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Animal Abuse

AB-611 (Nazarian) - Sexual abuse of animals.

California created a statute to criminalize animal sexual assault in 1975. That
prohibition is codified in Penal Code section 286.5 which makes it a crime for "any
person who sexually assaults specified animals for the purpose of arousing or gratifying
the sexual desire of the person." That law has not been amended since it was enacted
in 1975.

The phrase "sexual assault" is not a phrase which is generally used in California law to
describe and delineate criminal conduct. As such, the use of the phrase “sexual
assault” in the existing statute does not provide effective guidance in terms of the type
of conduct which is prohibited.

AB 611 (Nazarian), Chapter 613, prohibits sexual contact, as defined, with any animal,
and provides for seizure and forfeiture of animals involved in such violations.
Specifically, this new law:

« States that every person who has sexual contact with an animal is guilty of a
misdemeanor.

* Defines "sexual contact" as "any act, committed for the purpose of sexual arousal or
gratification, abuse, or financial gain, between a person and an animal involving contact
between the sex organs or anus of one and the mouth, sex organs, or anus of the other,
or, without a bona fide veterinary or animal husbandry purpose, the insertion, however
slight, of any part of the body of a person or any object into the vaginal or anal opening
of an animal, or the insertion of any part of the body of an animal into the vaginal or anal
opening of a person."

* Specifies that any authorized officer investigating a violation of sexual contact with an
animal may seize the animal that has been used in the commission of an offense.

* Requires any animal seized be promptly taken to a shelter facility or veterinary clinic to
be examined by a veterinarian for evidence of sexual contact.

« States that upon the conviction for sexual contact with an animal, all animals lawfully
seized and impounded with respect to the violation shall be forfeited and transferred to
the impounding officer or appropriate public entity for proper adoption or other
disposition.

 Specifies that a person convicted of a violation of sexual contact with an animal is
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personally liable to the seizing agency for all costs of impoundment from the time of
seizure to the time of proper disposition.

Status: Chapter 613, Statutes of 2019
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Background Checks

AB-880 (Obernolte) - Transportation network companies: participating
drivers: criminal background checks.

In 2016, the Legislature imposed a requirement in statute that transportation network
companies (TNC) conduct background checks on drivers, and identified a list of
offenses that disqualify individuals from operating as a TNC driver. (See Pub. Util.
Code, § 5445.2.) The background check must include a search of the United States
Department of Justice National Sex Offender Public Web site and a multi-state and
multi-jurisdiction criminal records locator or other similar commercial nationwide
database with validation. TNCs are prohibited from contracting with or employing a
driver that has been convicted of certain offenses within seven years, including, but not
limited to, domestic violence, assault, and battery.

AB 880 (Obernolte), Chapter 618, adds human trafficking convictions to the list of
felonies that automatically disqualify a person from driving for a TNC, and it deletes two
erroneous cross-references to Penal Code sections in existing law related to
disqualifying crimes.

Status: Chapter 618, Statutes of 2019

AB-1076 (Ting) - Criminal records: automatic relief.

An estimated eight million Californians have a criminal record. Getting a job with a
criminal record can be very difficult. According to the U.S. Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission (EEOC), as many as 92 percent of employers subject their
applicants to criminal background checks. Some employers ask applicants whether
they have been convicted of any crimes up front on the application and turn away
anyone who checks the box. Others run background checks and reject anyone who
turns up with a criminal history, without further review. The refusal to consider job
applicants with a criminal history may perpetuate an unfortunate cycle: individuals who
have been involved in criminal activity seek to come clean and refocus their lives on
productive, non-criminal endeavors, but find it nearly impossible to land employment.
Unable to earn a steady income, people with criminal histories sometimes drift back
toward criminal endeavors, resulting in increased recidivism.

Many arrest and conviction records are eligible to be withheld from public disclosure,
thereby “clearing” a person’s record for purposes such as most forms of employment.
This process is currently done through the court with jurisdiction over the case and
requires the person who is seeking to have their arrest or conviction record withheld
from disclosure to file a petition or motion with that court. Often times, people do not
obtain such relief, even if they are eligible, due to lack of understanding the legal
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process or a lack of resources.

AB 1076 (Ting), Chapter 578, requires the Department of Justice (DOJ), as of January
1, 2021, to review its criminal justice databases on a monthly basis to identify persons
who are eligible for relief by having either their arrest records or conviction records
withheld from disclosure, with specified exceptions, and requires the DOJ to grant that
relief to the eligible person without a petition or motion being filed on the person's
behalf. Specifically, this new law:

* Requires, as of January 1, 2021, and subject to an appropriation in the annual Budget
Act, that the DOJ, on a monthly basis, to review the records in the statewide criminal
justice databases and to identify persons who are eligible for relief by having their arrest
records, or their criminal conviction records, withheld from disclosure, as specified.

* Requires the DOJ to automatically grant such relief without a petition or motion being
filed by the person.

* Specifies that petitions, motions, or other orders for relief are not limited by this new
law.

