CALIFORNIA LAW REVISION COMMISSION STAFF MEMORANDUM

Study J-1309 April 7, 2000

Memorandum 2000-32

Expired Pilot Projects (Draft Tentative Recommendation)

In the course of studying statutory changes necessary to implement trial court
unification, the Commission identified a small number of apparently obsolete
statutes relating to expired pilot projects. Subsequent research by the Institute for
Legislative Practice at the McGeorge School of Law identified many more such
statutes. The Institute has inquired with the appropriate government agencies to
determine whether it would be appropriate to repeal these apparently obsolete
statutes. Its report is attached.

Agency responses were of three general types:

(1) The statute in question is obsolete and appropriate for repeal
in a Commission-sponsored bill.

(2) The statute is obsolete and the agency will be sponsoring
legislation to repeal it. It should not be repealed in a Commission-
sponsored bill.

(3) The statute has continuing relevance and should not be
repealed.

Also attached to this memorandum is a draft tentative recommendation
proposing the repeal of those statutes identified as obsolete and appropriate for
repeal in a Commission-sponsored bill. Notes following each section proposed
for repeal identify the nature of the expired pilot project and the agency that
authorized repeal.

Many of the provisions proposed for repeal include obsolete reporting
requirements. The Institute for Legislative Practice is doing research to identify
other sections that contain obsolete reporting requirement, in order to determine
whether they would be appropriate for repeal. This will be the subject of a
separate study.

Unless specific questions are raised, the staff does not intend to discuss the
content of the draft tentative recommendation. Some issues that should perhaps
be considered are discussed below.



UNLAWFUL DETAINER PILOT PROJECT

The draft tentative recommendation proposes the repeal of Code of Civil
Procedure Section 1167.25. Section 1167.25 was enacted to modify a then-existing
pilot project established by Section 1167.2. That pilot project provided an
optional procedure for unlawful detainer actions. The procedure required that a
tenant deposit 15 days rent with the court in cases where the court finds, in a
preliminary hearing, that there is no substantial conflict as to a material fact. If
the defendant fails to deposit rent as ordered, judgment for possession is entered
in favor of the owner immediately. This was intended to expedite possession of
the property by the owner in cases where the tenant has not paid rent and has no
affirmative defenses. Section 1167.2 was amended in 1996 to provide, among
other things, that the section would be repealed by its own terms on July 1, 1999.
Section 1167.25 was not subject to the sunset provision and was not repealed.
This appears to have been an oversight, as Section 1167.25 serves no apparent
purpose independent of Section 1167.2. A note following the proposed repeal of
Section 1167.25 asks for comment on whether there is any reason to preserve the
section.

In considering whether Section 1167.2 might eventually be reenacted, the staff
examined a preliminary report of the Judicial Council on the pilot project’s
success. It was suggested by some of the project participants that the project
should not continue in its original form, but that some elements of the project
were worthwhile. If the Commission is interested in the merits of the unlawful
detainer pilot project, the staff could prepare a detailed description of the pilot
project for the Commission to consider when it next considers new topics and
priorities.

PARTIAL REPEAL OF PROJECT PROVISIONS

The California Energy Commission and the Air Resources Board indicate that
the pilot project established by Health and Safety Code Sections 43840-43841.5,
relating to alcohol fueled vehicles, is obsolete. They authorize the repeal of
Sections 43841-43841.5, but not 43840, because they wish to preserve the
Legislative findings and declarations contained in that section. In the draft
tentative recommendation, Section 43849 is amended to delete the provision
establishing the pilot project, without disturbing the findings and declarations.
Sections 43841-43841.5 are recommended for repeal.



APPARENTLY ONGOING PROJECT

The Office of Criminal Justice Planning proposed the repeal of Penal Code
Sections 13847-13847.2, which establish the “Rural Indian Crime Prevention
Program.” Although this program may be obsolete, there is nothing in the
statutes indicating that the program was intended by the Legislature to be a pilot
program. There are no limits on the program’s scope or duration. Thus, the
sections do not appear to be appropriate for inclusion in the draft tentative
recommendation. Repeal of provisions relating to programs that are authorized
for unlimited continuation, but happen to be defunct, is probably beyond the
scope of our study. The staff has attempted to contact the Office of Criminal
Justice Planning to discuss the matter, but has not yet received any additional
information. The statutes in question are not included in the draft tentative
recommendation.

