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Consider Approval of 1). Recommended Positions on Pending Legislation, 2). 

CALAFCO 2017 Legislative Policies as a Guide to SBLAFCO, 3). Authorization to the 

Executive Officer to send Position letters on Pending Legislation, and 4). Update on 
Little Hoover Commission: 

Dear Members of the Commission 

The Santa Barbara LAFCO Legislative Committee held its first meeting on April 12, 2017 and 
identified a number of pending bills that could have an impact on LAFCO's statewide and 
SBLAFCO in particular. Since the Commission held its Regular meeting the next day on April 
13t11, staff was directed to return at the next meeting with recommendations. The following are 
bills that have been identified for Commission consideration and action. Copies of the bills are 
attached as Exhibits A-G.

1 ). Recommended Positions on Pending Legislation: 

a) Assembly Bill 722 (Limon) re: County appointments to Isle Vista CSD Board -
Consider Legislative Committee recommendation that the Commission send a letter
of opposition. The bill deals with determining that a member of the Board of
Supervisors would be allowed to sit on the Isla Vista Community Services District
Board of directors without it being an incompatible office.

b) Senate Bill 448 (Wieckowski) re: Inactive Districts - Recommend Oppose, Unless
Amended: Would require a local agency formation commission to dissolve any special
district that is an inactive district. The bill would additionally require a local agency
formation commission to initiate proceedings for the dissolution of idle districts, as
specified. This bill would define the terms "inactive district" and "idle district" for
these purposes. By increasing the duties of local officials, this bill would impose a state­
mandated local program. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing
laws.

AB 448 is about to be amended in the Government and Finance Committee on 
April 6, 2017. CALAFCO's biggest concern with the bill is that LAFCO's will be 

Commissioners: Roger Aceves, Chair+ Craig Geyer+ Steve Lavagnino+ Jeff Moorhouse+ Jim Richardson+ Roger Welt 
+ Janet Wolf + Joan Hartmann + Judith lshkanian + Shane Stark+ Etta Waterfield+ Executive Officer: Paul Hood

BUSINESS ITEM NO. 2



Local Agency Formation Commission 
May 4, 201 7 (Agenda) 
Page 2 

required to dissolve an "idle" district ( definition in the bill - and different than 
inactive district) as an unfunded mandate subject to the normal - not streamlined 
- LAFCO initiated process (meaning special study, subject to protest, etc.). This
will be the case for districts who have not filed reports with the State Controller's
Office (SCO) for as many as 9 years - and makes the assumption that dissolution
is the only path forward for them, without LAFCO reimbursement. As an aside,
there are a lot of unfunded mandates in this bill affecting us, districts and the

SCO.

c) Assembly Bi/11725 Local Government Omnibus - CALAFCO Sponsored­
Recommend Support: The Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government
Reorganization Act of 2000, among other things, authorizes a local agency
formation commission to establish a schedule of fees and a schedule of service
charges for proceedings taken pursuant to the act, as specified. This bill would
revise that provision to authorize a local agency formation commission to establish a
schedule of fees and a schedule of service charges pursuant to the act. This is the
annual Omnibus bill. The bill currently has one item and will be amended soon to
include five (5) additional items.

d) Assembly Bill 464 (Gallagher) -Annexations- CALAFCO Sponsored - Recommend
Support: Under the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act
of 2000, current law requires that an applicant seeking a change of organization or
reorganization submit a plan for providing services within the affected territory that
includes, among other requirements, an enumeration and description of the services to
be extended to the affected territory and an indication of when those services can
feasibly be extended. This bill would specify that the plan is required to also include
specific information regarding services currently provided to the affected territory, as
applicable, and make related changes.

