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Subcommittee on Community Justice & Alternatives 
to Incarceration 

Reentry Council of the City & County of San Francisco 
 

Draft MINUTES 
 

Monday, December 14, 2009 
1:00 p.m.  3:00 p.m. 
City Hall, Room 278 

1 Dr. Carlton P. Goodlett Place 
San Francisco, CA  94102 

 
Members Present: Michael Bien, Kathleen Connolly Lacey, Pastor Gerald Criswell (arrived after Agenda II), 
Armel B. Farnsworth (arrived after Agenda II), Nicholas Gregoratos, Cynthia Gusman, Anthony Jenkins, 
Richard Jimenez, Amarita King, Lisa Lightman, Ramona Massey (arrived after Agenda II), Martin Molina, Sr. 
(arrived after Agenda II), Hon. Mary Morgan, Ramin Naderi, Richard Rendon, Maria Richard, Leland Rubin, 
Chief William Siffermann, Gwendolyn Strain, Laura Thomas, Jami Tillotson, Chief Al Waters 
Members Absent: Hon. Ron Albers 
Others in Attendance: Katy Miller, Jessica Flintoft, Michael Klinger, Kent Borowick, Leslie Summers 
 
Meeting called to order at 1:07 p.m. 
 
I . Introductions and Review of Agenda. 
After calling meeting to order, Katy Miller, staff of Reentry Council, asked subcommittee members to briefly 
introduce themselves. 
 
I I . Review and Adoption of Minutes of September 18, 2009. 
Michael Bien moved 
Waters seconded the motion, and the minutes were unanimously approved. 
 
I I I . Overview of Subcommittee Purpose, Membership Requirements, Meeting Schedule, and Process for 
reporting to Reentry Council.  
Katy Miller explained the origin of the Council, briefly discussed the bylaws and the makeup of the full 21-
member council. 
 
IV. Review framework of at least annual report of Reentry Council, including overview of current 
funding streams, programs, needs, and barriers related to community justice and alternatives to 
incarceration. 
Katy Miller  Lisa Lightman suggested that an additional focus group be 
conducted with existing reentry pro  
 
V. Review and discuss research and methodology related to assessment of programs and needs: 
preliminary findings, surveys of programs, and focus groups of individuals. 
The group worked up a list of questions about unmet needs and programs, best practices, programs and services 
as pertaining collaborative courts and diversion; sentencing and early release; parole and probation; and a 
sizable list of questions that applied across all topic areas. 
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Work Plan Volunteering 
Literature and Best Practices 
Volunteers: Kathleen Lacey; Michael Bien; Amarita King; Ramin Naderi; Richard Jimenez 
 
Focus Group 
Volunteers: Richard Jimenez; Richard Rendon; Anthony Jenkins; Chief Siffermann; Jami Tillotson; Ramona 
Massey; Armel Farnsworth; Leland Rubin; Gwendolyn Strain; Chief Waters (people available through 
programs); Maria Richard; Cynthia Gusman 
 
Program Surveys 
Two surveys: a CBO survey and a Parole/Jails/Corrections Survey 
Volunteers: Laura Thomas; Lisa Lightman; Nick Gregoratos; Gerald Criswell 
 
VI . Identification of any relevant attainable, discrete actions to forward as short term recommendations 
to Reentry Council. 
Developed possible actions: 
1. Board resolution to Congressional representatives in support of notion that individuals should be able to 

access services and housing despite conviction history. 
2. SB 18 becomes active in January 2010, giving counties that have specialty court programs the legal 

authority to open those courts to parole violators.  
3. Summary Parole begins on 1/25/10 for individuals. Will not be eligible for services.  
4. Reentry Court update. 

 
VII . Selection of Chairperson of Subcommittee. 
Several individuals removed themselves from the initial list of those interested in the chairpersonship. After 
some discussion, only Richard Jimenez remained on the list. Nicholas Gregoratos moved to select Richard 
Jimenez as chair, Lisa Lightman seconded, and the motion passed unanimously. 
 
VII I . Public Comment on items not listed on the agenda. 
There was none. 
 
