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REPORT ON ANALYSIS OF COUNTY COMMISSIONS
(ADMINISTRATIVE MEMO, ITEM NO. 80, AGENDA OF JULY 23, 2024)
FINAL ASSESSMENT

As directed by your Board during the discussion of Agenda Item 80 at the Board
meeting of July 23, 2024, the Executive Office (EO) completed an in-depth analysis of
Los Angeles County’s extensive commission system. The objective of this assessment
is to provide a clear foundation fostering greater efficiency, maximizing impact, and
enhancing responsiveness to LA County’s diverse communities. This assessment is the
conclusion of the June 12, 2025, Report Back: Analysis of County Commissions.

This assessment offers a comprehensive look at commissions’ structure, operations,
and potential for greater effectiveness. With 225 commissions, committees, boards,
authorities, and task forces in the County (collectively referred to as “commissions”),
these bodies are crucial for public engagement and providing expert advice to the
Board of Supervisors (BOS). Across these entities, there are approximately 2,083 total
commissioners, of which 1,068 are nominated by the Board of Supervisors.
Commissions offer valuable benefits by creating visible forums for key issues and
convening expertise not readily available within government agencies. Commissions
also allow for deeper examination of complex policy issues and, due to their
nonpartisan or bipartisan nature, often produce findings that are more broadly
acceptable to both County leadership and the public. At the same time, some critics
argue that County commissions can be expensive, are often created to avoid difficult
decisions, and that their recommendations are frequently ignored by decision-makers.
These differing views highlight the need for a more thorough analysis of our County
commissions and how effective they truly are.



The Honorable Board of Supervisors
August 7, 2025
Page 2

This report presents the final findings of the EO’s comprehensive assessment of Los
Angeles County’s commission system. Using a structured evaluation framework based
on six criteria defined in this report, the EO analyzed the necessity, performance, and
impact of commissions across the County, and recommends to sunset six commissions
and potentially merge 40 commissions. These recommendations aim to streamline the
County’s commission landscape, reduce redundancies, and improve overall efficiency.
If adopted in full, the proposed changes would result in an approximately 20% reduction
in the total number of commissions, and a 50% reduction in Category 1, Citizens
Advisory Commissions. The remaining 179 commissions were evaluated but did not
warrant structural changes at this time, due to minimal resource demands, alignment
with Board priorities, and/or ongoing statutory obligations. A detailed summary of these
recommendations is provided in the attached Exhibits.

Executive Summary

The County of Los Angeles’ diverse commission system is a complex framework
designed to integrate specialized expertise and community perspectives into its
governance. The Executive Office has strategically categorized the County’s extensive
commission landscape into seven principal types to facilitate a robust framework for
strategic evaluation. The EO reviewed 225" commissions, organized into seven
categories:

Category Type of Body Total
I Citizens Advisory Commissions 43
Administrative Boards and
| : 31
Committees
I Authorities of the County 5
Y, Interag_ency Coordination 32
Committee
V Joint Powers Authority 53
VI Special Purpose Districts 57
Ad Hoc Committees and Task
Vi 4
Forces

To objectively assess the structure, function, and continued necessity of these
commissions, the EO established a comprehensive evaluation framework based on six
key criteria. First, Mission, Purpose, and Category defines the commission’s core
function and categorizes it as advisory, administrative, interagency, Joint Powers, or
County authority. Statutory Requirements identifies whether legal mandates establish

134 of the 225 commissions are administered by the Commission Services Division in the Executive Office, with
the remaining commissions supported by other departments or entities.
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or govern the commission’s existence. Overlap and Duplication examines whether the
commission’s duties intersect with or duplicate the functions of other County bodies.
Resources evaluate operational demands, including staffing levels, financial costs,
commissioner appointments, and stipends. Engagement and Operations assesses
commissioner participation, meeting frequency, and quorum adherence. Finally,
Productivity and Relevance measures the commission’s efficiency, use of resources,
accomplishments, and alignment with current Board of Supervisors priorities. The
evaluation criteria for this assessment also considered equitable and fair representation,
with proposed mergers or sunset of commissions selected to ensure these changes do
not reduce representation of communities and stakeholders.

This report is the culmination of an extensive analytical effort conducted internally by
the EO, involving comprehensive research, detailed analysis, evaluation of
commissions, and feedback from many stakeholders, including Board Offices, County
departments, and numerous commissions. The EO also reviewed commission
documentation such as, historical reports, sunset reviews, and meeting minutes to
accurately gauge productivity and relevance. In addition, the EO conducted an in-depth
analysis to understand commission structures and governance, including reviews of
County Codes, state mandates, and membership requirements. This scrutiny extended
to evaluating merger feasibility and benchmarking best practices from other
jurisdictions.

Beyond document reviews, this effort demanded extensive stakeholder engagement,
such as County departments and Board Offices, and was crucial for assessing the
effectiveness and relevance of Los Angeles County’s commissions. The EO conducted
comprehensive surveys of departments and relevant commissions, not only to gather
detailed cost data on staffing, services, and operational expenditures, but also to elicit
qualitative feedback on accomplishments, productivity, and functional contributions.
This process extended beyond data collection; EO staff conducted iterative follow-ups,
interviews with departmental subject matter experts, and targeted discussions to clarify
operational nuances and verify findings. In parallel, the EO worked closely with Board
Offices to vet stakeholder input, ensuring feedback on commissioner engagement and
functional effectiveness was fully considered and accurately reflected in this assessment.

