



















































































































































































































































































« The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the brochure has not been revised due to hudget
constraints but information on the county parks has been included on the Public Works web
page _http://www.co.humboldt.ca.us/pubworks.

Recommendation R-2 The 2001-2002 Humboeldt County Grand Jury recommends that the County do an
annual inventory of all park equipment.
Public Works Department’s response: This will be done and completed by January 2003.
» The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the Public Works Department has inventoried the
equipment as of the end of June, 2002, and added new or replacement equipment to that
inventory.

Recommendation R-3 The 2001-2002 Humboldt County Grand Jury recommends that the County
provide funding to maintain all the parks in the county park system.
Public Works Department’s response: Reallocation of general fund monies would be a policy decision
to be made by the Board of Supervisors. The budget for fiscal year 2002-2003 will be adopted within the
next three months. The Department may recommend additional funding at the final budget hearings. In
addition, funds will be available within one to two months from the Naticnal Oceancgraphic and
Atmospheric Administration grant.
¢ The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that funds were obtained from the Nationa! Oceanographic
and Atmospheric Administration for seasonal park staff maintaining Humboldt County coastal
parks for fiscal years 2002-2003 and 2003-2004.

Recommendation R-4 The 2001-2002 Humboldt County Grand Jury recommends that the County hire a
park ranger to enforce park ordinances and the collection of the fees.
Public Works Department’s response: The County dogs not currently have a position titled “Park
Ranger.” A possible alternative would be to have a sheriff's deputy assigned seasonally to enforce
regulations in the parks provided said deputy is trained in the park ordinance regulations and
enforcement. In addition, it would be beneficial to have all deputies informed of the contents of the park
ordinance.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that one grant-funded deputy sheriff was assigned to patrol

all county beaches and enforce park ordinances but not to coliect fees.

Recommendation R-5 The 2001-2002 Humboidt County Grand Jury recommends that the County,
where possible, have one entry control point for each park.

Public Works Department’s response: A single entry control point may not be necessary at all county
facilities. Currently, the parks staff are focused on creating a single point of entry at parks which permit
overnight camping. Clam Beach County Park has the greatest need for a singular entry point.

o The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that where possible, single-point entries have been
established to overnight camping areas. At Clam Beach County Park camping has been
restricted to the southern parking lot which has a single entry point.

Recommendation R-7 The 2001-2002 Humboldt County Grand Jury recommends that the County work
with the residents of Southem Humboldt County to keep Tocby Park in the county park system.

Public Works Department’s response: The Department is negotiating an arrangement with the current
landowner, Southern Humboldt Working Together, whereby the County would obtain an easement over
Tooby Memorial Park restricting its use to recreational purposes. In turn, after obtaining the easement,
the County would contract with Southern Humboldt Working Together to maintain Tooby Memorial Park.
This item needs to be taken to the Board of Supervisors for review and approval.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that a final draft agreement has been developed as of
March of 2004 and is being reviewed by Southern Humboldt Working Together. When it is
returned to Public Works, it will be taken to the Board of Supervisors for final approval.
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Grand Jury Report #2004-CC-02
FOLLOW-UP ON RESPONSES TO THE GRAND JURY FINAL REPORT OF 2002-2003

Introduction:

The 2003-2004 Grand Jury of Humboldt County elected to evaluate responses to Final Reports of both
2001-2002 (see Report #2004-CC-01) and 2002-2003 (this Report) in order to provide continuity with the
work of previous Grand Juries in a timely fashion. This practice allows the Grand Jury to monitor the
commitment made by affected agencies in their responses to the findings and recommendations in
previous reports, and their progress toward these stated goals.

Procedure

Penal Code Section 933(a) requires the Grand Jury submit to the Presiding Judge of the Superior Court a
Final Report of its findings and recommendations that pertain to county government matters. Section
933(c) also requires comments from the governing body, elected county officer, or agency head to the
Presiding Judge of the Superior Court on these findings and recommendations.

The responses and comments submitted were evaluated using Penal Code Section 933.05 (Appendix A}
which requires the agency, officer, or governing board to (I} agree or disagree, wholly or in part, with
each Finding, and to {1I) provide one of four possible responses to each Recommendation: (1} have
implemented the recommendation, (2} will implement the recommendation, (3) will study the
recommendation, with an implementation plan available within six months, or (4) will not impiement the
recommendation. The last response generally includes the reason(s) why not.