IX. Adjournment. 
Meeting adjourned at 2:51 p.m. 
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Proposed VC 41500 Legislation Q&A 
 
What is VC 41500? VC 41500 is a Section of the California Vehicle Code 
that requires the courts to dismiss any and all non-felony Vehicle Code 
violations of anyone who has been committed to CDCR. (Note: Does not 
cover DUI/Wet Reckless violations- or those violations incurred while on 
parole.) 
 
Who is eligible for relief under VC 41500? Anyone who has been 
committed to CDCR with outstanding Vehicle Code violations. 
 
What about persons sentenced to County Jails? VC 41500 does not apply 
to persons sentenced to county jail unless they are also or subsequently 
sentenced to CDCR. 
 
What will the proposed legislation change? The proposed legislation will 
expand VC 41500 to cover anyone sentenced to a county jail or alternative 
for a period of six or more consecutive months.  
 
In addition, the proposed legislation will add a new Vehicle Code section 
that will allow persons who have been incarcerated for 90 or more days in 
any consecutive 12 month period to have all vehicle code infractions (non-
felony, non-misdemeanor) dismissed.  
 
How many people will be affected by this legislation?  It is estimated that 
well over 12,000 formally incarcerated individuals will benefit from this 
legislation.  
 
Why is this necessary? The number one condition of all probation and 
parole conditions is to obey all laws. One of the surest ways to assist 
defendants in reintegration in society is to assure that they are employable 
and able to care for themselves and their families. A defendant who is 
unable to obtain a driver's license is less employable, less likely to pay child 
support, apt to drive despite the lack of a license, unable to obtain insurance 
and even more troubling, inclined to return to a life of crime - putting the 
greater community at risk. 
 
Not having the ability to legally drive is a major barrier to re-entry and 
becoming a productive member of society. The proposed legislation will 
remove that barrier for over 12,000 individual Statewide.   
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PROPOSAL TO AMEND VC 41500 AND ADD SECTION 41500.5 
 
Current law allows for the dismissal of any nonfelony violations of the California Vehicle 
Code for those persons committed to the custody of CDCR or YA. The proposal would 
extend eligibility to person sentenced to six months or more in a county jail or drug 
treatment center or other alternative to incarceration where the defendant's failure to 
complete such sentence would result in reincarceration. It would further grant partial 
relief to persons who are incarcerated for 90 or more days in any consecutive 12 months 
period.  
 
The current procedure for obtaining relief requires that a prisoner request assistance from 
CDCR staff via a CDC- GA 22. CDCR in turn determines if the GA 22 request contains 
the correct information and if so, fills out a CDC-1896 and forwards it to the DMV.  The 
problem with this is that many prisoners are in housed in reception centers and/or are not 
in a CDCR facility long enough for the process to take place. Additionally, many of the 
violations which are covered by the current request may not have been submitted to the 
DMV pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 40509 at the time they receive the CDC-
1869  and will therefore not be dismissed. This will lead to an inability to obtain a CDL 
for the newly released individual.  
 
Furthermore, Section 41500 does not apply to over the 80,000 county jail inmates 
currently incarcerated in California. In San Francisco County alone, with an inmate 
population which hovers around 2200 on any given day, many hundreds of inmates each 
year request quasi 41500 relief directly through the courts. This is achieved via a letter 
sent stating their date of arrest, current charges and expected release date and requesting 
either a dismissal in the interest of justice, or credit for time served based on the time 
spent incarcerated. The letter is signed by the Sheriff's staff verifying the information and 
forwarding to the respective counties. In the first 11 months of 2009, over 300 such 
requests were made directly to the courts. About one third were granted some sort of 
relief, a third were denied and the remainder ignored. As with the State prisoners who 
were unable to get through the process while in CDC, the two hundred San Francisco 
county inmates whose requests were denied or ignored are now unable to obtain a CDL 
and legally drive. (The potential number of effected county jail inmates throughout the 
state could be well over 12,000) 
 
The proposed amendments to Section 41500 would address these issues by extending 
present Section 41500 relief to inmates sentenced to six months or more in the county jail 
and allowing individuals to request relief directly from the courts. Section 41500.5 would 
extend partial Section 41500 relief to county jail inmate removing one of the number one 
barriers to successful reentry. 
 