Stakeholder Feedback

The insights gathered through the comprehensive engagement process provided a
direct and critical perspective on the performance and relevance of numerous
commissions. These insights were informed by feedback from a wide range of County
stakeholders, including Board Offices, the Sheriff, the Chief Executive Office (CEO),
County Counsel, the LA County Library, and the Departments of Beaches and Harbors,
Public Works (DPW), Arts and Culture, Aging & Disabilities (AD), Children and Family
Services (DCFS), Public Health (DPH), Consumer and Business Affairs (DCBA),
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Public Social Services (DPSS), Military and Veterans Affairs (DMVA), Parks and
Recreation (DPR), Regional Planning (DRP), the Probation Department, Treasurer and
Tax Collector (TTC), along with many commissions themselves. This breadth of
engagement ensured that the assessment captured diverse operational and practical
considerations that may not be fully reflected in formal documentation.

This input provided valuable insights into which commissions are viewed as essential,
and which may no longer align with the County’s current operational needs or priorities.
For instance, stakeholders recommended merging or eliminating the Consumer Affairs
Advisory Commission, citing its limited effectiveness and endorsing the potential
transfer of duties within DCBA. Concerns were also raised regarding commissions with
irregular meeting schedules or limited scope, such as the Commission on Insurance
and the Civic Center Authority, which was frequently identified for potential sunset or
merger. Conversely, stakeholders affirmed the continued necessity and unique
functions of commissions such as the HIV Commission (due to federal mandate) and
the Emergency Medical Services Commission (EMS), which continues to serve a critical
role in public health coordination.?

Broader patterns emerged from stakeholder feedback regarding other commissions. For
example, the Quality & Productivity Commission (QPC) was widely recommended for
retention due to its regular meetings and support for Board policies; however, several
stakeholders noted functional overlap with the Citizens’ Economy and Efficiency
Commission. Similarly, stakeholders recommended merging the Accessibility Appeals
Board with the Commission on Disabilities, and also proposed combining the
Commission on Older Adults with the Commission on Disabilities, noting that both
bodies address equity issues affecting distinct but sometimes overlapping populations,
with intersecting priorities that align with the integrated structure of the Aging &
Disabilities Department. Other merger recommendations included grouping the Arts
Commission with the Library Commission to consolidate thematic programming, with
some stakeholders also recommending merging the Parks & Recreation Commission to
further enhance a unified cultural and programmatic focus.?

Stakeholders also provided consistent feedback regarding the alignment of oversight-
focused commissions. Several stakeholders recommended consolidating the functions
of the Sybil Brand Commission and the Gender Responsive Advisory Committee
(GRAC) under the umbrella of the Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission (COC),
streamlining oversight responsibilities. Additionally, there was support for establishing a

2 The EO recommends merging the Consumer Affairs Advisory Commission with the Commission on Insurance
and/or the Small Business Commission; the Civic Center Authority is recommended for sunset; and no changes are
proposed for the EMS or HIV Commissions.

3 The EO recommends merging the Commission on Disabilities with the Commission on Older Adults; merging
QPC with the Economy and Efficiency Commission; and consolidating the Library and Arts Commissions, with the
Parks and Recreation Commission as an additional option.
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coordinated oversight body to align efforts among other justice-related entities, including
the County Probation Oversight Commission (POC), while preserving the distinct
mandates of each. Some stakeholders also suggested eliminating the Public Safety
Realignment Team (PSRT) due to overlap with other criminal justice oversight bodies,
while others affirmed its continued relevance. Similarly, feedback highlighted
opportunities to consider coordinating multiple inclusivity-focused commissions—such
as the Commission on Disabilities, Commission on Older Adults, Veterans Advisory
Commission, and LGBTQ+ Commission—under a more unified advisory framework.
This approach could enhance collaboration and visibility, and promote alignment and
standardization, while preserving distinct voices and subject matter focus.*

In addition, the assessment identified an opportunity to streamline the County’s various
building code appellate boards. Stakeholders recommended merging bodies managed
by DPW such as the Board of Examiners of Plumbers and Gas Fitters Accessibility
Appeals Board, Engineering Geology and Soils Review and Appeals Board, the
Building Board of Appeals, and Water Appeals Board into a unified “Building and
Technical Appeals Board.” These commissions currently handle specialized appeals
related to building standards, accessibility compliance, water service disputes, and
technical engineering issues. Consolidating these bodies would create a centralized
forum for resolving code enforcement appeals, enhance process consistency, and
preserve the specialized expertise of subject matter experts by maintaining distinct
panels or subcommittees.®

Stakeholder feedback also underscored the importance of better coordination among
commissions focused on children and family services. While there were suggestions to
fully merge bodies such as the Policy Roundtable for Child Care and Development,
Commission for Children and Families (CCF), and the Inter-Agency Council on Child
Abuse and Neglect (ICAN), the prevailing recommendation and analysis emphasized
maintaining their independent mandates while enhancing collaboration through
structured forums. In particular, ICAN’s statutory child fatality review responsibilities,
confidential casework, and inter-agency governance model, necessitate its continued
operation as a stand-alone council. To strengthen coordination, it is recommended that
relevant entities convene on a semi-annual basis to align priorities, share data, and
streamline policy efforts related to children and family services.®

4 The EO recommends merging the Sybil Brand Commission and GRAC into the Sheriff Civilian Oversight
Commission and supports exploring an umbrella justice oversight structure. The EO also recommends convening an
Inclusivity Council composed of Human Relations Commission, Disabilities, Older Adults, LGBTQ+, Veterans,
Native American, and Youth commissions.