* Requires the state summary criminal history information database to be updated in
order to document the relief granted.

* Requires the DOJ to submit electronic notice to the superior court with jurisdiction over
the case on a monthly basis, informing the court of all cases for which relief was
granted.

* Prohibits the court from disclosing information concerning an arrest or conviction
granted relief, with specified exceptions.

* Authorizes the prosecuting attorney or probation department, no later than 90 calendar
days before the date of a person’s eligibility for relief, to file a petition to prohibit the DOJ

from granting automatic relief for criminal conviction records.

* Requires the DOJ to annually publish statistics regarding relief granted pursuant to this
new law.

* Requires a court, at the time of sentencing, to advise each defendant of their right to
relief pursuant to the provisions of this new law.
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Status: Chapter 578, Statutes of 2019
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Child Abuse

AB-189 (Kamlager-Dove) - Child abuse or neglect: mandated reporters:
autism service personnel.

The Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act requires a mandated reporter, as defined,
to report, whenever they, in their professional capacity or within the scope of their
employment, have knowledge of, or observe, a child whom the mandated reporter
knows or reasonably suspects has been the victim of child abuse or neglect. Failure of a
mandated reporter to report an incident of known or reasonably suspected child abuse
or neglect is a misdemeanor punishable by up to six months in a county jail, by a fine
not to exceed $1,000, or by both that imprisonment and fine.

AB 189 (Kamlager-Dove), Chapter 189, provides that a qualified autism service
provider, a qualified autism service professional, or a qualified autism service
paraprofessional provider, as defined, is a mandated reporter of known or suspected
child abuse and neglect for the purposes of the Child Abuse and Neglect Reporting Act.

Status: Chapter 674, Statutes of 2019
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Controlled Substances

AB-127 (Lackey) - Driving under the influence: research.

In 2016, Californians voted to approve Proposition 64, the Control, Regulate, and Tax
Adult Use of Marijuana Act (AUMA). Prop. 64 legalized the recreational use of
marijuana by adults age 21 and over, imposed taxes on the retail sale and cultivation of
marijuana, and took a number of other steps to establish a regulatory and administrative
scheme for the product. In addition, Prop. 64 allocated three million dollars annually for
five years to the Department of California Highway Patrol (CHP) in order to develop
internal protocols for detection, testing, and enforcing laws against driving under the
influence. However, existing law does not include a statutory exemption which permits
a person to be lawfully under the influence of a drug while driving a vehicle, even for the
purposes of research.

AB 127 (Lackey), Chapter 68, allows a person who is under the supervision and on the
property of the CHP, to drive a vehicle while under the influence of a drug, or while
under the combined influence of a drug and alcohol, for the purpose of conducting
research on impaired driving.

Status: Chapter 68, Statutes of 2019

AB-397 (Chau) - Vehicles: driving under the influence: cannabis.

After cannabis legalization, the states of Colorado and Washington both experienced an
increase in cannabis-involved accidents including fatalities, with Washington State
experiencing an 81% increase in these accidents, and Colorado experiencing a 145%
increase in these accidents between the years 2013 and 2016. Currently cannabis
DUI’s in the state are charged as "driving under the influence of drugs" without
specifying which drug the accused is under the influence of. Because of this, the state
currently has no way to determine how many cannabis DUI’s occur annually.

AB 397 (Chau), Chapter 610, requires, beginning January 1, 2022, the disposition for a
conviction of DUI, when the sole drug was cannabis, to indicate that fact when reporting
data regarding criminal convictions to the Department of Justice.

Status: Chapter 610, Statutes of 2019

AB-484 (Jones-Sawyer) - Crimes: probation.

Existing law requires a judge to impose six months in the county jail for anyone who is
sentenced to probation on specified controlled substance offenses. The judge, in an
unusual case, can absolve a person from spending the sixmonth sentence in the county
jail if the court specifies on the record and enters into the minutes the circumstances
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indicating that the interests of justice would best be served by such a disposition. The
law that requires the six month period of imprisonment is one of many mandatory
minimum sentences that was established during the 1980s and 1990s. In the past
decade or so, the Legislature has moved away from mandatory sentencing schemes
and harsh prison sentences in general. AB 109, criminal justice realignment, and voter
initiatives such as proposition 36 in 2012, and proposition 47, in 2014 have all been
aimed at reducing California’s reliance on severe terms of incarceration as a method of
dealing with criminal punishment.

AB 484 (Jones-Sawyer), Chapter 574, makes the imposition of the 180-day confinement
condition that is currently required when a defendant is granted probation after being
convicted of specified controlled substances offenses permissive rather than
mandatory.

Status: Chapter 574, Statutes of 2019

AB-1261 (Jones-Sawyer) - Controlled substances: narcotics registry.
Existing law requires a person who is convicted of a specified drug offense to register
with the chief of police in the city in which they reside, or with the sheriff of the county if
the person resides in an unincorporated area. (Health & Saf. Code, § 11590 subd. (a).)
The duty to register lasts five years after release from incarceration or probation or
parole supervision, whichever is later. (Health & Saf. Code, § 11594.) Failure to
knowingly comply with registration requirements is a misdemeanor. (lbid.)