The 2003-2004 Grand Jury reviewed written responses to the 2002-2003 Grand Jury Report, which
contained 88 findings and 64 recommendations. All recommendations which officials agreed to
implement, or to study for possible implementation, were verified through document inspection and official
testimony.

This is a brief summary of the recommendations and responses; to examine a full text, visit any branch of
the Humboldt County Library or the website http://www.co humboldt.ca.us/grandjury.

WHO SHALL RESPOND:
Pursuant to the California Penal Code Sections 933 and 933.05, responses to the Findings and
Recommendations of Grand Jury Report #2004-CC-02 shall be provided as foliows:

+ Noresponses are required for items discussed in this report.

2002-2003 Grand Jury Recommendation Status as of 5/24/04

Report# | Title Recommend- | Implement | Will Be* Will Not Be
ations ed Implemented
03-AF-01 AV Board of | 3 3
Supr:erwisors4
03-AF-02 Real Property | 6 3 3
Division
03-CD-01 Eureka Utility | 6 4 2
User's Tax
03-CD-02 Special 3 2 1
Districts
03-HS-01 Human Rights | 6 2 3 1
Commission
03-HS-02 Caregivers & | 3 1 1 1
In-Home Health

* Audiovisual Access to Meetings
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03-JL-01 Sheriffs Boats | 2 1 1

03-JL-03 Arcata Jail 1 1

03-JL-04 Sheriff's Farm | 1 1

03-JL-05 Hoopa Sheriffs | 4 3 1
Substation

03-JL-06 Garberville 5 4 1
Sheriff Station

03-JL-07 Eureka Jail 1 1

03-JL-08 Juvenile Hall 3 1 1 1

03-JL-09 HCCF® 3 1 1 1

03-JL-10 Regional 2 1 1
Facility

03-LJ-01 Complaints to | 1 1
Law Enforcement

03-PW-01 ADA’ 3 13

03-PW-02 Animal Control | 5 3 1 1

03-PW-03 RNP’ Bldg. 6 3

TOTALS: 19 Reports 64 25 20 19

* Will be studied, or will be implemented. Reviews of the current status of these items follow.

Report # 03-HS-01 _Human_ Rights Commission

Recommendation R 1 The grand jury recommends the installation of a computer-based complaint
reporting work station in the courthouse that allows access and report preparation by HRC
commissioners.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 1 This recommendation requires further analysis. The General
Services Department will contact the Human Rights Commission to discuss the need for a computer-
based complaint system within the next 60 days. If there is a demonstrated need for such a system, the
cost for acquisition and installation will need to be considered in concert with all other budgetary requests.
General Services/Information Services Response to R 1 The General Services Department will
contact the Human Rights Commission to discuss the need for a computer-based complaint system within
the next 60 days.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the General Services Director met with two Human
Rights Commissioners, who stated they are not interested in a computer system to track their
complaints because they have a program that sorts through their meeting minutes that allows
them to tally their complaints.

Recommendation R 2 The grand jury recommends a centralized filing system resource be made
available to members of the HRC in an area of the courthouse where access could be controlled.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 2 This recommendation requires further analysis. Staff is
unaware of the existence of the referenced filing cabinet resources. The General Services Department
will contact the Human Rights Commission within the next 80 days to discuss the need for filing resources
and will evaluate whether those needs can be reasonably met.

General Services/Information Services Response to R 2 Requires further analysis. The Human
Rights Commission will be contacted within the next 60 days to discuss the need for filing resources in
addition to the need for a computer-based complaint system.

+ The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that General Services substantiated the need for a filing
cabinet, has acquired one and reportedly has installed it.

* Humboldt County Correctional Facility
¢ Americans with Disabilities Act
" Redwood National Park
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Recommendation R 6 The grand jury recommends the HRC continuously monitor and review culturai
diversity/sensitivity training programs for all city and county law enforcement personnel.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 6 This recommendation requires further analysis. The Board
supports cultural diversity/sensitivity training programs for city and county law enforcement personnel as
well as personnel assigned to other departments, but defers to the Human Rights Commission as to
whether this is a project the Commission is ready and willing to accept as part of their stated function to
“aid in eradication of discrimination in housing, employment, education and public accommaodation.”
Communication update indicates HRC will be offered the opportunity to be included on Humboldt
County's web site to assist them in the management of information.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the Sheriff sends officers to training which stresses
"understanding and respect for racial and cultural differences, and development of effective,
noncombative methods of carrying out law enforcement duties in a racially and culturally
diverse environment.” A new mandated class on racial profiling has just recently become
available at College of the Redwoods for officers. In addition, Probation officers, Mental
Health and Social Service employees receive a number of cultural/sensitivity programs and
newsletter articles.