5 The EO recommends merging the Accessibility Appeals Board, Board of Examiners of Plumbers and Gas Fitters,
Engineering Geology and Soils Review and Appeals Board, and Water Appeals Board into the Building Board of
Appeals under a unified “Building and Technical Appeals Board”” model.

¢ The EO recommends maintaining ICAN, CCF, and the Policy Roundtable as independent bodies, while
establishing a semi-annual Children’s Coordinating Council or Joint Child Safety Forum to align priorities and
enhance inter-agency coordination.
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This collective feedback from multiple stakeholders underscores the varied perspectives
on the utility and necessity of commissions and was critical in identifying operational
challenges, overlaps, and redundancies not evident through data alone. These insights,
combined with internal evaluation, ensure that recommendations are grounded in both
analysis and practical realities. The assessment also drew on prior studies, including
the 2016 Arroyo Associates report, which reviewed 172 commissions and issued 21
structural recommendations, as well as ongoing Sunset Review reports prepared for the
Audit Committee. Together, this layered approach forms the foundation for the
recommendations that follow.

The Financial and Operational Landscape: Cost Breakdown and Support
Structures

The operational costs of County commissions are primarily driven by the personnel and
administrative support required for their functions. These costs vary significantly based
on the commission’s scope, membership, and activity level, underscoring the vital need
for robust and ongoing support services.

Certain large or particularly vital commissions, such as the QPC or the COC, often
benefit from a dedicated Executive Director and associated staff. Executive Directors
provide high-level leadership, manage strategic direction, oversee daily operations, and
serve as the primary link between the commission, County departments, and the Board.
Their presence signifies a substantial, ongoing investment for the commission,
necessitating expert guidance and administrative autonomy with associated costs
encompassing salary, benefits, and support staff. It is important to note that due to
current budget constraints, the availability of dedicated Executive Directors and staff
may be impacted. However, the operational needs of these commissions remain
constant and, in some cases, are expanding due to expanded mandates and Board
directives.

To ensure continuity, the EO is proactively implementing a “Shared Services” initiative
to provide common administrative and creative support to EO commissions facing
staffing reductions. While this model maximizes existing resources, it is not always a
substitute for dedicated staffing where specialized expertise and workload demands
exceed shared capacity. The implementation of the Shared Services model
demonstrates the EO’s commitment to maintaining essential functions amidst fiscal
adjustments but also highlights the need for strategic investment in staff support to
sustain service levels.

Many commissions receive essential, comprehensive support from the Commission
Services Division within the EO, which is critical to ensuring their efficient and compliant
operation. The Division administers 34 commissions and 39 subcommittees, with a
dedicated team of 26 staff members (including two vacancies), supporting
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approximately 28 meetings a month, many of which require approximately three to five
staff for effective facilitation and documentation. The EO is implementing a “Shared
Services” model to cross-train selected staff and provide more standardized, flexible
support across the department. These efforts aim to meet evolving demands while
reinforcing the importance of ongoing reviews to ensure staffing and resources remain
aligned with the County’s priorities. The EO remains committed to sustaining high-quality
operations in Commission Services, even in challenging fiscal environments.

Annual Costs by Commission (Fiscal Years 2023-24 and 2024-25)

To provide your Board with a financial overview, this section details the operational and
maintenance costs primarily for Category 1 commissions. Across Fiscal Years (FYs)
2023-24 and 2024-25, the total estimated cost of these commissions to Los Angeles
County was approximately $7.6 million in FY 2023-24 and $7.8 million in FY 2024-25,
reflecting a slight increase.’ This financial data reveals a diverse expenditure profile,
with salaries for direct staff support consistently representing the largest single
expenditure category, underscoring the significant investment in human capital
dedicated to these advisory bodies.

While most commissions incur direct operational costs ranging from minimal, such as
the Parks and Recreation Commission ($500 annually for stipends), or those with no
direct costs as they are absorbed by larger departmental budgets (e.g., Board of
Governors, Department of Museum of Natural History), others carry substantial annual
expenses. As an example, the Commission on HIV, with expenditures exceeding $1.5
million annually, primarily driven by salaries and employee benefits (S&EB) of
$1,213,372, with services and supplies (S&S) of $303,820, and participant incentives
$22,722. The Los Angeles Probation Oversight Commission costs over $1.8 million
annually, predominantly due to staff S&EB of $1,599,647, with S&S expenses of
$287,207. The Quality and Productivity Commission incurs approximately $1.02 million
in annual costs, including $681,097 in S&EB and $335,446 in S&S. Similarly, the Los
Angeles County Youth Commission incurs $986,812 annually, with $711,267 in S&EB
and $275,545 in S&S. In both cases, the substantial costs are largely attributed to
salaries and program-related expenses.

