CALIFORNIA PENAL CODE
(EXCERPT FOR RESPONDENTS)

Section 933.05 (a): For purposes of subdivision (b) of Section 933, as to each grand jury
finding, the responding person or entity shall indicate one of the following:

1. The respondent agrees with the finding.

2. The respondent disagrees wholly or partially with the finding, in which case the response
shall specify the portion of the finding that is disputed and shall include an explanation of
the reasons therefor.

(b) For purposes of subdivision (b) of Section 933, as to each grand jury recommiendation, the
responding person or entity shall report one of the following actions:

1. The recommendation has been implemented, with a summary regarding the implemented
action. :

2. The recommendation has not yet been implemented, but will be implemented in the
future; with a timeframe for implementation.

3. The recommendation requires further analysis, with an explanation and the scope and
parameters of an analysis or study, and a timeframe for the matter to be prepared for
discussion by the officer or head of the agency or department being investigated or
reviewed, including the governing body of the public agency when applicable. This
timeframe shall not exceed six months from the date of publication of the grand jury
report.

4. The recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted or is not
reasonable, with an explanation therefor.

(c) However, if a finding or recommendation of the grand jury addresses budgetary or
personnel matters of a county agency or department headed by an elected officer; both the
agency or department head and the board of supervisors shall respond if requested by the
grand jury, but the response of the board of supervisors shall address only those budgetary or
personnel matters over which it has some decisionmaking authority. The response of the
elected agency or department head shall address all aspects of the findings or
recommendations affecting his or her agency or department.



EXAMPLE: CORRECT FORMAT FOR RESPONDING TO A GRAND JURY REPORT
As required by Penal Code Section 933.05

FINDINGS:

1. Even when notification proceeds properly, the foster child’s school records may not
arrive at the new school for as long as eight or ten weeks. During this time the child
may not be permitted to attend school

Disagree

Children are not denied education and a child’s school record has to be requested
by the school of enrollment.

2, Our CPS is on record as demanding that foster parents not home school the foster
children in their care. CPS finds it difficult to enforce its own policy.

Partially agree

Nevada County CPS requires that its foster children be mainstreamed in
education unless there are exceptional circumstances.

3. There can be a number of possible reasons for the foster child’s relocation to another

county, i.e., the availability of foster homes, need for special care, relationships between
foster parent and foster child, the location of a desirable member of the child’s extended

family.
Agree
RECOMMENDATIONS:

6. The Board of Supervisors should consider taking back from the State the responsibility
for the approval and training of foster parents within:the County.

The recommendation will not be implemented at the present time

The Board believes the current process for the approval and training of foster
parents in Nevada County is sufficient at the present time.

7 The Board of Supervisors should maintain funds and services to continue the County’s
model of the transition of 18-year-olds in the foster care system into independent living.

The recommendation has been partially implemented

Additional initiatives to redesign the California Child Welfare System will be
implemented in Nevada County in conjunction with changes in State regulations.