Notably, nothing in statute requires that the registrant’s information be removed from the
registry once the obligation to register ends. In other words, the registry permits law
enforcement to keep track of the identity of individuals with drug convictions indefinitely,
which could permanently brand someone as a drug abuser. While information in the
narcotics registry is not available to the public, arguably this raises privacy concerns for
rehabilitated individuals with old records of drug convictions.

Moreover, the narcotics registry, a remnant of the war on drugs, is based on an
outdated approach to drug crimes. The registry conflicts with efforts in California to
decrease the penalties for drug offenses and to focus more on providing treatment.

AB 1261 (Jones-Sawyer), Chapter 580, eliminates the requirement that individuals
convicted of specified drug offenses register with local law enforcement. Specifically,

this new law:

* Repeals all provisions of law requiring persons convicted of specified drug offenses to
register with local law enforcement.
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* Maintains law enforcement duties regarding the reporting of school employees who
are arrested for specified controlled substances currently requiring registration upon
conviction.

* Provides that all statements, photographs, and fingerprints obtained under previous
provisions of law requiring registration for controlled substances offenses are not open

to the public and are only subject to inspection by law enforcement officers.

Status: Chapter 580, Statutes of 2019
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Corrections

AB-32 (Bonta) - State prisons: private, for-profit administration services.

In 2016, the U.S. Department of Justice’s Office of the Inspector General conducted an
investigation of private prisons and issued a report. The investigation found that private
prisons were less safe than federal prisons, poorly administered, and provided limited
long-term savings for the federal government. For example, the contract prisons
confiscated eight times as many contraband cell phones annually as the federal
institutions. Private prisons also had higher rates of assaults, both by inmates on other
inmates and by inmates on staff. Additionally, two of the three contract prisons
inspected by the Inspector General’s Office were improperly housing new inmates in
Special Housing Units (SHU), which are normally used for disciplinary or administrative
segregation, until beds became available in general population housing. (See Review
of the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Monitoring of Contract Prisons, August 2016, p. 2.)

AB 32 (Bonta), Chapter 739, prohibits the California Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation (CDCR) from entering into, or renewing contracts with private for-profit
prisons after January 1, 2020, and eliminates their use by January 1, 2028. Also
prohibits the operation of a private detention facility within the state, except as specified.
Specifically, this new law:

* Prohibits CDCR from entering into a contract with any private, for-profit prison, on or
after January 1, 2020. Applies to both in-state and out-of-state facilities.

* Prohibits CDCR from renewing contracts with any private, for-profit prison on or after
January 1, 2020. Applies to both in-state and out-of-state facilities.

* Requires all state prison inmates under the jurisdiction of CDCR to be removed from
private, for-profit prison facilities on or before January 1, 2028.

* Prohibits the operation of a "private detention facility" within the state, as defined.

« States that the prohibition does not apply to: (1) a facility providing rehabilitative,
counseling, treatment, mental health, educational, or medical services to a juvenile
court ward; (2) a facility providing evaluation or treatment services to a person who has
been detained, or is subject to an order of commitment by a court; (3) a facility providing
educational, vocational, medical, or other ancillary services to an inmate under the
custody of CDCR or a county sheriff or other law enforcement agency; (4) a residential
care facility; (5) a school facility used for the disciplinary detention of a pupil; (6) a
facility used to quarantine people for public health reasons; or, (7) a facility used to
temporarily detain someone stopped or arrested by a merchant, private security guard,
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or other private person.

* Exempts any privately owned property or facility that is leased and operated by CDCR,
a county sheriff, or other law enforcement agency.

« States that this prohibition does not apply to: (1) any private detention facility operating
pursuant to a valid contract with a governmental entity that was in effect before January
1, 2020, for the duration of that contract, not to include any extensions made to or
authorized by that contract; and, (2) renewed contracts between a private detention
facility and CDCR in order to comply with court-ordered population caps.

* Provides that the provisions of this law are severable; if any provision is held invalid,
that invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications that can be given effect
without the invalid provision.

Status: Chapter 739, Statutes of 2019

AB-45 (Mark Stone) - Inmates: medical care: fees.

Existing law authorizes the Secretary of the Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation (CDCR) to charge a $5 fee for each inmate initiated medical visit of an
inmate confined in the state prison, and requires that that the moneys received be
expended to reimburse the department for direct provision of inmate health care
services.

Current law also authorizes a sheriff, director of corrections, or chief of police to charge
a fee in the amount of $3 for each inmate initiated medical visit of an inmate confined in
a county or city jail, and requires that the money received be transferred to the county or
city general fund.