Rational for amendment to Vehicle Code Section 41500 and addition of Section 
41500.5 

Many inmates/prisoners serving time often face other charges or proceedings when his or 
her term of incarceration is completed. These are sometimes referred to as “detainers” or 
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Òholds.Ó They can render the incarceratedÕs final date of release into the community 
uncertain, often adversely affect his security classification thereby preventing his 
participation in various programs otherwise available to other inmates/prisoners in the 
same facility and can negatively affect his probation and parole periods as well as his 
reentry into society. The policy of providing relief from such detainers is reflected not 
only in Vehicle Code section 41500, which is the subject of this amendment, but also in 
Penal Code section 858.5 (misdemeanors serving sentence-pending misdemeanor Vehicle 
Code violation in another county); Penal Code section 1203.2a (revocation of probation 
on second conviction-time limit); Penal Code section 1381 (time for trial after conviction 
for another offense); Penal Code section 1381.5 (asking for release of federal prisoner to 
stand trial on pending state charge); and Penal Code sections 1389 through 1389.8 
(interstate agreement on detainers). 
 

Furthermore, it is in the public interest that courts not be burdened with the prosecution 
of minor cases where the defendant has already served a long county jail 
sentence/incarceration period regardless of ultimate conviction, or term in prison and the 
additional prosecution will neither substantially increase that term or facilitate the public 
safety or rehabilitative purpose of our criminal justice system.   

Finally, the number one condition of all probation and parole conditions is to obey all 
laws. One of the surest ways to assist defendants in reintegration in society is to assure 
that they are employable and able to care for themselves and their families. A defendant 
who is unable to obtain a driver's license is less employable, less likely to pay child 
support, apt to drive despite the lack of a license, unable to obtain insurance and even 
more troubling, inclined to return to a life of crime - putting the greater community at 
risk.    
 
It is therefore proposed that California Vehicle Code Section 41500 be amended to reflect 
these concerns and an additional section be codified,  
 
§ 41500. Non-felony offenses of persons in custody (Proposed Amendments in bolded 
Italics) 

 
(a) No person shall be subject to prosecution for any nonfelony offense arising out of the 
operation of a motor vehicle or violation of this code as a pedestrian which is pending 
against him at the time of his commitment to the custody of the Director of Corrections, 
the Department of the Youth Authority, or upon completion of a sentence of six months 
or longer in a county jail or drug treatment center or other alternative to incarceration 
where the defendant's failure to complete such sentence would result in 
reincarceration.  
 
(b) Notwithstanding any other provisions of law to the contrary, no driver's license shall 
be suspended or revoked, nor shall the issuance or renewal of a license be refused as a 
result of a pending nonfelony offense occurring prior to the time a person was committed 
to the custody of the Director of Corrections or the Department of the Youth Authority or 
as a result of a notice received by the department pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 

Michael Klinger
10

Michael Klinger




February 8, 2010  Agenda Item V. 

  4 

40509 when the offense which gave rise to the notice occurred prior to the time a person 
was committed to the custody of the Director of Corrections or the Department of the 
Youth Authority. 
 
(c) The department shall remove from its records any notice received by it pursuant to 
subdivision (a) of Section 40509 upon receipt of satisfactory evidence that a person was 
committed to the custody of the Director of Corrections or the Department of the Youth 
Authority after the offense which gave rise to the notice occurred. 
 
(d) The provisions of this section shall not apply to any nonfelony offense wherein the 
department is required by this code to immediately revoke or suspend the privilege of any 
person to drive a motor vehicle upon receipt of a duly certified abstract of the record of 
any court showing that the person has been convicted of that nonfelony offense. 
 
(e) The provisions of subdivisions (a), (b), and (c) do not apply to any offense committed 
by a person while he is temporarily released from custody pursuant to law or while he is 
on parole. 
 
(f) The provisions of subdivisions (a), (b), and (c) do not apply if the pending offense is a 
violation of Section 23103, 23152, or 23153 
 
(g) The Judicial Council shall promulgate forms and instructions for use in filing by 
individuals who are eligible for relief under this section. The forms shall be 
recommended but not mandatory. 
 