REPORTING REQUIREMENT

The Department of Youth Authority authorized repeal of Welfare and
Institutions Code Section 898.5. That section requires submission of a report to
the Legislature on the effectiveness of a pilot program, by January 1, 1989. The
section appears to be obsolete, but is not a section establishing an expired pilot
project. The staff has not included Section 898.5 in the draft tentative
recommendation, but will include it in materials prepared in the course of
studying obsolete reporting requirements.

CONCLUSION

The staff recommends that the draft tentative recommendation be approved
and that a tentative recommendation be circulated for public comment. Copies of
the tentative recommendation should be provided to the agency officials who
responded to our inquiries.

Respectfully submitted,

Brian Hebert
Staff Counsel



OBSOLETE PILOT AND DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS
(April 7, 2000)

In the course of working on trial court unification implementing legislation, the Institute for Legislative Practice came across
several statutes authorizing pilot projects that appeared to be obsolete (i.e., the date for the pilot project had long expired but the
statute remained on the books). This discovery suggested the utility of conducting a “dead letter” project (i.e., searching for obsolete
statutes) focusing on pilot or demonstration projects.

Last year, we compiled a list of potentially obsolete pilot project statutes. The list was based upon the date of enactment and the
apparent length of the pilot project. We then contacted the agency that appeared to be responsible for the pilot project to determine
whether the statute was actually obsolete and, if so, whether the statute should be included in a Law Revision Commission clean-up
bill.

The table below reports the results of our inquiries. For each statute, we indicate the department responsible for the pilot project,
the name of the person contacted, and their reply. When the “Contact/Date of Contact” entry includes a phone number, that indicates

the response was by phone. All other responses were by mail or email.

Respectfully submitted,

Tamika Spirling

Erin Koch

J. Clark Kelso

Institute for Legislative Practice



Business and 3537.10 Office of Statewide Health Planning Megan Florida; 654-2087 Do not repeal
Professions Code and Development March28, 2000

Code of Civil 221 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Repeal
Procedure Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Code of Civil 270 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Repeal
Procedure Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Code of Civil 1012.5 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Repeal
Procedure Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Code of Civil 1167.25 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Repeal
Procedure Office of Governmental Affairs April 7, 2000

Education Code 17910 California Energy Commission Tim Schmelzer; 654-4942 Do not repeal

March 24, 2000

Government Code 11805-11807 Department of Finance Bob Straight; 324-0043 Repeal
March 21, 2000
Government Code 14045 Department of Transportation, Office of | Romunda Smith; 654-8032 Repeal
Mass Transportation March 28, 2000
Government Code 14680.8 Dept. of General Services Mike Courtney; 322-7034 Repeal
April 4, 2000
Government Code 15290-15300 Housing and Community Development | Benita Reynaga; 324-6764 Repeal

February 29, 2000

Government Code 68070.1 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Do not repeal
Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Government Code 69801 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Do not repeal
Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Government Code 69845.6 Judicial Council of California Lee Mohar; 323-3121 Repeal
Office of Governmental Affairs March 31, 2000

Health and Safety 1339.51-1339.61 | State Dept. of Health Jean lacino; 657-2843 Repeal