e) Assembly Bill 979 (Lackey) Special District Seating on LAFCOs - CALAFCO
Sponsored - Recommend Support: Current law dissolves redevelopment agencies and
community development agencies, as of February 1, 2012, and designates successor
agencies, as defined. Current law requires each successor agency to have an oversight
board that is composed of 7 members who meet certain qualifications, including one
member appointed by the independent special district selection committee. This bill
would additionally require the executive officer to call and hold a meeting of the special
district selection committee upon receipt of a written request by one or more members
of the selection committee notifying the executive officer of a pending vacancy for the
member representing independent special districts on an oversight board.
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f) Senate Bill 365 (Dodd) - Creation of a Parks and Recreation District- Circumvents
LAFCO- Recommend Oppose: Current law authorizes proceedings for the formation
of a regional park and open-space or regional open-space district in specified counties
in the state to be initiated by resolution of the county board of supervisors adopted after
a noticed hearing, and specifies the contents of the resolution. This bill, in addition,
would authorize the formation of a regional district in the County of Solano to be
initiated by resolution of the county board of supervisors after a noticed hearing. The
bill would specify the contents of the resolution, including the calling of an election, as
prescribed.

g) Senate Bill 634 (Wilk) - Creation of the Santa Clarita Valley Water District -
Circumvents LAFCO - Recommend Oppose: Current law, the Castaic Lake Water
Agency Law, created the Castaic Lake Water Agency and authorizes the agency to
acquire water and water rights, including water from the State Water Project, and to
provide, sell, and deliver water at wholesale for municipal, industrial, domestic, and
other purposes. This bill would repeal the Castaic Lake Water Agency Law. This bill
contains other related provisions and other current laws.

2) CALAFCO 2017 Legislative Policies as a Guide to SBLAFCO

It would be extremely helpful to have a set of guidelines to direct staff and commissioner regarding 
legislative proposals. Many LAFCO's have adopted CALAFCO's Legislative Policies either on 
a permanent basis or until local policies are developed and approved. 

Staff requests that the Commission review CALAFCO's 2017 Legislative Policies and approve 
them as a Guide for Santa Barbara LAFCO. 

It is recommended that the Commission approve CALAFCO's 2017 Legislative Policies as a 
Guide to Santa Barbara LAFCO. The policies are attached as Exhibit H. 

3). Authorization to the Executive Officer to send Position letters on Pending Legislation 

In many instances, CALAFCO requested that letters of supp01i or opposition for legislation 
affecting LAFCO be sent to State Legislators. Staff offers the following language to be added to 
the Commission's legislative policies to enable staff to respond in a timely manner: 

"The Executive Officer is authorized to submit position letters that do not support 
unfunded mandates in accordance with the California Association of Local Agency 
Formation Commissions' (CALAFCO) annual legislative plafform upon consultation with 
the Chair or Vice Chair when time does not allow approval by the Commission at a 
regular meeting." 
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4). Update on Little Hoover Commission: 

The Little Hoover Commission (LHC) continues to meet to discuss the status of inactive special 
districts. Some of the items of discussion include the following: 

(1) The Legislature should curtail a growing practice of introducing and passing bills that
override existing LAFCO processes and authority; (2) Streamline the process for LAFCOs

to dissolve inactive districts; (3) Consider fixed terms for LAFCO Commissioners (to avoid
random removal); (4) Update the principal act for CA Housing and Community

Development (HCD); and (5) Require HCDs to create community needs assessments,
annually report their progress of meeting those needs, and file all reports with LAFCO for
inclusion in MSRs.

LHC Information sheet attached as Exhibit I.

Staff will keep the Commission apprised of the progress of the LHC's discussions. 

EXHIBITS: 

Exhibit A 
Exhibit B 
Exhibit C 
Exhibit D 
Exhibit E 
Exhibit F 
Exhibit G 

Exhibit H 
Exhibit I 

Assembly Bill 722 (Limon) 
Senate Bill 448 (Wieckowski) 
Assembly Bill 1725 (Local Government Committee) 
Assembly Bill 464 (Gallagher) 
Assembly Bill 979 (Lackey) 
Senate Bill (365 (Dodd) 
Senate Bill 634 (Wilk) 

CALAFCO's 2017 Legislative Policies 
Update on Little Hoover Commission 

Please contact the LAFCO office if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

�c,vv-1\ � 
PAUL HOOD 
Executive Officer 
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MARCH 14, 2017 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-2017-18 REGULAR SESSION 

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 722 

Introduced by Assembly Member Limon 

February 15, 2017 

An act to amend Section 61250 of the Government Code, relating to 
local government. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 722, as amended, Limon. Isla Vista Community Services District: 
board of directors. 