While a $5.00 copayment may seem small to persons outside the prison system, an
incarcerated person working for 8 cents per hour would need to work for over 60 hours
just to afford one medical appointment. Limiting access to care in this way leads to
unnecessary suffering, the development of more chronic conditions, and the spread of
infectious diseases. Fair and just access to healthcare is a human right, and that right
doesn’t go away when a person is incarcerated.

AB 45 (Stone), Chapter 570, repeals the authorization that allows the Secretary of the
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR), a sheriff, chief or
director of corrections, or chief of police to charge a fee for an inmate initiated medical
visit, or for durable medical equipment or medical supplies.
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Status: Chapter 570, Statutes of 2019

AB-701 (Weber) - Prisoners: exoneration: housing costs.

Wrongfully-convicted exonerees face many challenging obstacles when entering back
into society, including difficulty locating and obtaining secure housing. Exonerees are
owed extensive support for the injustice of wrongfully serving a prison term. Existing law
provides an exoneree compensation at a rate of $140 per day of wrongful incarceration
served subsequent to the claimant’s conviction, and requires that California Department
of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) provide transitional services for at least six
months from the date of release, including housing assistance. However, many
exonerees do not have access to immediate funds in order to secure independent
housing. Despite their innocence, exonerees face significant burdens and obstacles
upon their release, particularly with respect to housing assistance, which may be
mitigated by prompt access to funds upon release.

AB 701 (Weber), Chapter 435, provides a person who is exonerated of a crime $5,000
upon release from prison to be used to pay for housing, and entitles the exoneree to
receive direct payment or reimbursement for reasonable housing costs for up to four
years thereafter. Specifically, this new law:

« States that in addition to any other payment to which the person is entitled to by law, a
person who is exonerated shall be paid $5,000 upon release, to be used for housing,
including, but not limited to, hotel costs, mortgage expenses, a down payment, security
deposit, or any payment necessary to secure and maintain rental or other housing
accommodations.

* Defines reasonable housing costs, as specified.

* Requires CDCR to disburse payments or reimbursements for these purposes from
funds to be made available upon appropriation by the Legislature for this purpose.

Status: Chapter 435, Statutes of 2019

SB-136 (Wiener) - Sentencing.

Existing law contains a variety of sentencing enhancements that can be used to
increase the term of imprisonment a defendant will serve. Enhancements add time to a
person’s sentence for factors relevant to the defendant, such as prior criminal history, or
for specific facts related to the crime. Multiple enhancements can be imposed in a
single case and can range from adding a specified number of years to a person’s
sentence, or doubling a person’s sentence or even converting a determinate sentence
into a life sentence. There are literally hundreds of enhancements in the California
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criminal justice system.

One such enhancement is a one-year enhancement that applies for each prior felony
prison term or felony county jail term an individual has served. The one-year
enhancement appears to be one of the most commonly used enhancements in
California criminal courts today. According to data provided by the California Departmet
of Corrections (CDCR), as of March 31, 2019, there were 10,995 offenders in CDCR
facilities who had been assessed the one-year enhancement.

Beginning in 2011, with AB 109 (“Realignment”), California began a series of reforms
aimed at reducing the state’s reliance on imprisonment as punishment for criminal
offenses. Realignment, among other things, restructured the State's sentencing
procedure such that many felony offenses resulted in jail time rather than prison
sentences. In 2012, Californians voted to enact Proposition 36, which revised the Three
Strikes law so that mandatory life sentences would only be imposed for “violent” or
“serious” felonies. In 2014, voters approved Proposition 47, which reclassified
numerous drug and property crimes that had previously been felonies, as
misdemeanors. In 2016, the people passed Proposition 57 which provided earlier
parole dates for nonviolent felons and allowed judges, rather than prosecutors, to
determine whether a juvenile should be tried in adult court.

SB 136 (Wiener), Chapter 590, narrows the one-year sentence enhancement for each
prior prison or county jail felony term that applies to a defendant sentenced on a new
felony by imposing the enhancement on a defendant sentenced on a new felony only if
the defendant has a prior conviction for a sexually violent offense.

Status: Chapter 590, Statutes of 2019

SB-591 (Galgiani) - Incarcerated persons: health records.

A Mentally Disordered Offender (MDO) commitment is a post-prison civil commitment.
The MDO Act is designed to confine an inmate as mentally ill who is about to be
released on parole when it is deemed that he or she has a mental illness which
contributed to the commission of a violent crime. Rather than release the inmate to the
community, the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) paroles
the inmate to the supervision of the state hospital, and the individual remains under
hospital supervision throughout the parole period.

CDCR inmates are generally housed in CDCR facilities. However, a CDCR inmate
might be temporarily transported to a county jail to deal with an unresolved case. There
have been complaints that CDCR MDO evaluators are not always granted prompt
access to inmates that are temporarily at a county jail. CDCR psychologists and
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psychiatrists are feeling time pressure to get evaluations done, particularly with the
passage of Prop. 57 and the changes it made to an inmates’ ability to earn time credits
against their sentence.