Code Office of Legislative Affairs April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 11756.5 Dept. of Alcohol and Drug Programs Morgan Stainez; 322-1654 Do not repeal.
Code April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 11758.10 Dept. of Alcohol and Drug Programs Morgan Stainez; 322-1654 Do not repeal
Code April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 11758.51 Dept. of Alcohol and Drug Programs Morgan Stainez; 322-1654 Do not repeal
Code April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 11759.17 Dept. of Alcohol and Drug Programs Morgan Stainez; 322-1654 Do not repeal
Code April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 25242.5-25242.6 University of California, State Gail Riley; 510-987-9714 Repeal
Code Government Relations March 21, 2000
Health and Safety 32354 Dept. of Health Jean lacino; 657-2843 Repeal
Code Office of Legislative Affairs April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 43840 Energy Commission/ Tim Schmelzer; 654-4942 Do not repeal section
Code Air Resources Board Rob Oglesby
April 4, 2000
Health and Safety 43841 Energy Commission/ Tim Schmelzer; 654-4942 Repeal
Code Air Resources Board Rob Ogleshy

April 4, 2000




Health and Safety 43841.5 Energy Commission/ Tim Schmelzer; 654-4942 Repeal

Code Air Resources Board Rob Ogleshy
April 4, 2000

Labor Code 4612 Division of Worker’s Compensation Nancy Fox Repeal
October 5, 1999

Penal Code 1000.30 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia . Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Penal Code 1348.5 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia I. Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Penal Code 2053.3 Corrections Dean Borg; 323-3712 Repeal
February 21, 2000

Penal Code 5020 Corrections Dean Borg; 323-3712 Repeal
February 21, 2000

Penal Code 6247 Board of Corrections William J. Crout Repeal
September 30, 1999

Penal Code 13823.20 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia . Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Penal Code 13847 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia I. Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Penal Code 13894.7 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia I. Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Penal Code 14113 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia . Papan Repeal
October 26, 1999

Public Resources Code 25920-25931 California Energy Commission Tim Schmelzer Repeal

654-4942
February 18, 2000

Chapter 10.7

Public Resources Code 48695 California Integrated Waste Elliot Block; 255-2821 Repeal
Management March 28, 2000
Board

Public Utilities Code 746 Public Utilities Commission Diane Finestein; 415-703- Repeal

2423

March 24, 2000
Vehicle Code 2802 California Highway Patrol Joe Farrow/Dave; 657-7249 Repeal

February 29, 2000
Vehicle Code 2802.5 California Highway Patrol Joe Farrow/Dave Repeal

657-7249

February 29, 2000
Vehicle Code 4764.1-4764.4 Department of Motor Vehicles Bill Cather; 657-6518 Repeal

March 24, 2000
Welfare and 729.11 Office of Criminal Justice Planning Virginia I. Papan Repeal
Institutions Code October 26, 2000
Welfare and 898.5 Youth Authority Greg Zermeno Repeal entire chapter
Institutions Code October 7, 1999
Welfare and 898.5 Dept. of Youth Authority Joyce Hayhoe; 262-1471 Earlier instruction reversed. Repeal only
Institutions Code Office of Legislation March 31, 2000 Section 898.5
Welfare and 1760.3 Youth Authority Greg Zermeno Repeal

Institutions Code

October 7, 1999




Welfare and 8016 State Controller’s Office Kim Cramlett; 445-2636 Repeal
Institutions Code April 4, 2000

Welfare and 14115.6 State Dept. of Health Jean lacino; 657-2843 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislative Affairs April 4, 2000

Welfare and 14124.81 State Dept. of Health Jean lacino; 657-2843 Do not repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislative Affairs April 4, 2000

Welfare and 14133.61 State Dept. of Health Jean lacino; 657-2843 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislative Affairs April 4, 2000

Welfare and 15200.98 State Board of Control Sherri Gauger; 322-2499 Repeal
Institutions Code Policy and Procedures Unit March 28, 2000

Welfare and 16515 Department of Social Services Valerie Kennedy; 657-2623 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislation March 28, 2000

Welfare and 18210-18215 Department of Social Services Valerie Kennedy; 657-2623 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislation March 28, 2000

Welfare and 18600 Rehabilitation Joseph O. Egan Repeal
Institutions Code November 23, 1999

Welfare and 18919 Department of Social Services Valerie Kennedy; 657-2623 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislation March 28, 2000

Welfare and 18920 Department of Social Services Valerie Kennedy; 657-2623 Repeal
Institutions Code Office of Legislation March 28, 2000

Welfare and 18990-18991 Department of Aging Chisorom Okwuosa; 322-0488 | Repeal

Institutions Code

March 24, 2000
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

EXPIRED PILOT PROJECTS

In the course of studying the statutory changes necessary to implement trial court
unification, the Law Revision Commission identified a small number of apparently
obsolete statutes relating to expired pilot projects.t Further research revealed other
apparently obsolete statutes relating to expired pilot projects.?