(e) Qualifying incarcerated and previously incarcerated individuals may request relief 
under this section, directly through the department and the courts. All courts which 
receive a valid request under this section shall search their respective computer systems 
for eligible pending matters and dispose of appropriately. The court shall, within 15 
days of receipt or the request, notify the department of the request and the department  
shall remove from its records any notice received by it pursuant to subdivision (a) of 
Section 40509 from any county in the State. 
 
¤ 41500.5 Infraction offenses of incarcerated persons (As proposed) 

 
(a) No person shall be subject to prosecution for any infraction, or failure to appear, 
arising out of the operation of a motor vehicle or violation of this code as a pedestrian 
which is pending against him once he has been incarcerated for 90 or more days in any 
consecutive 12 months subsequent to the date of the violation.  
 
(b) Notwithstanding any other provisions of law to the contrary, no driver's license shall 
be suspended or revoked, nor shall the issuance or renewal of a license be refused as a 
result of a pending infraction occurring prior to the 90 or more days in any consecutive 
12 month period of incarceration or as a result of a notice received by the department 
pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 40509 when the offense which gave rise to the 
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notice occurred prior to the incarceration period of 90 or more days in any consecutive 12 
month.  
 
(c) The department shall remove from its records any notice received by it pursuant to 
subdivision (a) of Section 40509 upon receipt of satisfactory evidence that a person 
incarcerated in any correctional institution for a period of 90 or more days in a 
consecutive 12 month period.  
 
(d) The provisions of this section shall not apply to any offense wherein the department is 
required by this code to immediately revoke or suspend the privilege of any person to 
drive a motor vehicle upon receipt of a duly certified abstract of the record of any court 
showing that the person has been convicted of that offense. 
 
(e) The Judicial Council shall promulgate forms and instructions for use in filing by 
individuals who are eligible for relief under this section. The forms shall be 
recommended but not mandatory.  
 
(f) Qualifying incarcerated and previously incarcerated individuals may request relief 
under this section, directly through the department and the courts. All courts which 
receive a valid request under this section shall search their respective computer systems 
for eligible pending matters and dispose of appropriately. The court shall, within 15 days 
of receipt or the request, notify the department of the request and the department  shall 
remove from its records any notice received by it pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 
40509 from any county in the State. 
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Question: What is Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer: Non-Revocable Parole is a non-supervised version of parole where you do not report 

 to a Parole  Agent, cannot have a parole hold placed on you pursuant to Penal Code 
 Section 3056 and cannot be returned to custody for a parole violation for any reason. 
 

Question: What requires that inmates and parolees are placed on to Non-Revocable Pa-
role?  

 
Answer: On October 11, 2009, Section 3000.03 of the California Penal Code was enacted  

pursuant to Section 48 of Senate Bill X3 18.  This law goes into effect on  
January 25, 2010, and requires the placement of parolees on to Non-Revocable  
Parole. 

 
Question: Is everyone eligible to be on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer: No, this program is limited only to offenders meeting the following criteria: 
 

(a) The person is not required to register as a sex offender pursuant to Chapter 5.5 
(commencing with Section 290 of Title 9 of Part 1). 
 
(b) The person was not committed to prison for a serious felony as defined in Sections 
1192.7 and 1192.8, or a violent felony, as defined in Section 667.5, and does not have 
a prior conviction for a serious felony, as defined in Section 1192.7 and 1192.8, or a 
violent felony, as defined in Section 667.5. 
 
(c) The person was not committed to prison for a sexually violent offense as defined in 
subdivision (b) of Section 6600 of the Welfare and Institutions Code and does not 
have a prior conviction for a sexually violent offense as defined in subdivision (b) of 
Section 6600 of the Welfare and Institutions Code. 
 
(d) The person was not found guilty of a designated serious disciplinary offense, as 
defined in regulation by the Department, during his or her current term of imprison-
ment. 
 
(e) The person is not a validated prison gang member or associate, as defined in 
regulation by the Department. 
 
(f) The person did not refuse to sign any written notification of parole requirements or 
conditions, including, but not limited to, the written notification of requirements  
pursuant to Section 3067. 
 
(g) The person was evaluated by the Department using a validated risk assessment 
tool and was not determined to pose a high risk to reoffend. 