SB 591 (Galgiani), Chapter 649, requires, for the evaluation of inmates temporarily
housed at a county correctional facility, a county medical facility, or a state-assigned
mental health provider, that a practicing psychiatrist or psychologist from the
Department of State Hospitals, CDCR, or the Board of Parole Hearings be afforded
prompt and unimpeded access to the inmate as well as their records for the period of
confinement at that facility upon submission of current and valid proof of state
employment and a departmental letter or memorandum arranging the appointment.

Status: Chapter 649, Statutes of 2019
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Court Hearings

AB-1493 (Ting) - Gun violence restraining order: petition.

AB 1014 (Skinner), Chapter 872, Statutes of 2014, created the system for gun violence
restraining orders (GVRO). In the three years since the program has been
implemented, 424 GVROs have been issued. As people recognize the protections that
GVROs can provide, it is important that we continue to improve the process. In
complying with a GVRO, people have a few options such as selling the firearms, storing
them with an approved facility, or relinquishing them to law enforcement. However, the
availability and clarity of these options can change from county to county. The GVRO
process can be streamlined by creating a form that the subject of the GVRO can submit
to the court, expressing their willingness to cooperate.

AB 1493 (Ting), Chapter 733, authorizes the subject of a GVRO petition to submit a
form to the court voluntarily relinquishing the subject’s firearm rights and stating that the
subject is not contesting the petition.

Status: Chapter 733, Statutes of 2019

AB-1600 (Kalra) - Discovery: personnel records: peace officers and
custodial officers.

In California, a criminal defendant’s right to access relevant records regarding prior
misconduct by a law enforcement officer was established by the California Supreme
Court’s ruling in Pitchess v. Superior Court (1974) 11 Cal.3d 531. Following the
Pitchess decision, the Legislature enacted statutes specifying the procedures by which
a criminal defendant may seek access to those records.

The Pitchess statutes require a criminal defendant to file a written motion that identifies
and demonstrates good cause for the discovery sought. If such a showing is made, the
trial court then reviews the law enforcement personnel records in camera with the
custodian, and discloses to the defendant any relevant information from the personnel
file. (People v. Mooc (2001) 26 Cal.4th 1216, 1226.) Absent compliance with these
procedures, peace officer personnel files, and information from them, are confidential
and cannot be disclosed in any criminal or civil proceeding. Any records disclosed are
subject to a mandatory order that they be used only for the purpose of the court
proceeding for which they were sought. (Id. at p. 1042.)

As part of those procedures, there is a requirement that the party seeking discovery of
the records provide notice to the agency 16 days before the date of the court hearing on
discovery of the law enforcement personnel records. The 16 day notice requirement
applies in criminal cases as well as in civil cases. In criminal cases, when a defendant
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is in custody, and time to investigate a case is at a premium, a16-day notice
requirement can impose a significant hurdle. Such a notice requirement is particularly
challenging on a misdemeanor charge where a defendant has a right to have a trial
within 30 days of entry of a plea of not guilty. A 16-day notice requirement forces an in-
custody defendant to choose between taking the time to seek discovery regarding law
enforcement personnel records or asserting their right to have a trial within 30 days.

AB 1600 (Kalra), Chapter 585, shortens the notice requirement in criminal cases when a
defendant files a motion to discover police officer misconduct from 16 days to 10 days.
Specifically, this new law:

* Requires a written motion for discovery of peace officer personnel records or
information from those records, to be served and filed, as specified, at least 10 court
days before the hearing, by the party seeking the discovery in a criminal matter.

* Requires all papers opposing a motion described above, to be filed with the court at
least five court days, and all reply papers at least two court day, before the hearing.

» Requires proof of service of the notice to the agency in possession of the records, to
be filed no later than five court days before the hearing.

* Creates an exception to the prohibition on release of records of officers who were not
present during an arrest, had no contact with the party seeking disclosure, or were not
present at the time of contact by permitting the disclosure of records of a supervisorial
officer if the supervisorial officer issued command directives or had command influence
over the circumstances at issue and had direct oversight of a peace officer or a
custodial officer who was present during the arrest, had contact with the party seeking
disclosure from the time of the arrest until the time of booking, or was present at the
time the conduct at issue is alleged to have occurred within a jail facility.

Status: Chapter 585, Statutes of 2019
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Criminal Justice Programs

AB-1296 (Gonzalez) - Tax Recovery in the Underground Economy Criminal
Enforcement Program.

The underground economy is comprised of individuals and businesses that use various
schemes to conceal their activities and evade their tax liabilities by avoiding licensing,
regulatory, labor, and tax agencies. Businesses in the underground economy may
deliberately fail to report work to appropriate government agencies, obtain proper
permits, secure the appropriate insurance, provide sufficient safety and skills training to
workers, or pay fees, taxes, or minimum wages. Other evasive practices include paying
workers a lower wage than stated on payroll reports, misclassifying workers as
independent contractors to avoid paying employee-level fees and taxes, and
misreporting profits and material costs to avoid taxes. In the underground economy
many workers go without basic rights and workplace protections. As a result, law-
abiding businesses are put in a competitive disadvantage and the well-being of
consumers are put at risk. Furthermore, due to the nature of underground activities, tax
revenues that would fund education, public safety agencies and infrastructure projects
are lost and uncollected. According to a 2013 report, the state's underground economy
generates between $60 and $140 billion in revenue annually. It is estimated that billions
of dollars are lost from uncollected corporate, personal, sales and use taxes each year.