The agencies responsible for implementing the pilot projects were contacted to
learn whether it would be appropriate to repeal these statutes.3 Agency responses
were of three general types*:

(1) The statute in guestion is obsolete and appropriate for repea in a
Commission-sponsored hill.

(2) The statute is obsolete and the agency will be sponsoring legislation to
repedl it. It should not be repealed in a Commission-sponsored bill.

(3) The statute has continuing relevance and should not be repeal ed.

The Commission recommends the repeal of those statutes that were identified by
the responsible agency as obsolete and appropriate for repeal in a Commission-
sponsored hill.> See proposed legidation, infra. Notes following each section
proposed for repeal identify the nature of the expired pilot project and the
responsible agency.

In addition, the Commission recommends the repeal of Code of Civil Procedure
Section 1167.25, which relates to a pilot project established by former Code of
Civil Procedure Section 1167.2. Section 1167.2 was repealed by its own terms.
With the repeal of Section 1167.2, Section 1167.25 serves no purpose.

1. SeeTrial Court Unification: Revision of Codes, 28 Cal. L. Revision Comm’ n Reports 51, 85 (1998).

2. The Commission is also conducting research to identify provisions imposing apparently obsolete
reporting requirements, which might be appropriate for repeal.

3. In conducting this study, the Commission benefited greatly from the assistance of the Institute for
Legidative Practice at the McGeorge School of Law. In particular, the Commission appreciates the
assistance of Professor J. Clark Kelso and his students, Erin Koch and Tamika Spirling.

4. See Spirling & Kelso, Obsolete Pilot and Demonstration Projects (Inst. Leg. Prac. April 7, 2000)
(summarizing agency responses).

5. In one case, an amendment to delete a subdivision establishing a pilot project is recommended,

rather than repeal of the entire section. See proposed amendment of Health and Safety Code Section 43840,
infra.
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

PROPOSED L EGISL ATION

Code Civ. Proc. § 221 (repealed). Experimental eight person juries
SECTION 1. Section 221 of the Code of Civil Procedure is repealed.

A A \/ A

Comment. Section 221 is repealed as obsolete. The pilot project established by this section has
expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n __ (2000).

[1 Note. Code of Civil Procedure Section 221, enacted in 1988, established a pilot project
relating to jury composition. The project was to end by July 1, 1989. A report on the project
was to be submitted to the Legislature by January 1, 1990.

The Judicial Council, Office of Governmental Affairs, confirmed that this section is obsolete
and should be repeal ed.

Code Civ. Proc. 8§ 270 (repealed). Audio and video recordings used to produce verbatim
records

SEC. 2. Section 270 of the Code of Civil Procedure is repeal ed.

0 (a) Notwithstanding a' 0N_260 O N\ Other n

a
AT O -
a
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

Comment. Section 270 is repealed as obsolete. The pilot project established by this section has
expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n ___ (2000).

[1 Note. Code of Civil Procedure Section 270, enacted in 1986, established a pilot project
relating to electronic recording to produce a verbatim record of court proceedings. The project
was to end by January 1, 1994. A report on the project was to be submitted to the Legislature
by January 1, 1992.

The Judicial Council, Office of Governmental Affairs, confirmed that this section is obsolete
and should be repealed.

Code Civ. Proc. 8 1012.5 (repealed). Use of facsimile transmission
SEC. 3. Section 1012.5 of the Code of Civil Procedure is repeal ed.

a a's \,} a'a .,ll a ,‘\I. 2SI <<SHLON
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

Comment. Section 1012.5 is repealed as obsolete. The pilot project established by this section
has expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n ___ (2000).