Existing law authorizes the establishment of the lsla Vista Community 
Services District, as provided, for the perfonnance of various services. 
Existing law specifies the composition of the board of directors of the 
district, that includes 5 members elected at large from within the district, 
one member appointed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Barbara, and one member appointed by the Chancellor of the 
University of California, Santa Barbara. 

Existing law prohibits a public officer, including, but not limited to, 
an appointed or elected member of a governmental board, commission, 
committee, or other body, from simultaneously holding two public 
offices that are incompatible, as specified. 

This bill would provide that service on the board of directors of the 
district by a member of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 
Barbara or by any public officer of the County of Santa Barbara or his 
or her deputy shall not be considered an incompatible office. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 
State-mandated local program: no. 
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CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-2017-18 REGULAR SESSION 

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 1725 

Introduced by Committee on Local Government 

March 20, 2017 

An act to amend Section 56383 of the Government Code, relating to 
local government. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 1725, as introduced, Committee on Local Government. Local 
agency formation commission: fees. 

The Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act 
of 2000, among other things, authorizes a local agency formation 
commission to establish a schedule of fees and a schedule of service 
charges for proceedings taken pursuant to the act, as specified. 

This bill would revise that provision to authorize a local agency 
formation commission to establish a schedule offees and a schedule of 
service charges pursuant to the act. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 
State-mandated local program: no. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

1 SECTION 1. Section 56383 of the Government Code 1s 
2 amended to read: 
3 56383. (a) The commission may establish a schedule of fees 
4 and a schedule of service charges for the proeeediflgs takefl 
5 pursuant to this division, including, but not limited to, all of the 
6 following: 
7 (1) Filing and processing applications filed with the commission.
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MARCH 14, 2017 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-2017-18 REGULAR SESSIO 

ASSEMBLY BILL No. 464 

Introduced by Assembly Member Gallagher 
(Principal coauthor: Assembly Member Mayes) 

(Coauthors: Assembly Members Mathis, Voepel, and Waldron) 
(Coauthors: Senators Dodd and Nielsen) 

February 13, 2017 

An act to amend Seetion Sections 56653 and 56857 of the 
Government Code, relating to local government. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 464, as amended, Gallagher. Local government reorganization. 
The Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act 

of 2000, among other things, establishes procedures for consideration 
of a proposal for change of organization or reorganization, as defined. 
Existing law requires that an applicant seeking a change of organization 
or reorganization submit a plan for providing services within the affected 
territory that includes, among other requirements, an enumeration and 
description of the services to be extended to the affected territory and 
an indication of when those services can feasibly be extended. 

This bill would specify that the plan is required to also include specific 
information regarding services currently provided to the affected 
territory, as applicable, and make related changes. 

The Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government Reorganization Act 
of 2000 authorizes any district to which annexation of territory is 
proposed to adopt and transmit to the local agency formation 
commission a resolution requesting termination of proceedings, as 
specified, and requires the resolution to be based upon written.findings 
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 6, 2017 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 4, 2017 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-20I7-l8 REGULAR SESSION 

ASSEMBLY BILL 

Introduced by Assembly Member Lackey 

February 16, 2017 

No. 979 

An act to amend Sections 56332 and 56332.5 of the Government 
Code, relating to local government. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 979, as amended, Lackey. Local agency fonnation commissions: 
district representation. 

Existing law, the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local Government 
Reorganization Act of 2000, provides for the selection ofrepresentatives 
of independent special districts on each local agency fonnation 
commission by an independent special district selection committee 
pursuant to a nomination and election process. Existing law requires 
the executive officer of the commission to call and hold a meeting of 
the special district selection committee upon, among other things, receipt 
of a written request by one or more members of the selection committee, 
as specified. 

