences under the California Vehicle Code.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Recommendations numbered 3 and 5 require further analysis.

‘Recommendations numbered I, 2 and 4 Wﬂl not be 1mplemented because they are
~not warranted orarenot reasonable. = e S

RECOMMENDATION # 1.

All Placer County high schools add a policy regarding VC 12814.6 to their student
handbooks. This policy should include clear school disciplinary actions, as well as
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RECOMMENDATION #4:

The Honorable Alan V. Pineschi
August 29,2014
Page 2

state-mandated consequences, should this law be violated on or near campus. This
addition to the handbook would definitely heighten student awareness of the law.

RESPONSE:

Recommendation 1 will not be implemented because it is not warranted and or is not reasonable.
The Placer County Office of Education has no jurisdiction over individual high
schools and has no way of enforcing the consequences stipulated in the vehicle code
and violations are absent from the California Education § 48900 which stipulate the
conditions in which student may be disciplined.

RECOMMENDATION #2:

The high schools make a concerted efforts [sic] to involve parents to work together
to enforce this important law.

RESPONSE:

Recommendation 2 will not be implemented because it is not warranted and or is not reasonable.
The Placer County Office of Education has no jurisdiction in enforcing schools to
address VC 12814.6 with parents. High schools make a concerted effort to work
with parents on various issues including traffic safety.

RECOMMENDATION #3:

All Placer County high schools institute a parking permit program. The parking
permit program is the mechanism by which the school can better monitor the school
parking lot and assign responsibility to individual student drivers per VC 12814.6.

RESPONSE:

Recommendation 3 will require additional analysis.

The Placer County Office of Education has no jurisdiction in enforcing high schools
to design and implement a parking program described in the recommendation. Each
high school and their respective parking lots are uniquely different and their process
and procedures for student parking privileges meets those individual needs.

All Placer County high schools assign separately colored parking permits for
provisional licensed drivers and regular drivers. Permit contracts would have a
reminder of VC 12814.6, signed by both student and the legal guardian(s), and clearly
not the date when the provisional term expires. This parking permit would be
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exchanged for the permit of a different color when the driver has completed his/her
provisional driving term.

RESPONSE:

Recommendation 4 will not be implemented because it is not warranted and or is not reasonable.
The Placer County Office of Education has no jurisdiction in requiring high schools
to adopt new parking procedures and have no way of knowing when student has a
clear driving record or a driving record that has violations of VC 12814.6. PCOE and
high schools would have no way to monitor who in fact has a provisional license and
who does not. This recommendation exceeds the scope and the authority of local
school districts who cannot enforce vehicle codes.

RECOMMENDATION #5:

All Placer County high school parking lots be posted with signs stating “California
Vehicle Code Strictly Enforced”. It could possibly als<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>