[] Note. Code of Civil Procedure Section 1012.5, enacted in 1989, established a pilot project
relating to the use of facsimile machines in the judicial process. The three-year project was to
commence on January 1, 1990, and end on December 31, 1992. A report on the project wasto be
submitted to the Legislature by December 31, 1999.

The Judicial Council, Office of Governmental Affairs, confirmed that this section is obsolete
and should be repealed.

Code Civ. Proc. 8§ 1167.25 (repealed). Occupant served prejudgment claim of right to
possession

SEC. 4. Section 1167.25 of the Cod

alsy ,‘.. ala

e of Civil Procedureisrepealed.
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

Comment. Section 1167.25 is repealed as obsolete. It relates to a pilot project established in
former Section 1167.2, which was repealed by its own terms.

[] Note. Code of Civil Procedure Section 1167.2, enacted in 1994, established a pilot project
relating to unlawful detainer proceedings. Section 1167.25 was enacted in 1995 to modify the
pilot program procedure. In 1996, Section 1167.2 was amended to provide, anong other things,
that Section 1167.2 would be repealed by its own terms on July 1, 1999. Section 1167.2 was
repealed pursuant to that provision. Section 1167.25 was not. This appears to have been an
oversight, as Section 1167.25 has no apparent purpose if Section 1167.2 is not operative.

The Judicial Council, Office of Governmental Affairs, has confirmed that the section is
obsolete and should be repealed. However, the Commission would like to receive comment on
whether there is any reason to preserve Section 1167.25.

—11-—
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Gov't Code 88 11805-11807 (repealed). Perfor mance budgeting
SEC. 5. Article 2 (commencing with Section 11805) of Chapter 8 of Part 1 of
Division 3 of Title 2 of the Government Code is repealed.

Comment. Sections 11805-11807 are repeded as obsolete. The pilot project established by
these sections has expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm'n ___ (2000).

[] Note. Government Code Sections 11805-11807, enacted in 1993, established a pilot project
relating to performance budgeting techniques. The project was to end by July 1, 1999. However,
former Section 11808.1, which specified the project ending date, was repealed by its own terms
on January 1, 2000. Reports on the project were to be submitted to the Legislature on or before
January 1, 1996 and March 1, 1998, and after the conclusion of the project.
The Department of Finance confirmed that these sections are obsolete and should be repealed.
The full text of the article is set out below for reference:

§ 11805. Perfor mance budgeting pilot project development

11805. The Department of Finance shal develop a performance budgeting pilot project,
involving at least four departments, including the Stephen P. Teale Consolidated Data Center, the
Department of Parks and Recreation, the Department of General Services, and the Department of
Consumer Affairs, or other departments substituted by the Department of Finance, to be
implemented during the 1994-95 fiscal year. The pilot project shal be developed by the
department in accordance with the following principles:

(a) Strategic planning is central.

(b) Outcome measures are the primary focus of management accountability.

(c) Productivity benchmarks measure progress toward strategic goals.

(d) Performance budgeting may work in conjunction with total quality management, which
emphasi zes an orientation toward customer service and quality improvement.

(e) Budget contracts between the Legislature and the executive branch require departments to
deliver specified outcomes for a specified level of resources.

(f) Budget contracts shall include evaluation criteria, and shall specify “gainsharing’
provisions, in which 50 percent of savings resulting from innovation are reinvested in the
program.

(g) Managers are provided sufficient operational flexibility to achieve stated outcomes.

(h) Legidative involvement is critical and is appropriately focused on strategic planning and
performance outcomes.

(i) Innovation is rewarded, not punished.

§11806. Legislativereview of budget contracts

11806. Budget contracts entered into pursuant to Section 11805 shall be reviewed by the fiscal
subcommittees of the Assembly and the Senate. Any budget contract proposed to be effective for
the fiscal year beginning July 1 shall be submitted in draft form no later than January 31 to the
fiscal subcommittees of the Assembly and the Senate.