Existing law dissolves redevelopment agencies and community 
development agencies, as of February 1, 2012, and designates successor 
agencies, as defined. Existing Jaw requires each successor agency to 
have an oversight board that is composed of 7 members who meet 
certain qualifications, including one member appointed by the 
independent special district selection committee. 
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SENATE BILL  No. 365

Introduced by Senator Dodd
(Principal coauthor: Assembly Member Grayson)

(Coauthor: Assembly Member Frazier)

February 14, 2017

An act to add Section 5506.13 to the Public Resources Code, relating
to parks.

legislative counsel’s digest

SB 365, as introduced, Dodd. Regional park and open-space districts:
County of Solano.

Existing law authorizes proceedings for the formation of a regional
park and open-space or regional open-space district in specified counties
in the state to be initiated by resolution of the county board of
supervisors adopted after a noticed hearing, and specifies the contents
of the resolution.

This bill, in addition, would authorize the formation of a regional
district in the County of Solano to be initiated by resolution of the
county board of supervisors after a noticed hearing. The bill would
specify the contents of the resolution, including the calling of an
election, as prescribed.

Vote:   majority.   Appropriation:   no.  Fiscal committee:   no.

State-mandated local program:   no.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

 line 1 SECTION 1. (a)  There is increasing interest in preserving the
 line 2 natural and open-space areas of the County of Solano and in
 line 3 creating opportunities for public access to these areas for hiking
 line 4 and other recreational activities.
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 line 1 (b) Formation of a regional park and open-space district or
 line 2 regional open-space district in the County of Solano is critically
 line 3 needed to help address the unresolved needs in the Solano County
 line 4 area with respect to the preservation of open-space and natural
 line 5 areas and the enhancement of regional parks and recreation
 line 6 facilities, including regional trail connections to the greater San
 line 7 Francisco Bay area.
 line 8 SEC. 2. Section 5506.13 is added to the Public Resources Code,
 line 9 to read:

 line 10 5506.13. (a)  A proceeding for the formation of a regional
 line 11 district in the County of Solano may be initiated by resolution of
 line 12 the Board of Supervisors of the County of Solano, adopted after
 line 13 a hearing noticed in accordance with Section 6064 of the
 line 14 Government Code, in lieu of the petition and related proceedings
 line 15 specified in this article.
 line 16 (b) The resolution shall do all of the following:
 line 17 (1) Name the proposed regional district and state the reasons
 line 18 for forming it.
 line 19 (2) Specify that the Board of Supervisors of the County of
 line 20 Solano shall act, ex officio, as the governing body for the regional
 line 21 district, except as provided in paragraph (8). The provisions of this
 line 22 article pertaining to district directors do not apply, and all powers
 line 23 and authority of the regional district shall be vested in the board
 line 24 of supervisors in its capacity as the governing body of the regional
 line 25 district, unless a separate board is elected pursuant to paragraph
 line 26 (8).
 line 27 (3) Describe the territory to be included in the regional district.
 line 28 (4) Describe the methods by which the regional district will be
 line 29 financed.
 line 30 (5) Specify that the district shall not have, and may not exercise,
 line 31 the power of eminent domain pursuant to Section 5542 or any
 line 32 other law.
 line 33 (6) (A) Call and give notice of an election to be held in the
 line 34 proposed regional district for the purpose of determining whether
 line 35 the regional district shall be formed. The election shall be
 line 36 consolidated with a statewide election or any election conducted
 line 37 throughout the County of Solano.
 line 38 (B) Notwithstanding Section 5518, the County Counsel of the
 line 39 County of Solano shall prepare the language in the ballot label.
 line 40 The proposition shall specify the matters set forth in the resolution,
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 line 1 except for subparagraph (A). The analysis and review of the
 line 2 measure shall be carried out pursuant to Section 9160 of the
 line 3 Elections Code.
 line 4 (7)  Include any other matters necessary to the formation of the
 line 5 proposed regional district.
 line 6 (8)  Specify all of the following:
 line 7 (A)  No sooner than 10 years after formation of the regional
 line 8 district, the directors may, after holding a hearing, adopt a
 line 9 resolution placing the question of having an elected board of