Recommendations for Commission Optimization

Based on a comprehensive analysis of the commission landscape, operational data,
and detailed feedback from diverse County stakeholders, including Board Offices, the
EO proposes a number of recommendations to enhance efficiency, eliminate
redundancies, and ensure the continued relevance of County commissions. These

7 Costs for Categories 2—7 were generally excluded, as these bodies are often governed by mandates, JPAs, or
critical Board priorities, and fall outside the EO’s direct administrative control.
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recommendations, derived from our six objective evaluation factors, definitively outline
proposed actions while providing thoughtful considerations for optimal implementation.
After reviewing 225 bodies, the EO is making specific recommendations for 46
commissions, either to sunset (eliminate) or merge (combine or coordinate with one or
more bodies), with detailed justifications provided in the accompanying Exhibits.

The recommendation to “sunset” a commission stems from a critical assessment of its
continued necessity, based on the evaluation framework outlined in this report. In some
cases, commissions may have successfully fulfilled their original purpose, have
overlapping functions with other active bodies, or present opportunities to streamline
operations and realign County resources. Eliminating certain commissions can also
yield benefits, including potential cost savings in both direct costs and administrative
support, as well as reducing the number of Board-nominated commissioners that
require ongoing recruitment, vetting, orientation, and oversight. For commissions
recommended for sunset, we propose a one-year transition period to conclude
operations, during which the commission would retain its full authority and responsibility
until all property and records are appropriately transferred to a designated County
agency at the end of that year.

Merging commissions is recommended when two or more bodies exhibit significant
overlap in purpose, membership, or operational focus. Rather than eliminating
functions, a merger consolidates these bodies into a single, streamlined structure that
retains essential duties while reducing administrative redundancies, and may include
subcommittees or advisory panels to ensure specialized areas of focus are maintained.
This approach preserves the subject matter expertise and advisory role of the
commissions while promoting greater efficiency, clarity of mission, and more effective
use of County resources. Mergers can also create opportunities to reallocate resources,
reduce costs, optimize staffing, and streamline operations.

To illustrate the fiscal impact of these recommendations, the EO conducted analyses of
potential staffing efficiencies. For example, consolidating the Sybil Brand Commission’s
oversight functions under the Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission (COC) and
coordinating its inspection role through an expanded advisory structure, which can also
include the Probation Oversight Commission (POC), or Office of Inspector General
(OIG), presents an opportunity to streamline administrative support. Both the POC and
COC currently maintain individual communication managers, each with an estimated
salary and benefits package of approximately $300,000 annually. By merging these
entities under a unified justice oversight council, such as the “Sybil Brand Justice
Coalition”, and consolidating communications staffing into a single shared role, the
County could realize an immediate savings of $300,000 — representing approximately
20% of the $1.5 million in combined operational costs for these bodies.

These analyses demonstrate that strategically consolidating staffing structures,
particularly for bodies with overlapping mandates, can improve coordination, generate
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fiscal savings, and preserve the County’s commitment to transparency and
accountability. For commissions not recommended for elimination or merger, the EO
emphasizes an ongoing process of modification and realignment to maintain relevance,
including regular reviews of foundational documents, meeting frequency, and alignment
with evolving Board priorities. Comprehensive tables summarizing the evaluation
criteria and recommendations are attached to this report and provide the basis for our
proposed actions. Exhibit 3 outlines 179 commissions that were evaluated but did not
warrant structural changes at this time, often due to minimal resource demands,
alignment with Board priorities, or ongoing statutory obligations.

Recommendations to Sunset Commissions

Six commissions have been recommended for sunset, including the Commission for
Public Social Services, the Sybil Brand Commission for Institutional Inspections, the
Los Angeles County Commission on Local Governmental Services, the Southern
California Regional Airport Authority Board of Directors, the Civic Center Authority, and
the Affordable Housing Coordinating Committee.® Across these six commissions, there
are 76 total commissioners, including 46 that are nominated by the Board. The
proposed sunset recommendations would eliminate these commissioner seats while
creating potential opportunities to utilize the expertise of some members for
appointments to other commissions. If implemented, these sunset recommendations
are estimated to yield approximately $233,106 in annual cost savings, primarily through
the reallocation of staff time and a reduction in stipends and other direct administrative
costs.

A key example of how a sunset recommendation was determined is the Sybil Brand
Commission for Institutional Inspections. Originally established to inspect County
correctional and detention facilities, the Commission’s core oversight functions are now
duplicated by the Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission (COC) and the Office of
Inspector General (OIG), both of which provide more comprehensive investigative
authority and access. While the Sybil Brand Commission historically served as a
community inspection body, its current impact is limited, as facility access and
inspection protocols have become more regulated and specialized. Stakeholder
feedback, including input from County Counsel and Public Safety departments,
emphasized that continuing the Sybil Brand Commission as a separate entity would no
longer be an effective use of resources. Instead, the recommendation is to sunset the
Sybil Brand Commission and transition its advisory role into the COC structure,
ensuring community perspectives are still represented while reducing administrative
redundancy.