!"#$%&'"()*+&,-)."+&,
/.&01&#2+3,456&7,81&529"#5,:/48;,

<=&&2,

Michael Klinger
15

Michael Klinger




Question: When do I find out if I am being placed on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer:  The Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) is currently screening  

inmates paroling between April 1, 2010 and July 31, 2010, for placement on  
Non-Revocable Parole.  Inmates paroling prior to April 1, 2010 will be screened after 
being placed on parole.  The screening for placing parolees on Non-Revocable Parole 
will begin on January 25, 2010, and will take approximately four months to complete. 

 
Question: How long am I on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer:  Unless the Board of Parole Hearings has indicated that you have a requirement to 

complete a BattererÕs Program pursuant to Penal Code Section 3053.2, you will  
discharge within 30 days of having been on parole for one year pursuant to the  
provisions contained within Penal Code Section 3001. 

 
Question: Are there any requirements if  I am placed on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer:  You are required to comply with all provisions of the California Penal Code and you 

 are subject to being searched by any law enforcement officer at any time. 
 

Question: Do I still have to complete any registrations with local law enforcement? 
 
Answer:  Yes. Being on Non-Revocable Parole does not relieve you of any registration  

 requirements.  You must still complete any required registration with local law  
 enforcement. 
 

Question: Do I have to send monthl y reports to the parole office? 
 
Answer:  No, you are not required to send in monthly reports. 

 
Question: I see that the Board of Parole Heari ngs has indicated that I have to complete a 

BattererÕs Program, how does this a ffect me on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer:  If you have a requirement to complete a BattererÕs Program per Penal Code Section 

3053.2, you will not discharge after thirteen months of being on parole unless you 
have submitted a copy of the certificate showing you have completed the BattererÕs 
Program to: 

 
 Division of Adult Parole Operations, Headquarters 
 P.O. Box 942883 
 Sacramento, CA  94283 
 

Even though you submit a copy of your BattererÕs Program certificate, the Board of 
Parole Hearings has the right to retain you on Non-Revocable Parole for good cause. 
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Question: I was not able to complete the Batterer’s Program, am I still on Non-Revocable 
Parole? 

 
Answer: Yes, you will be retained on Non-Revocable Parole until either your controlling  

discharge date or your submission of a copy of the certificate showing you have  
completed the BattererÕs Program.  Once we have received a copy of your certificate, 
your case will be reviewed for discharge at the next annual review.   

 
Question: Can I still be arrested while on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer: Yes. Parolees on Non-Revocable Parole are still subject to arrest by law enforcement 

for crimes committed in the community. However, they cannot have a parole hold 
placed on them and cannot have their parole revoked. 

 
Question: Do I still have to tell law enforcement officers that I am on parole? 
 
Answer: Yes, you must still inform law enforcement officers that you are on Non-Revocable 

Parole since you are still subject to being searched by any law enforcement officer at 
any time.  

 
Question: Will I receive a discharge card if I am on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer: After discharging from Non-Revocable Parole, you may obtain a Discharge Certificate 

by sending a written request to:  
 

CDCR RECORDS 
P.O. Box 942883 
Sacramento, CA 94283 

 
Question: Do I still have to pay my victim’s restitution if I am on Non-Revocable Parole? 
 
Answer: Yes, being on Non-Revocable Parole does not relieve you of your obligation to pay 

your victimÕs restitution.  You can obtain your restitution balance and payment infor-
mation by contacting the Office of Victim and Survivor Rights and Services at  
1-877-256-6877. 

 
Question: The paperwork states that I have to return to the county where I last held legal 

residence, is that true? 
 
Answer: Yes, Penal Code Section 3003(a) requires that you reside in your county of last legal 

residence. 
 
Question: My counselor says that I have been approved for Non-Revocable Parole, what 

happens next? 
 
Answer: Once you have been approved for Non-Revocable Parole by the Board of Parole 

Hearings, your counselor will have you sign the Notification of Non-Revocable Parole 
Requirements.  
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Question: What happens if I refuse to sign the Notification of Non-Revocable Parole Re-
quirements? 

 
Answer: If you refuse to sign this form, then you will no longer be eligible for  

Non-Revocable Parole and will be placed on supervised parole. 
 

Question: I have been approved for Non-Revocable Parole and signed all my paperwork, 
now what happens? 