A variety of agencies currently work together in partnership with local and federal
agencies to combat the underground economy to ensure a level playing field for
California businesses. The Joint Enforcement Strike Force, among other agencies,
works to help restore economic stability and to improve working conditions and consure
and worker protection.

In addition, AB 576 (V. Manuel Pérez) Chapter 614, Statutes of 2013, created the
“Centralized Intelligence Partnership” pilot program consisting of specified agencies to
collaborate in combating those engaged in the underground economy. AB 576
established a pilot program to create a multiagency team consisting of the Franchise
Tax Board (FTB), the Department of Justice (DOJ), the State Board of Equalization, and
the Employment Development Department (EDD), to be known as the Revenue
Recovery and Collaborative Enforcement Team, to collaborate in combating criminal tax
evasion associated with the underground economy by, among other activities,
developing a plan for a central intake process and organizational structure to document,
review, and evaluate data and complaints. AB 576 authorized other specified state
entities to participate in the pilot program in an advisory capacity. The pilot program
allowed team members to exchange information for the purpose of investigating criminal
tax evasion associated with the underground economy. There was a sunset date of
January 1, 2019 on the pilot program.
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AB 1296 (Gonzalez), Chapter 626, expands the membership, duties, and authority of
the Joint Enforcement Strike Force on the Underground Economy. Specifically, this
new law:

» Adds the DOJ, the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration, and the FTB
to the required membership of the Joint Enforcement Strike Force on the Underground
Economy.

* Authorizes the Strike Force to invite other specified agencies to serve in an advisory
capacity.

» Expands the duties of the Strike Force to include enforcement activities regarding
labor, tax, insurance, and licensing law violators operating in the underground economy
and authorize the provision of investigative leads to participating agencies.

* Provides for the exchange of certain information between strike force member
agencies and the Labor Enforcement Task Force, and provides for the confidentiality of
such information.

 Authorizes a member agency of the Strike Force to request specified information from
the EDD, the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration, and the FTB, and
would require those agencies to provide such information for specified enforcement
purposes, and provides for the confidentiality of such information.

* Requires the DOJ to maintain two multi-agency Tax Recovery in the Underground
Economy Criminal Enforcement Program investigative teams in Sacramento and Los
Angeles and requires those teams to continue their collaboration for the recovery of lost
revenues to the state by investigating and prosecuting criminal offenses in the state's
underground economy.

Status: Chapter 626, Statutes of 2019

AB-1331 (Bonta) - Criminal justice data.

For many years, California has promoted the collection and dissemination of criminal
justice data. However, significant gaps still exist in the State's criminal history records.
Data limitations, as well as obstacles to accessing this data, undercut the government's
ability to analyze criminal justice policy trends, implement proposals and interventions.
California’s efforts to advance reforms to the criminal justice system are less effective
when they are not supported by comprehensive data.
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AB 1331 (Bonta), Chapter 581, expands the data that law enforcement entities are
required to report to the Department of Justice (DOJ) related to every arrest to include
the Criminal Investigation and Identification (Cll) number and incident report number.
Specifically, this new law:

« States that a person shall not be denied access to criminal data information pursuant
to existing law, which permits access by every public agency or bona fide research body
that works on criminal justice, based on that person's criminal record, unless that person
has been convicted of a felony or any other offense that involves moral turpitude,
dishonesty, or fraud.

* Expands the data that a superior court reports to the DOJ to include the CIl number
and court docket number.

* Delays implementation until July 1, 2020

Status: Chapter 581, Statutes of 2019

AB-1390 (Mark Stone) - Deferred entry of judgment pilot program.

SB 1004 (Hill) Chapter 865, Statutes of 2016, authorized five counties to operate a pilot
program in which certain young adult offenders would serve their time in juvenile hall
instead of the county jail. Specifically, the program permits young adults ages 18-21 to
participate in the program and go to juvenile hall rather than jail. Although 18-21 year
olds are legally considered to be adults, there is a scientific consensus that people
between 18-25 years of age still undergoing significant brain development. Counties
participating in the program are required to establish a multidisciplinary team made up
of the local probation department, law enforcement, the public defender and other
entities in order to periodically review and discuss the implementation, practices, and
impact of the program.

AB 1390 (Stone) Chapter 129, expands the existing youth deferred entry of judgment
pilot program to defendants who are 21 years of age or older, but under 25 years of age
at the time of the offense with approval of the multidisciplinary team.