Report # 03-HS-02 Care Givers & in-Home Health Care

Recommendation R 2 The grand jury recommends that the Board of Supervisors pursue publicizing the
[caregiver] registry.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 2 The recommendation has not yet been implemented, but will
be implemented in the next three to six months. The registry of care givers, currently operated by the
Humboldt Senior Resource Center under contract with the Area 1 Agency on Aging [A1AA] as part of its
Caregiver Support Project, will end on Juily 31, 2003. On August 1, 2003, the A1AA will begin operation
of a care giver registry for In-Home Supportive Services {IHSS) providers and recipients, under contract
with the Governing Board of the Public Authority for IHSS. The registry will be publicized by the
Humboldt County Public Authority; by Humboldt County IHSS Social Workers; by the Advisory Board on
the IHSS Program; and, following contractually required approval by the Public Authority, by the A1AA
through press releases and public service announcements.

¢ The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the caregiver registry has been publicized in regular
public service announcements to newspapers, radio stations, and public access television,
monthly articles in Senjor News, broadcast faxes to local referral sources; and the
Caregiver Quarterly sentto caregivers, recipients, and providers.

Report # 03-JL-01 Sheriff’'s Boats
Recommendation R 1 The grand jury recommends that the Sheriff's Department consider charging a

fee for towing.
Sheriff’s Response to R 1 This recommendation has not been implemented; it requires further analysis,
and we will monitor this type of activity during this year.

+ The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that of the few boat tows made, most occur during routine
patrol operations and are not call-outs, which normally go to the Coast Guard or Coast Guard
auxiliary, so a fee will not be charged. In addition, the State pays most of the boat operating
expenses.

Report # 03-JL-04 Sheriff’s Agricultural Farm
Recommendation R 1 The grand jury recommends that the Sheriff's Department obtain a bucket for the

Farm tractor.

Sheriff’s Response to R 1 This recommendation will be implemented as soon as is feasible. The
tractor currently in use at the Sheriff's Farm was acquired through the Defense Reutilization Program with
negligible cost to the county. We will price the cost of purchasing a suitable bucket and also attempt to
locate a suitable one in the Defense Reutilization Program system. Obtaining a bucket will be dependent
upon the cost or ability to locate one in the DRMO system.
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» The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the farm tractor — after several years of Grand Jury
recommendations - still has no bucket.

Report # JL-05 Hoopa Sheriff's Substation

Recommendation R 1 The grand jury recommends that the steel security screens be retrofitted so they
can be opened from inside the office as a means of escape in the event of an emergency.

Sheriff’s Response to R 1 This recommendation will need to be implemented by another County
Department. Maintenance of the station and the building it is located in is, by agreement, the
responsibility of the Hoopa Tribe and the County of Humboldt Building Maintenance Department. This
recommendation will be forwarded to the Risk Manager and Building Maintenance for action.

» The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the General Services Department has not scheduled
the retrofit of the security screens on the outside office windows; they need to inspect them to
determine whether they can be retrofitted. General Services had no record that this
information had previously been passed on to them, so they had not previcusly responded to
the issue.

Recommendation R 2 The grand jury recommends that the substation be on a fixed maintenance
schedule.

Sheriff's Response to R 1 This recommendation will need to be implemented by another County
Department. The maintenance of the station is subject to an agreement between the Hoopa Valley Tribe
and the County of Humboldt as to whom is responsible for what type of maintenance to be done and
janitorial service. This reguest will be forwarded through the County of Humboldt General Services
Department.

o The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the maintenance is handled by the Hoopa Valley Tribe.

Recommendation R 4 The grand jury recommends that the two concrete toilets be replaced with
stainless steel combination sink and toilet units.

Sheriff's Response to R 4 This recommendation will need to be implemented by another County
Department. As pointed out, this problem was previously addressed in the 2001-2002 grand jury report;
however, the problem still exists. This request will again be forwarded to the General Services
Department for resolution.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that General Services Department has not scheduled this
replacement, as it will require two employees working for at least a week in Hoopa to do the
work. It will be done as priorities allow the spending of resources, which should be before
September of 2004.