8 Detailed justifications for the sunset of these commissions may be found in Exhibit 1
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Recommendations to Merge Commissions

The EO has identified forty commissions subject to merger, based on the objective
criteria applied consistently across the assessment for commissions with overlapping
objectives, similar target populations, or complementary functions, merger or
combination with other bodies is recommended. For each merger recommendation, the
EO has provided two options for consideration: an “Optimal Option,” outlining the most
effective pathway for streamlining based on objective evaluation factors, and an “Option
2,” offering an alternate approach. These 40 commissions currently have a total of 591
commissioners, including 364 that are nominated by the Board. The proposed mergers
could reduce the total number of commissioners by 144, including reduction of
approximately 120 Board nominations, thereby reducing costs and resources required
for the ongoing process of recruitment, vetting, and appointments of commissioners.

References to “Coordinate through a centralized Commission for Inclusive
Communities” indicate a recommendation to coordinate multiple population-focused
commissions, such as those related to veterans, older adults, people with disabilities,
and LGBTQ+ communities, under a centralized framework that preserves distinct voices
while enhancing cross-collaboration, efficiency, and visibility. Similarly, references to
“Coordinate with oversight bodies” indicate a recommendation to bring together
oversight-focused entities, such as Gender Responsive Advisory Committee (GRAC),
Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission (COC), Probation Oversight Commission (POC),
Juvenile Justice Coordinating Council (JJCC), Office of Inspector General (OIG) and
Countywide Criminal Justice Coordination Committee (CCJCC), within a collaborative
framework that preserves each body’s unique duties while reducing duplicate
membership and sharing staff resources.

As an example of how the evaluation framework was applied, the EO identified
opportunities for consolidation among the Historical Landmarks and Records
Commission (HLRC), Parks and Recreation Commission, Arts Commission, and Library
Commission. The Regional Planning Commission (RPC) expressed openness to
absorbing HLRC functions, provided HLRC’s subject matter expertise is retained. The
scope of the Parks and Recreation Commission was found to overlap with historical
preservation, arts programming, and library services—areas also overseen by the
HLRC, Arts Commission, and Library Commission. Cross-departmental discussions
supported a potential merger of the Parks, Arts, and Library Commissions under certain
conditions, citing overlapping roles in cultural programming and an opportunity to
strengthen the Library Commission’s presence.

Commission Evaluation and Assessment Best Practices
Beyond your Board'’s directive for commission review, the EO, as part of its Change

Management Plan, is actively adopting and implementing best practices for commission
management. A key feature of continuous commission management involves regular
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evaluations and sunset reviews to track their effectiveness and evolution.® These
evaluations identify strengths to reinforce any necessary adjustments, whether in the
individual commission’s composition or its objectives, ensuring alignment with the
County’s changing needs and priorities. By implementing this structured, broad-based,
and equitable approach, it is hoped that your Board will gain a more comprehensive
understanding of the added value provided by the County’s advisory commissions. This
process, therefore, will enable informed decisions about commissions’ continuity,
optimizes their effectiveness, and ensures they remain strategic assets for the County.

Evaluating an advisory committee’s effectiveness and measuring its impact on the
County requires a structured approach.’ This includes defining clear objectives,
assessing member selection and contributions, evaluating advisory and information
sharing, measuring the impact on the County, and promoting transparency. Regular
assessments, using methods such as member contribution evaluation, feedback
analysis, and impact measurement, help identify areas for improvement and ensure
alignment with organizational needs. This allows for informed decisions regarding the
benefits of an advisory commission and ensures its ongoing effectiveness. Conducting
a more extensive, externally facilitated review every two or three years can offer fresh
perspectives and provide a deeper assessment of commissions.'" Ultimately, this
regularly implemented, structured approach provides a solid framework for the ongoing
management of advisory commissions, ensuring their continued alignment with your
Board’s goals and priorities.

Future Considerations

For future considerations, we recommend the Board of Supervisors consider a phased
implementation plan for the sunset and merger of commissions, beginning with a one-
year wind-down period following Board action. This plan would outline a clear timeline,
identify implementation leads, and detail the transition process to ensure a smooth shift
of responsibilities. To address public and community concerns, particularly from
underrepresented and vulnerable populations, we propose establishing a formal public
input process to gather feedback prior to implementation. Finally, we recommend
prioritizing commissions for merger or sunset that present the least stakeholder
resistance and are most feasible to implement first, allowing the Board to build
momentum before addressing more complex consolidations.

In the future, your Board may also wish to critically assess the current appointment
structure for commissions in the future. For instance, currently, each Supervisor may
appoint three commissioners to an advisory commission. As the Measure G

9 "8 Strategies to Build Value with an Advisory Board." Thought Leadership Articles, 8 Oct. 2024.

10 Abbate, Bruno. "How to Evaluate the Effectiveness of an Advisory Committee and Measure Its Impact."
LinkedlIn, 22 Jan. 2024.