Status: Chapter 129, Statutes of 2019

AB-1454 (Jones-Sawyer) - Trauma-informed diversion programs for youth.
Existing law establishes the Youth Reinvestment Grant Program within the Board of
State and Community Corrections to grant funds, upon appropriation, to local
jurisdictions and Indian tribes for the purpose of implementing trauma-informed
diversion programs for minors. The 2019-2020 budget includes an additional $5 million
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for the Youth Reinvestment Grant and $10 million for tribal youth. However the existing
program does not allow nonprofit organizations to apply for grants and there is a one
million dollar cap on any one grant issued under the program.

AB 1454 (Jones-Sawyer), Chapter 584, revises and recasts the Youth Reinvestment
Grant Program by increasing the maximum grant award from $1 million to $2 million and
allowing nonprofit organizations to apply for grants through the program. Specifically,
this new law:

*Specifies that funds appropriated to the Youth Reinvestment Grant Program shall be
distributed pursuant to the following conditions: (1) A local governmental entity or
nonprofit organization shall be awarded no less than $50,000 and no more than $2
million; (2) An applicant shall provide at least a 25% cash or in-kind match to the grant
that it receives pursuant to this article. Funds used to provide the 25% match amount
may include a combination of federal, other state, local, or private funds; however, an
applicant entity may provide less than a 25% match, but at least a 10% cash or in-kind
match, to the grant if the applicant identifies the service area as high need with low or
no local infrastructure for diversion programming; (3) Services shall be community
based, located in communities of local jurisdictions with high needs, evidence based or
research supported, trauma informed, culturally relevant, and developmentally
appropriate; (4) Direct service providers who receive funding from a grant pursuant to
this article shall be nongovernmental and not law enforcement or probation entities, they
shall have experience effectively serving at-risk youth populations; (5) Diversion
programs shall include alternatives to arrest, incarceration, and formal involvement with
the juvenile justice system and they shall also include educational, mentoring,
behavioral health or mental health services.

*Require the Board of State Community Corrections to be responsible for administration
oversight and accountability of the grant program, as specified.

Status: Chapter 584, Statutes of 2019

AB-1603 (Wicks) - California Violence Intervention and Prevention Grant

Program.

From 2007 to 2017, California’s Budget Acts appropriated over $9 million per year to
operate the California Gang Reduction Intervention and Prevention Program (CalGRIP),
which provided matching grants to cities for initiatives to reduce youth-and gang-related
crime. The Budget Acts between 2007 and 2017 guaranteed one million dollars
annually for the City of Los Angeles, with the remainder distributed to other cities of all
sizes through a competitive application process, overseen by the Board of State and
Community Corrections (BSCC). In the 2017 Budget Act, the CalGRIP program, which
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was restructured to California Violence Intervention and Prevention Program (CalVIP),
shifted the program away from initiatives targeting gang crime and affiliation toward a
narrower and more objective focus on evidence-based violence prevention programs.
CalVIP funds may be used for violence intervention and prevention activities, with
preference given to applicants who (1) are from areas that are disproportionately
affected by violence and (2) propose to fund activities that have been found to be
effective in reducing violence.

AB 1603 (Wicks), Chapter 735, codifies the establishment of CalVIP and the authority
and duties of BSCC in administering the program. Specifically, this new law:

+ Codifies the establishment of CalVIP, to be administered by BSCC.

« States that the purpose of CalVIP is to improve public health and safety by supporting
effective violence reduction initiatives in communities that are disproportionately
impacted by violence, particularly group-member involved homicides, shootings, and
aggravated assaults.

* Requires CalVIP grants to be used to support, expand, and replicate evidence-based
violence reduction initiatives, including, without limitation, hospital-based violence
intervention programs, evidence-based street outreach programs, and focused
deterrence strategies that seek to interrupt cycles of violence and retaliation in order to
reduce the incidence of homicides, shootings, and aggravated assaults. These
initiatives shall be primarily focused on providing violence intervention services to the
small segment of the population that is identified as having the highest risk of
perpetrating or being victimized by violence in the near future.

* Requires CalVIP grants to be made on a competitive basis to cities that are
disproportionately impacted by violence, and to community-based organizations that
serve the residents of those cities.

* Provides that for purposes of these provisions, a city is disproportionately impacted by
violence if any of the following are true: (1) The city experienced 20 or more homicides
per calendar year during two or more of the three calendar years immediately preceding
the grant application for which the Department of Justice (DOJ) has available data; (2)
The city experienced 10 or more homicides per calendar year and had a homicide rate
that was at least 50 percent higher than the statewide homicide rate during two or more
of the three calendar years immediately preceding the grant application for which DOJ
has available data; or (3) An applicant otherwise demonstrates a unique and compelling
need for additional resources to address the impact of homicides, shootings, and
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aggravated assaults in the applicant’'s community.