Report # 03-JL-06 Garberville Sheriff’s Substation

Recommendation R1 The grand jury recommends that the Substation be enlarged.

Sheriff's Response to R 1 This recommendation will need to be forwarded to the General Services
Department as a request for a capital project; General Services is the department that manages County
real property and buildings.

+« The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that General Services is conducting a space needs study
and will add this item for review by the end of the year.

Recommendation R 3 The grand jury recommends structural modification to the door threshold for
wheelchair accessibility.

Sheriff's Response to R 3 This recommendation will need to be implemented by another County
Department. Since it is a county building, we will forward this request to the General Services
Department.

s The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that General Services has completed its Transition/Barrier
Removal Plan, with $7,500 set aside for ADA improvements in the current fiscal year. No
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funds are available for next fiscal year because of budget constraints. The County is working
on a plan to address required barrier removal issues but has no timeframe for completion
because of budget issues.

Recommendation R 4 The grand jury recommends weed removal and maintenance.

Sheriff's Response to R 4 This recommendation will be implemented. Normally the weeds are
removed for this very reason [fire danger when dry]. We will contact building maintenance and also look
at the possibility of utilizing our SWAP program to assist in keeping up with proper weed abatement.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury found that the weeds were removed at the time of the next
inspection, October 9, 2003,

Recommendation R 5 The grand jury recommends the janitorial schedule be increased.

Sheriff's Response to R 5 This recommendation should be implemented; however, janitorial service is
provided through the General Services Department, Building Maintenance Division. This has been an
ongoing problem based on budgetary concerns. We will again request increased janitorial service for the
station.

s The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that General Services increased janitorial services hours to
the facility.

Report # 03-JL-08 Juvenile Hall

Recommendation R 3 The grand jury recommends that when the washer and dryer need to be
replaced, that they be replaced with a commercial grade washer and dryer.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 3 This response requires further analysis, including a cost-
benefit analysis of having commercial grade equipment. This analysis will be done when the washer
and/or dryer need to be replaced.

Probation Department Response to R 3 The recommendation requires further analysis.

s The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the analysis has been done for a similar
recommendation at the Regional Facility, where the machines have been replaced with
commercial models.

Report # 03-JL-09 Humboldt County Correctional Facility

Recommendation R 3 The grand jury recommends that in order to reduce suicide attempts paper bags
be used for commissary goods delivery and trash containers in cells.

General Services Response to R 3 The recommendation has been implemented by the HCCF
pursuant to information previously received from the HCCF.

» The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the HCCF commissary items now come in plastic bags
manufactured with several holes in them as a measure against any possible suffocation.
They are collected in the open area general population dormitory units once the inmate has
removed the items, and are removed at the time of delivery in all celled units. The Grand
Jury commends the Sheriff for this change.

Report # 03-JL-10 Regional Facility
Recommendation R 2 The grand jury recommends that when the washer and dryer require

replacement, they are replaced with commercial appliances.
Probation Department Response to R 2 The recommendation requires further analysis.

s The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the washer and dryer are being replaced with
commercial appliances. The Grand Jury commends the Regional Facility for finding a
funding source for the new machines and the expanded venting required by them.
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Report # 03-PW-01 Americans with Disabilities Act

Recommendation R 1 The grand jury recommends the County make these restroom facilities
[Freshwater, Centerville Beach, Moonstone Beach, Tooby Memorial, Luffenholtz Beach and Mad River
Boat Ramp] ADA compliant. However, due to the major remodeling costs involved in most of these
locations, the County should provide ADA approved portable toilets in the interim.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R 1 Wil be partially implemented, but some of the
recommendation will not be implemented because it is unreascnable given the County's financial
situation. ADA approved portable toilets will not fully resolve handicap accessibility in that infrastructure
and other improvements would be necessary to secure access to the toilets, the cost of which is beyond
current budget capabilities. There are, however, plans to remodel the restroom facilities at Freshwater
and Luffenholtz Parks and Mad River Boat Ramp to include ADA compliance issues by using the 2002
per Capital [sic] Park Bond funding.