! The Future of Advisory Committees: Emerging Trends and Best Practices." Board Portal, 19 Feb. 2024.
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Governance changes take effect and the number of elected County Supervisors
expands to nine, adhering to the current appointment structure could lead to
unwieldy commission sizes and a significant increase in administrative burden. To
proactively mitigate these challenges and maintain optimal commission functionality,
your Board may want to consider modifying the number of appointments to advisory
commissions, perhaps to one appointee per Supervisor, effective once the additional
Supervisors are elected. Alternatively, exploring other innovative mechanisms designed
to ensure efficient commission sizes would be beneficial. Additionally, with the
Governance Reform Task Force (GRTF) actively formulating recommendations for the
current County governance structure, your Board may wish to initiate further
comprehensive changes to the commission framework through GRTF.

Conclusion

The recommendations presented in this assessment are carefully derived from a
comprehensive analysis of available data, invaluable departmental feedback, and our
six objective evaluation factors. We note that the ultimate decision regarding the status,
composition, and strategic direction of the County’s commissions rests unequivocally
with your Board, which retains full discretion to adopt some, all, or none of these
recommendations, or to determine an alternative course of action based on broader
strategic considerations and the evolving needs of the County. To reiterate, should the
EO’s recommendations be adopted, the County would sunset six commissions and
potentially subject 40 commissions to merger, streamlining a total of 46 bodies. This
results in approximately a 20% reduction in the number of total commissions, and a
50% reduction in Category 1, Citizens Advisory Commissions. Across these
recommended sunsets and mergers, the total number of commissioners would be
reduced by approximately 220, including about 166 Board-nominated positions. The
estimated annual cost savings from the sunset recommendations total approximately
$233,106. Reducing the number of commissioners may also generate additional
savings through decreased stipends and the reduction of resources and staffing needed
for administrative functions such as recruitment, vetting, and appointments. These
changes would also allow for the reallocation of staff time and resources to other priority
areas.

Should you require additional information or clarification regarding this assessment or its
recommendations, please contact me, or your staff may contact Kellie Johnson,
Assistant Executive Officer over our Commission Services Division, at
KJohnson@bos.lacounty.gov.

EY:SH:KJ:LL

Enclosures
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SUNSET RECOMMENDATIONS - EXHIBIT 1

Annual

Commission Function and Task Authority Statutory FMeeting Operational Costs/ Opti_mal Justification
requency . Option
Stipends
Guides public social Public assistance oversight runs parallel to the antipoverty
service ErogramS' mission of the Community Action Board and the child
Commission for ’ Chapter 3.56 of the welfare interests of the Commission for Children and
1 Public Social Services Eralluziies el Los Angeles Code o biseialhy 19 $210,481/$3,750 Stnset Families. Stakeholders suggest sunset or merger; DPSS
programs and N . . . .
open to consolidation. CSBG ftripartite advisory requirement
department performance .
continues through CAB.
Jail and detention inspection duties are also monitored
Sybil Brand Inspects county facilities: by the Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission, the Gender
Commission for Conducts unannounced Chapter 2.82 of the Responsive Advisory Committee, and reported through
2 Institutional inspections and reports County Code No Monthly 10 $22,100/$18,000 Sunset CCJCC. Stakeholderrecommendationto consolidate with COC/
Inspections issues GRAC/CCJCC. Board Office suggests moving inspections
to COC ad-hoc or sunset. 2 vacancies noted.
ANTEES goyernmgnt Service delivery improvement overlaps with the Citizens
Los Angeles County leaders on improving . o .
o . . . Economy and Efficiency Commission and the Quality and
Commission on delivery: Examines Board Order No. 98 of e . - .
3 . . no Monthly 21 $525/ %0 Sunset Productivity Commission.Remaining duties or tasks can be
Local Governmental service delivery August 23, 1977 . .
. : S routed through QPC. Board Offices question relevance and
Services alternatives, prioritizes . .
. lack of public engagement. 4 vacancies noted.
studies
Regional airport coordination duplicates planning roles of the
Southern California Coordinates regional Joint Power Authorit Sunset County Aviation Commission. Last meeting noted in 2013.
Regional Airport air strategy: studies y . A 2008 news article reveals that the body voted to disband;
4 . ; Agreement 49511 of No Yearly 5 $0/%0 (withdraw A T o
Authority Board transportation needs, Board Office inquired about merging into the County Aviation
. . May 3, 1983 from JPA) o . S
of Directors recommends solutions Commission. If body has disbanded, recommendation is to
withdraw from JPA. 2 Vacancies noted
Board Order No. 126 of
January 23, 1945; Agreement
No. 14550 adopted August 30,
- Manages Civic Center 1) BETTEEn (C & Couhty Civic Center redevelopment part of the Chief Executive Office
Civic Center o . of Los Angeles as amended; . ) . .
5 . planning: holds hearings, No 10 $0/$0 Sunset review. Board Offices questioned need and authority appears
AIRETIE advises on maintenance S0l OIfEr o 1tk @il &y dormant. Pending analysis by CEO
24, 1960; and Board Order No. : 9 analysis by LEL.
9 of December 5, 1972; and
Board Order No. 6 of
December 20, 1994.
Coordinates County affordable housing policy, a function
Affordable Housing Advises on housing Board Order No. 1-D Every 2 transferred to the newly created Los Angeles County
6 Coordinating needs: recommends : No y 11 $0/$0 Sunset Affordable Housing Solutions Agency which has regional
. . of October 27, 2015 months . ;
Committee models, allocates funding authority and resources. Stakeholder and Board office
feedback suggests body no longer needed post-LACAHSA
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Commission

Cat.