 line 10 directors pursuant to Section 5527 on the ballot. Notice of the
 line 11 hearing on the resolution, specifying the time and place, shall be
 line 12 published at least once in a newspaper of general circulation in
 line 13 the district.
 line 14 (B)  If a majority of the voters voting upon the question are in
 line 15 favor, the regional district shall have an elected board of directors,
 line 16 with boundaries of the proposed wards or subdistricts being drawn
 line 17 pursuant to Section 5515. At the election, the voters shall also elect
 line 18 members to the regional district’s board of directors. Those persons
 line 19 shall take office only if a majority of the voters voting upon the
 line 20 question of having an elected board of directors are in favor of the
 line 21 question.
 line 22 (C)  If the question is submitted to the voters at a general district
 line 23 election, the notice required by Section 12112 of the Elections
 line 24 Code shall contain a statement of the question to appear on the
 line 25 ballot. If the question is submitted to the voters at a special election,
 line 26 the notice of election and ballot shall contain a statement of the
 line 27 question.
 line 28 (c)  The resolution calling the election may provide for a single
 line 29 ballot measure or separate ballot measures on the question of
 line 30 formation, establishment of an appropriations limit authorized by
 line 31 Section 4 of Article XIII B of the California Constitution, the
 line 32 authority to tax pursuant to Section 5566, and the authority to sell
 line 33 bonds pursuant to Section 5568, or any combination of those
 line 34 questions.
 line 35 (d)  (1)  The formation of the regional district is not subject to
 line 36 Section 5517.1 or to the Cortese-Knox-Hertzberg Local
 line 37 Government Reorganization Act of 2000 (Division 3 (commencing
 line 38 with Section 56000) of Title 5 of the Government Code).
 line 39 (2)  The district shall be formed if a majority of voters voting
 line 40 on the proposition vote in favor of formation of the regional district.
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 line 1 (e)  If the regional district is created and established in the
 line 2 County of Solano, officers and employees of the County of Solano
 line 3 may act, ex officio or under contract, as officers and employees
 line 4 of the regional district and may discharge the authority and
 line 5 responsibility specified in the article.
 line 6 (f)  The County of Solano may provide the services and facilities
 line 7 needed to carry out the functions of the district. Proceeds of taxes
 line 8 levied by the district pursuant to Section 5566 may be used to
 line 9 reimburse the County of Solano for the actual costs of these

 line 10 services and facilities.

O
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Little Hoover Commission 

As a follow up to the hearings and workshops held in 2016 (August, October and November) by the Little Hoover 
Commission (LHC) on special districts and LAFCos, the LHC staff compiled a draft report for the Commission’s 
consideration and adoption at their February meeting. During the February 23, 2017 business meeting, LHC staff 
presented a draft report to the Commission. Their staff worked closely with the Commission Chair on their 
recommendations, which were also shared with CALAFCO (although the draft report was not made public). In 
summary, they included many of CALAFCO’s recommendations identified in our August testimony. For example: 
(1) The Legislature should curtail a growing practice of introducing and passing bills that override existing LAFCo
processes and authority; (2) Streamline the process for LAFCos to dissolve inactive districts; (3) Consider fixed
terms for LAFCo Commissioners (to avoid random removal); (4) Update the principal act for HCDs; and (5) Require
HCDs to create community needs assessments, annually report their progress of meeting those needs, and file all
reports with LAFCo for inclusion in MSRs.

Several of the LHC Commissioners expressed concern that their staff’s recommendations were too “status quo” 
and they desired something a bit more radical be done. Sentiments ranged from the most radical, which was to 
suggest putting the livelihood of districts to a vote of the people every ten years, to questioning what the actual 
problem is that the Commission is trying to solve. Others expressed a belief there are too many special districts, 
and others believe LAFCos are not doing enough in terms of oversight and management of many of the districts 
and therefore another oversight entity needs to be created. Ultimately there was no agreement among the 
Commission on how to move forward. As a result, the final report was tabled and another hearing is to occur in 
the fall (no date specified).  