Public Works Response to R 1 Centerville Beach, Moonstone Beach and Tooby only have portable
toilets. The cost to replace existing portable toilets with ADA approved toilets would cost an additional
$2,000 annually. The cost to put portable ADA approved toilets at the other three parks would be $4,500.
The current Parks budget could not absorb this additional cost. The department plans to remodel the
restrooms and make them ADA compliant with 2002 Per Capita Park Bond funding.

e The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that 2002 Per Capita funds have only recently been
released; the permitting process for the remodeling has begun.

Recommendation R 3 a. The grand jury recommends signs be placed along park walkways and
entrances directing visitors to the location of restroom facilities and indicating their ADA status. b. The
grand jury further recommends that all park literature indicated [sic] the ADA status of each Park
restroom.

Public Works Response fo R 3 a. Signage will be placed in accordance [with] the Americans with
Disabilities Act Accessibility Guidelines and Title 24 of the California Building Code. Signage will
appropriately identify accessible restroom facilities and associated routes as recommended in the Grand
Jury findings. b. The County Park Information sheet will be updated to include restroom ADA status,

+ The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the signs, information sheets, and website will be
revised as the remodeling nears completion.

Report # 03-PW-02 Animal Control
Recommendation R 5 The grand jury recommends that a clear line of responsibility to monitor and

control animal abuse situations be established.

Board of Supervisors’ Response to R § Requires further analysis. This may already be partially
resolved through the implementation of new procedures for both Community Development Services and
Health and Human Services, to refer unresolved nuisance complainis to the Code Enforcement Unit.
This may be further resolved through a transfer of the animal control function to the Sheriff's Office
scheduled to take place early in 2004. This witl be monitored and further evaluated once the transition
has taken place and new staff is in place commensurate with the opening of the animal care facility.

* The 2003-2004 Grand Jury finds that the transition of animal control to the Sheriffs
Department has occurred. The Department has applied for funding for personnel to operate
the new animal care facility and handle animat abuse situations.

Note on 03-PW-03: The Redwood National Park Building in Orick The County Planning Commission
permitting approval — and the cascade of decisions that followed — was based on the proposition by the
developer and the National Park Service that the building was to be visitor-serving. This triggered
Ordinance Number 1687, allowing the approvals to be "ministerial’ and thus quick and thorough.
However, Grand Jury investigation indicates the building is not providing services to visitors at this time,
nor has it been since opening. It is an office building and not a visitor service facility as required by the
commercial recreational local zoning reguiations.
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RECEIVED

HUMBOLDT COUNTY
AUG - 9 2004 SHERIFF'S OFFICE
CAQ
DATE: August 5, 2004
TO: THE HONORABLE TIMOTHY P. CISSNA

PRESIDING JUDGE QRTHE SUPERIOR COURT

FROM: - GARY PHILP, SHERI
RE: RESPONSE TO 2003 — 2004 GRAND JURY

2004-HS-01 — ADULT PROTECTIVE SERVICES AND IN-HOME SUPPORTIVE
SERVICES,

FINDING 10:

The Humboldt County Sheriff's Department has no written policy or procedure for
mandatory reporting of abuse or welfare checks.

SHERIFF’S RESPONSE TO 2004-HS-01 FINDING 10:

| Disagree. A formal, written policy and procedure was implemented in April 2004.

RECOMMENDATION 10:

The Grand Jury recommends that HCSD develop a written policy and establish
procedures for mandatory reporting of abuse and welfare checks, including
requirement for the documentation of deputy visits and findings immediately
following those visits.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-HS-01 RECOMMENDATION 10:

The recommendation has been implemented. Our Office has established a
comprehensive, uniform, written Sheriff's Office policy and procedure for the
investigation and documentation of suspected cases of abuse and neglect of
elders and dependent adults as outlined by California Penal Code 368 and
Welfare and Institutions Code, Chapter 11, Division 9, Section 15630. This
policy was adopted in April 2004,

EINDING 11:

The HCSD has no formal training for deputies in the areas of mandatory
reporting of abuse and welfare checks.




SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-HS-01 FINDING 11:

Partially Disagree. Although prior to April of 2004 this Office had no formal in-
service training all of our deputies had received training as part of the initial Basic
Academy training.