* Requires an applicant for a CalVIP grant to submit a proposal, in a form prescribed by
BSCC, which shall include, but not be limited to, all of the following: (1) Clearly defined
and measurable objectives for the grant; (2) A statement describing how the applicant
proposes to use the grant to implement an evidence-based violence reduction initiative
in accordance with the provisions of this bill; (3) A statement describing how the
applicant proposes to use the grant will to enhance coordination of existing violence
prevention and intervention programs and minimize duplication of services; and (4)
Evidence indicating that the proposed violence reduction initiative would likely reduce
the incidence of homicides, shootings, and aggravated assaults.

* Provides that in awarding CalVIP grants, BSCC shall give preference to applicants
whose grant proposals demonstrate the greatest likelihood of reducing the incidence of
homicides, shootings, and aggravated assaults in the applicant’s community, without
contributing to mass incarceration.

« States that the amount of funds awarded to an applicant shall be commensurate with
the scope of the applicant’s proposal and the applicant’s demonstrated need for
additional resources to address violence in the applicant's community.

* Provides that the competitive grant awarded may not exceed $1,500,000 per applicant
per grant cycle, the duration of which shall be determined by BSCC.

* Requires BSCC to award at least two grants to cities with populations of 200,000 or
less.

* Requires each grantee to commit a cash or in-kind contribution equivalent to the
amount of the grant awarded.

* Requires each city that receives a CalVIP grant to distribute no less than 50% of the
grant funds to one or more of any of the following types of entities: (1) Community-
based organizations; and, (2) Public agencies or departments, other than law
enforcement agencies or departments that are primarily dedicated to community safety
or violence prevention.

« States that BSCC shall form a grant selection advisory committee including, without
limitation, persons who have been impacted by violence, formerly incarcerated persons,
and persons with direct experience in implementing evidence-based violence reduction
initiatives, including initiatives that incorporate public health and community-based
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approaches.

* Authorizes BSCC to use up to 5% of the funds appropriated for CalVIP each year for
the costs of administering the program including, without limitation, the employment of
personnel, providing technical assistance to grantees, and evaluation of violence
reduction initiatives supported by CalVIP.

* Requires each grantee to report to BSCC, in a form and at intervals prescribed by
BSCC, their progress in achieving the grant objectives.

« States that BSCC shall, no later than 90 days following the close of each grant cycle,
prepare and submit a report to the Legislature regarding the impact of the violence
prevention initiatives supported by CalVIP.

* Requires BSCC to make evaluations of the grant program available to the public.
* Sunsets on January 1, 2025.

Status: Chapter 735, Statutes of 2019

SB-394 (Skinner) - Criminal procedure: diversion for primary caregivers of
minor children.

Diversion is the suspension of criminal proceedings for a prescribed time period with
certain conditions, which if successfully completed, results in dismissal of the criminal
charges and allows a person to legally answer that he or she has never been arrested
or charged for the diverted offense.

Existing law established diversion programs for specified crimes, including: drug use
(Pen. Code, §§ 1000 et seq.); misdemeanors generally (Pen. Code, § 1001 et. seq.);
child abuse and neglect (Pen. Code, § 1001.12 et seq.); contributing to the delinquency
of a minor (Pen. Code, §§ 1001.70 et seq.); writing bad checks (Pen. Code, §§ 1001.60
et seq.), and repeat theft crimes (Pen. Code, §§ 1001.81 et seq.).

There are other diversion programs that are focused on specific types of offenders
including: veterans (Pen. Code, §§ 1001.80 et seq.); persons with cognitive
developmental disabilities (Pen. Code, § 1001.20 et seq.); and persons with mental
disorders (Pen. Code, §§ 1001.36 et seq.).

SB 394 (Skinner), Chapter 593, authorizes the superior court, in agreement with the

district attorney and public defender, to establish a pretrial diversion program for primary
caregivers of minor children. Specifically, this new law:
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* Allows the superior court, or a judge designated by the presiding judge, together with
the district attorney and the public defender or the contract public defender's office, to
agree in writing to establish and conduct a pretrial diversion program for primary
caregivers lasting between 6 and 24 months.

* Provides that the court may, after considering the positions of the defense and
prosecution, grant pretrial diversion to a defendant if the defendant meets all specified
requirements.

» Excludes persons convicted of serious or violent felonies or persons alleged to have
committed a crime against his or her child.

* Provides that the court on its own motion, the prosecutor, or the probation department,
may move to reinstate criminal proceedings if it appears that the defendant is either
performing unsatisfactorily in the program, or if the defendant is convicted of a felony or
any offense that reflects a propensity for violence subsequent to entering the program.

* Entitles a defendant who has performed satisfactorily on diversion to dismissal of the
criminal charges.

* Provides that upon successful completion of diversion and dismissal of the charges,
the arrest upon which the diversion was based shall be deemed to never have occurred

and the court shall order access to the arrest record restricted, as specified.

Status: Chapter 593, Statutes of 2019
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Criminal Offenses

AB-169 (Lackey) - Guide, signal, and service dogs: injury or death.

Existing law makes it a crime for a person to allow a dog owned or controlled by him or
her to cause injury to or the death of any guide, signal, or service dog, whil