Since that meeting, CALAFCO met with LHC staff as well as their Chair and Vice Chair (both meetings were also 
attended by CSDA). We heard directly the general concerns of the Commission (from the Chair and Vice Chair’s 
perspective), and were afforded the opportunity to clarify facts and data presented in our written testimony. 
Further it allowed us to share steps CALAFCO is taking proactively to address some of what we identified in our 
written testimony as opportunities for the future.  We were encouraged to reach out directly to the Commissioners. 
Simultaneously, LHC staff will be receiving feedback from the Commission as to the specific issues they want to 
further discuss/review in the upcoming hearing.  

CALAFCO is preparing a written response to the Commission in light of the outcome of the February 23 meeting 
and as a result of our meeting with the Commission Chair, Vice Chair and staff. (CSDA and their San Diego Chapter 
both issued letters to the Commission as a result of the February 23 meeting. However since CALAFCO was not 
present at the meeting, we needed to wait until we met with the Chair and Vice Chair to respond in writing.) Further, 
CALAFCO is convening a small working group to help shape outreach and education efforts to all LHC 
Commissioners, including the Legislators appointed to the Commission. This educational effort will go beyond 
what was contained in our written testimony last year and delve into current efforts as well as tell the story of 
actual LAFCo actions. Your response to CALAFCO’s pending request for information will be critical for us being able 
to tell an accurate story. 

We will continue to be engaged with LHC staff and monitor any further developments coming from the LHC’s 
business meeting on March 23. 

CALAFCO BULLETIN 
Update of Little Hoover Commission and 
Assembly Local Government Committee 
Oversight Hearing on Healthcare Districts 

March 14, 2017 
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ALGC Oversight Hearing on Healthcare Districts 

On March 8, 2017 the ALGC held an oversight hearing on evolution of healthcare districts (HCDs). Following an 
overview of healthcare districts by Carolyn Chu of the Legislative Analyst Office (LAO) and an overview of the LAFCo 
connection by Michael Colantuono (Colantuono, Highsmith & Whatley), the Committee was presented with five 
case studies. Three were from hospital districts, each with a different model (Tahoe Forest HCD, Grossmont HCD 
and Del Puerto HCD) and two were from LAFCos (Contra Costa and Sonoma). The case studies were followed by a 
brief period of public comment. 

After telling their individual stories, all three district representatives expressed their sentiments about LAFCo. 
These included their feeling that LAFCo was the correct entity to conduct the MSRs of HCDs and their 
understanding of the need for these reviews; an encouragement for modification of the review process to allow 
MSRs to better serve stakeholders (suggestions included standardized questions specific to HCDs that also 
allowed for local circumstances and conditions to be considered); and greater resources for LAFCos to be more 
effective in the review and oversight of HCDs (and all other types of districts).  

The two LAFCo representatives (Commissioner Don Tatzin, Contra Costa LAFCo and Executive Officer Mark 
Bramfitt, Sonoma LAFCo) shared their Commission’s direct experience with the Mt. Diablo HCD merger with the 
City of Concord and the recent detachment of part of the Palm Drive HCD, respectively. In their compelling 
testimony, they conveyed the challenges Commissions face in making the difficult decision to reorganize a district. 
It was also made clear that while LAFCo may not be the appropriate entity to determine how a hospital should be 
run and exactly what their money should be spent on, they are the proper entity to review general finances, 
governance, boundaries and the other factors currently authorized by the Legislature and considered by LAFCo.  

Questions from Committee members included what should be done with districts that repeatedly fail to respond 
to LAFCo’s request for information; what may be better questions for inclusion in the MSR preparation process; 
what the liability is for district board members in non-responsive situations; how the revenue and expenses can 
be tracked and accounted for in the situations for which the district is unresponsive; and what is needed for 
LAFCos to do the work required, especially with respect to non-responsive districts.  

CALAFCO now has the rare opportunity to take proactive action and work with the ALGC Chair and staff. Now is 
the time for us to consider what is needed for LAFCos to meet desired statutory requirements. What needs to 
change with respect to LAFCos and HCDs? While CALAFCO is working with CSDA and the Assoc. of CA Healthcare 
Districts, it is critical that we also act independently. 

CALAFCO is putting together a small group to lead this effort that will include one (1) CALAFCO Board member and 
five (5) LAFCo staff and/or commissioners. If you are interested in participating please contact Executive Director 
Pamela Miller. 
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