RECOMMENDATION 11:

The Grand Jury recommends that, when the new policy and procedures have
been developed, annual mandatory training in the newly established policy and
~ procedures regarding mandatory reporting of abuse -and welfare checks be
instituted and a documented record of attendees maintained. '

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-HS-01 RECOMMENDATION 11:

The recommendation has been implemented. Annual mandatory training on our
established policy and procedures for all deputy sheriffs was implemented with
the dissemination of our policy beginning in April 2004. All in-service training is
recorded and maintained. In addition to our in-service policy guideline training
our deputies receive an annual mandatory two hours of P.O.8.T. certified
training, which our staff members recently completed for this year.

2004-JL-06 - HOOPA SHERIFF'S SUBSTATION

FINDING 1:

Security screens are bolted over the outside of the office windows, posing a
threat in the event of a fire. Staff may be trapped with no egress from the office.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-06 FINDING 1:

Agree.

RECOMMENDATION 1.

The grand jury recommends yet again that the steel security screens be
" retrofitted forthwith to allow evacuation from the office in the event of fire.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-06 RECOMMENDATION 1:

The recommendation has not yet been implemented. Maintenance of the station
and the building it is located in is, by agreement, the responsibility of the Hoopa
Tribe and the County of Humboldt, General Services, Building Maintenance
Department. This recommendation has been forwarded to Building Maintenance
in the past with a request for the screens to be retrofitted as soon as possibie.
We will again request that the General Services Department of the County have
the window security screens retrofitted as soon as possible. '



FINDING 2;

Two cells are equipped with 47-year-old toilet and sink facilities, which are
difficult to maintain in a sanitary condition.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-08 FINDING 2

Agree.

RECOMMENDATION 2:

The grand jury recommends yet again that the two aging toilets/sinks be replaced
with stainless steel combination sink and toilet units without further delay.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-06 RECOMMENDATION 2:

Recommendation has not yet been implemented, as this is the responsibility of
the County of Humboldt General Services, Building Maintenance Department.
Recommendation has been forwarded.

FINDING 3:

Recommendations 1 and 2 above have been made numerous times by past
Grand Juries. To date no action has been taken although such action has been
promised. Obvious liability to the county exists should employees be trapped
behind screens in case of fire if Recommendation1 is not implemented.
Recommendation 2, though less serious than 1, poses a health threat to inmates
and should be implemented.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-06 FINDING 3:
Agree. |
RECOMMENDATION 3:

The grand Jury recommends that the Board of Supervisors direct the Department
of General Services and encourage the Sheriff to implement Recommendations
1 and 2 forthwith.

SHERIFF’'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-06 RECOMMENDATION 3:

The recommendation has not yet been implemented, but should be implemented
in the future, however, | am unable to provide a specific time frame, as these are
issues are the responsibility of the General Services Building Maintenance
Division and the work needs to be scheduled and handled by that department.



2004-JL-07 - GARBERVILLE SHERIFF'S SUBSTATION

FINDINGS 2:

The Substation is too small to adequately handle the volume of law enforcement
activity, which occurs on holidays and special event weekends in Southern
Humboldt County. :

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE 1O 2004-JL-07 FINDING 2:
Disagree.

A Sergeant and five-deputy sheriffs presently staff the Garberville Sheriff's
Station. Generally there are only two to three staff members on duty at any given
time. On those few occasions when extra personnel are assigned to the area
seldom would they be in numbers large enough to make the station too small of a
work space. If that were an issue then we have the capability of sending down a
mobile command post and/or can work in cooperation with other public safety
departments located in the Southern Humboldt area for adequate staff space
support. Generally, the deputies working in the Southern Humboidt Area should
be utilizing a staffing and operational plan that would keep the majority of officers
in the field at any given time providing for public safety and crime prevention.

RECOMMENDATION 2:

 The Grand Jury recommends that the building be remodeled and enlarged.

SHERIFF'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-07 RECOMMENDATION 2:

The recommendation will not be impiemented because it is not reasonabie at this
time. At this time the facility size and number of staff assigned to it are
compatible, in fact our staff size has decreased due to budget conditions.
Enlarging or remodeling the facility to make it larger is not within the financial
capability of the County of Humboldt nor is it presently necessary.

FINDING 3:

'The evidence locker/storage area contains items that have been on the premises
for several years. '

SHERIFF’'S RESPONSE TO 2004-JL-07 FINDING 3:

Agree.
" RECOMMENDATION 3:

The Grand Jury recommends that these items be properly disposed of or
transferred to the Sheriff's central evidence locker in Eureka. '

