§ 11807. Evaluation of pilot program

11807. The Department of Finance shall evaluate the pilot program and submit a report to the
Chairperson of the Joint Legidative Budget Committee on or before January 1, 1996. The
evaluation shall determine the extent to which performance budgeting results in a more cost-
effective and innovative provision of government services. The evaluation also shall report on the
gainsharing rewards to each department in the program and the specific innovation which brought
about the savings.

§11808.1 Budgets and reportsto be delivered to the legislature

11808.1 (a)(1) As required in subdivision (e) of Section 11805, the Department of General
Services shall enter into a contract with the Legislature that produces specified financial
performance.

(2) The department also shall deliver al of the following to the Legislature in accordance with
the following timelines:

—-12 -
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(A) On or before January 10, 1997, the department shall submit its budget for the 1997-98
fiscal year to the Legidature in the traditional program format and in an aternative format that
displays financial performance by program and element.

(B) During the 1997-98 fiscal year, the department shall track financial performance for each
program and element to ascertain whether, or to what degree, the department attained the
performance specified.

(C) On or before March 1, 1998, the department shall submit a report to the Legislature on the
extent to which the department attained the specified performance for the first half of the 1997-98
fiscal year.

(D) On or before January 10, 1998, the department shall submit its budget for the 1998-99
fiscal year to the Legidature in the traditional program format and in an aternative performance
format. The Legislature may determine which format the department shall use for the 1998-99
fiscal year. If the Legislature chooses to use the performance budget format, the Budget Bill shall
be amended accordingly.

(E) The pilot project shall conclude by July 1, 1999, and the department shall submit a final
report identifying any efficiencies and economies resulting from performance budgeting and
recommending whether the department should continue performance budgeting on a permanent
basis.

(b) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 2000, and as of that date is repeal ed,
unless a later enacted statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2000, deletes or extends that date.

Gov't Code § 14045 (repealed). Residential development near mass transit
SEC. 6. Section 14045 of the Government Code is repealed.
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

Comment. Section 14045 is repealed as obsolete. The pilot project established by this section
has expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n ___ (2000).

[1 Note. Government Code Section 14045, enacted in 1990, established a pilot project relating to
residential development near mass transit sites. No ending date for the project is specified.
Reports on the project were to be submitted to the Legidature by January 1, 1994, and January 1,
1996.

The Department of Transportation confirmed that this section is obsolete and should be
repealed.

Gov't Code § 14680.8 (repealed). State property management
SEC. 7. Sectlon 14680 8 of the Government Code IS repealed
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Draft Tentative Recommendation « April 7, 2000

Comment. Section 14680.8 is repealed as obsolete. The pilot project established by this section
has expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n ___ (2000).

[1 Note. Government Code Section 14680.8, enacted in 1986, established a pilot project relating
to the management of state property. No fixed beginning or ending date for the project is
specified.

The Department of General Services confirmed that this section is obsolete and should be
repealed.

Gov't Code 88 15290-15300 (repealed). Homeless Relief Pilot Project
SEC. 8. Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 15290) of Part 6.6 of Division 3 of
Title 2 of the Government Code is repeal ed.

Comment. Sections 15290-15300 are repeded as obsolete. The pilot project established by
these sections has expired. See Expired Pilot Projects, 30 Cal. L. Revision Comm’'n ___ (2000).

[] Note. Government Code Sections 15290-15300, enacted in 1986, established a project
relating to the provision of relief services to the homeless. The project was to end two years after
the sections' effective date. A report on the project was to be submitted to the Legidature by
March 1, 1988.

The Department of Housing and Community Development confirmed that these sections are
obsolete and should be repealed.

The full text of the chapter is set out below for reference:

§ 15290. L egidative findings and declar ations

15290. The Legidature finds and declares all of the following:

(8 Many persons residing in this state lack sufficient income or capacity to provide daily
shelter, food, and clothing for themselves or their families.

(b) Federal, state, local, and private efforts to assist these homeless persons are not well
coordinated and data concerning these shelterless per