 
Answer: Once you have been approved for Non-Revocable Parole, you will be released to 

non-supervised parole unless you are found guilty of a serious Rules Violation Report 
while still in custody that makes you ineligible.  If it is determined you are no longer 
eligible for placement onto Non-Revocable Parole, you will be released to supervised 
parole. 

 
Question: I am paroling to Non-Revocable Parole.  Do I still get my gate money? 
 
Answer: Yes, you will still receive whatever gate money you would have received had you 

been released to supervised parole. 
 
Question: Can I still receive services from the parole office? 
 
Answer: Based on need, you may still be eligible to receive services from the parole office at 

the discretion of the local District Administrator; however, you do not have a legal right 
to receive those services. 

 
Question: Do I still need a travel pass to go beyond 50 miles or be gone for longer than 48 

hours? 
 
Answer: No, since you are no longer required to report to a parole agent, you do not need per-

mission from a parole agent to travel. 
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NRP PROJECTIONS

COUNTY
CURRENT 

ACTIVE
POTENTIAL 

NRP
POST 
NRP

MISSING COUNTY 571 112 459
ALA 3,811 744 3,067
ALP 1 0 1
AMA 71 18 53
BUT 925 190 735
CAL 83 14 69
CC 1,409 214 1,195
COL 55 9 46
DN 125 26 99
ED 335 79 256
FRE 4,566 1,093 3,473
GLE 100 26 74
HUM 507 121 386
IMP 332 92 240
INY 53 13 40
KER 4,361 1,000 3,361
KIN 724 145 579
LA 32,575 7,720 24,855
LAK 331 90 241
LAS 101 31 70
MAD 528 123 405
MAR 147 33 114
MEN 225 50 175
MER 911 158 753
MNO 15 6 9
MOD 35 6 29
MON 1,116 227 889
MPA 35 2 33
NAP 204 36 168
NEV 117 30 87
ORA 6,406 1,719 4,687
PLA 516 111 405
PLU 41 17 24
RIV 6,667 1,216 5,451
SAC 5,095 931 4,164
SB 1,057 222 835
SBD 8,928 1,994 6,934
SBT 142 31 111
SCL 4,137 813 3,324
SCR 417 67 350
SD 7,248 1,555 5,693
SF 1,797 373 1,424
SHA 1,005 254 751
SIE 4 2 2
SIS 130 30 100
SJ 2,677 463 2,214
SLO 574 107 467

Prepared by PAS - 1/18/10 SOURCE:  CalParole and OBIS
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NRP PROJECTIONS

COUNTY
CURRENT 

ACTIVE
POTENTIAL 

NRP
POST 
NRP

SM 1,170 239 931
SOL 1,329 238 1,091
SON 749 121 628
STA 1,680 289 1,391
SUT 388 107 281
TEH 298 67 231
TRI 32 7 25
TUL 1,517 236 1,281
TUO 120 27 93
VEN 1,602 341 1,261
YOL 623 145 478
YUB 480 95 385

111,198 24,225 86,973

Prepared by PAS - 1/18/10 SOURCE:  CalParole and OBIS
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February 8, 2010   Agenda Item VIII.  

  

 
GRANT OPPORTUNITY SUMMARY 
  
Agency: California Emergency Management Agency (CalEMA) 
Program title: Parolee Reentry Court Program 
  
Due Date: March 1, 2010 
  
Summary: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) State Justice 
Assistance Grant (JAG) funds are being used to establish and/or enhance parolee reentry 
courts designed to divert parole violators from prison through the use of collaborative 
courts, such as drug and mental health courts, which provide enhanced supervision and 
services to parolees. 
  
The funding cycle for this program is two and one-half years. 
  
Eligible Applicants: Superior Courts of California 
  
Total amount, number of awards: Approximately $9,500,000 is available to fund up to 
seven (7) reentry courts through the Parolee Reentry Court Program. 
  
More Information and Contact Person: 
http://www.oes.ca.gov/WebPage/oeswebsite.nsf/OESLevsPDF/2009%20Parolee%20Ree
ntry%20Court%20Program%20(ZR)/$file/09ZR%20RFP.pdf 
  
John Thomas, Criminal Justice Specialist 
California Emergency Management Agency, Crime Suppression Section 
fax at (916) 323-1756 or email john.thomas@oes.ca.gov 
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