Function and Task

Authority

Statutory

Meeting
Frequency

# of
Mmbrs

Designated
Stipend

Optimal Option

Justification

Dissolve ASI’s

Public Works indicates the board should remain to preserve

Coordinates E::r%?rrfggtain an impartial forum for ADA Fransit issues. Some Boayd
_ paratransit services: Boqrd Order 16 of Not to exceed purpose offices ask yvhether the function cou!d pe comb_lned_ _\A(lth
1 Access Services 5 develops ADA “ | April 1, 1997; and No Monthly 9 $100 per Maintain through Metro's a Metro advisory group or the Commission on Disabilities.
Incorporated svstems. advises on Board Order 17 of meetin established No other departments or Board offices have recommended
a}c/:cess ’ April 8, 1997. 9 Accessibility elimination. This body currently meets FTA ADA impartial-
Advisory provider rule and receives FTA dollars. Maintaining
Committee. independent body is recommended.
Keep separate Senior focused equity topics intersect with disability
ggﬁﬁtircigg gfi:]he but reduce advocacy already handled by the Commission on
Supports aging pursuant to the Older meeting Disabilities. Stakeholder feedback supports merge; Board
Commission for populations: Americans Act of Merge with frequency to offices suggest merge/inclusivity grouping; Department
2 Older Adults 1 Advises on services, 1965 as amended in No Monthly 25 $0 Commission on | quarterly and prefers separate bodies; Merge consistent with Department
promotes age- 2006 and 42 United Disabilities coordinate of Aging and Disabilities structure. Merge would require at
friendly policies States Code Section agenda with least half the seats filled by adults age 60+, and disability
3026 Disabilities representation mirrors current Commission on Disabilities
Commission seats.
Civil rights and access issues for persons with disabilities
Keep separate overlap with senior advocacy by the Commission for Older
Advocates for but rgduce A_duIt;._ _Civil rights _and access issues for persons vs{ith
Los Angeles individuals with Chapter 3.28 of the _ meeting disabilities overlap with senior advocacy by the Commission
County disabilities: Monitors | County Co'de' Board Merge.wn.h frequency to for Older _Adults. Stakeholder feedbqu suppor_ts merge;
3 (o T 1 ADA compliance Order No. 10(’3 of No Monthly 18 $23,400 Commission for quartgrly and Board offices sugggst merge/mclu_swlty grouping; Dept.
Disabilities advises on ’ February 28, 1989 Older Adults coordlnatt_e prefers separatg bo_d_u_as; Merge consistent with Depart_ment
accessibility ’ agenda with of Aging and Disabilities structure. Merge would require at
Older Adults least half the seats filled by adults age 60+, and disability
Commission representation mirrors current Commission on Disabilities
seats. 2 vacancies noted.
$2§];%rtiﬁ30h Merge with other I\B/Iilitadry ?; Veterans At\ffairs htighlights ?ngfoing \{)glutz;
. , service gap areas oard offices suggests greater impact if combine
IC_)cc’:JnAtr;g\?gta:rans' égx;isceess?ggsrt)%rsgs Chapter 3.60 of the Corg]crr:?szion . such Qlde'r'AduIts With. cgmmissions. addressing serv'ice gaps (ho.using,
4 Advisory 1 veteran initiatives County Code No Monthly 10 attended. not Maintain and Disabilities; justice-involved, aging). QCJCC meetings have previously
Commission and resources to exceea 14 or deS|gnat§ VA dlscus.sed enhanced services for justice .|nv.olved Veterqns.
meetings per representative to Coordinate through a centralized "Commission for Inclusive
year CCJccC Communities."
Keep separate
but form
ﬁg\g)'lggtfse;%rity' maggwtjomaper Inclusivity Council | County Counsel notes unique mandate; Board concept of
5 LGBTQ+ 1 Guides inclusivé Chapter 3.55 of the No Monthl 15 member of Maintain with rotating a broader "Quality Commission" raised, but no consensus.
Commission policies, hosts County Code y $5.000 per joint meetings Coordinate through a centralized "Commission for Inclusive
commur,1ity outreach fis’cal year. EEng IEERn- || GO e
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Meeting # of
Frequency Mmbrs

Designated

Stipend Justification

Commission Cat. Function and Task Authority

Statutory

Optimal Option

Retain HRC but
form an Inclusivity
Council that

$25 for each convenes HRC, , , o .
!mproves ' Chapter 2.78.02 of meeting Disabilities, Older Some Board .Offllces. suggest folding multiple |ncIuS|\{|ty-
Commission on |nterg(oup relations: the County Code: attended, not o Adults, LGBTQ+, fo_cused comm|§§|on8|ntoHRC. Myst balance represen.tatllon
6 Human Relations 1 Investigates hate Government Cod,e Yes Monthly 15 to exceed 3 Maintain Veterans, Native with manageability and retain voices of each Commission.
incidents, conducts Section 50262 meetings in American, Coordinate through a centralized “Commission for Inclusive
trainings and events 1 calendar and Youth Communities.” 2 vacancies noted.
month commissions
quarterly for
shared agendas
Maintain Represents youth perspectives on climate and health topics
semi-annual that are already chqmpioned by th(=T Yguth Commission and
joint meeting elements ofthe PublicHealth Co_mmlssmn. Som_est_akeholder
with Youth feedback recommend merge with Youth Commission; Some
Engages youth Commission Board offices prefer separate bodies, while other suggested
Los Angeles in climate policy: Up to a max. Revisit newI. ad-hoc committee on environmental justice; Additionally,
7 County Youth 1 Advises on Chapter 3.65 of the No Qe 05 per member Maintain established y challenge retaining youth commissioners was noted. Merge
Climate Change sustainability and County code y of $5000 per entity in a future with Youth Commission not advised due to distinct roles.
Commission environmental FY. asse):ssment to While the body is dedicated solely to climate policy from
initiatives determine if a a youth perspective, there is little parallel or overlap with
stand-alone youth the Youth Commission. Maintain the Youth Climate Change
climate body is _C(_)mmls_spn as an mdependent entlty_, whllg coordinating
still warranted joint briefings and limited staff sharing with the Youth
Commission to avoid silos. 1 vacancy noted.
Broad youth advocacy responsibilities and minimal overlap
with the Youth Climate Change Commission; intersects with
Represents $150 per Maintain semi- child welfare oversight by the Commission for Children and
Los Angeles youth voice in commissioner annual joint Families. County Counsell & CEQ endorse combining with
8 County Youth 1 policy: Prowdgs Chapter 3.66 of the No Monthly 15 for each Maintain meeting with Youth Climate. Board offices voice concerns; a.nd. some
Commission recommenda.tlons County Code regu!ar Youth Climate support merger anq suggest fold und.er.Commlssmn f_or
and community meeting Commission Children and Families. Youth Commission membership
input attended. ) includes youngindividuals with lived experience and requires
sensitive navigation and input. Merger not recommended,
but joint semi-annual meetings are encouraged.
$25 per Ilts programming and policy scope touches historical
meeting Merge Historical preservation, library services, and arts programming
) Advises on park Chapter 3.46 of the 8 Landmark overseen by the Historical Landmarks and Records
arks and S . . attended/not Merge with e . o
9 Recreation 1 services: ReV|.e.vlvs County Code; Board No Quarterly 5 to exceed Library & Arts & Recc?rd_s . Comm!ss!on, the Library Commission, and the Arts
Commission programs, facilities, Order No. 10 of June 2 meetings Commissions Commission in Commission. Dept. opposes sunset; Board offices
and public feedback | 25, 1991 in any one Parks and Recs considered potential merge with Measure A, but Dept. notes
month Commission conflict. Cross-departmental discussions suggest potential
Parks and Library merge under certain conditions.
Supports public Merge Librar Community cultural programming overlaps with arts policy
libraries: Board Order No. 41 of Merae with Arts Artsgand Par)lgs by the Arts Commission and recreation outreach by the
10 Library Commission 1 Recommends M ' No 6x/yr 20 $0 ge wit ’ . Parks and Recreation Commission. Library open to merger
library programs arch 1, 1994. Commission and Recreation to strengthen and enhance the Commission. Some Board
Y gra: Commission streng . 510
community outreach Offices support a merge with Arts Commission.
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Commission

Cat.

Function and Task

Authority

Statutory

Meeting
Frequency

# of
Mmbrs

Designated
Stipend

Optimal
Option

Justification

Cultural service delivery and grant making connect

Merge Arts, : -
ilijt[iaapt(ii/rézag\?ersees Charter 3.38 of the Merge Arts Librgry and closely to the Library Commission and the Parks and
Los Angeles County v County Code; Board ge t t"II Park Recreation Commission. Arts Dept. open to discussion
11 S 1 grants, public art No Monthly 15 $1,200 and Library potentially Parks L s .
Arts Commission roarams. cultural Order No. 11 of Commissions and Recreation and would prefer merge with Library as similar thematic,
plar?nin ’ January 3, 1995 commission and potentially Parks if meetings were quarterly;
P 9 Board offices suggest grouping with Library and Parks.
Chapter 3.30 of the Merge with Parks - . .
County Code and & Recreation Historic resource oversight connects to heritage
Los Angeles Preserves county Amené/ments to Merge with Commission programming within the Parks and Recreation Commission,
County Historical history: Advises . . Regional exhibits overseen by the Library Commission, and cultural
Section 3.30.020; . to form Parks, ) L
12 Landmarks 1 on landmark Board Order No. 78 of No Quarterly 5 None Planning Recreation projects managed by the Arts Commission. Stakeholders
and Records designation, record ) Commission e suggest merge with Parks Commission or Regional Planning
e o September 29, 1987 & Historic D . .
Commission archiving . (RPC) Commission (RPC). RPC open if meetings are quarterly and
and Section 3.30.050 Resources N .
e HLRC expertise is retained.
of the County Code Commission
Create an umbrella
Justice Oversight Law enforcement oversight responsibilities overlap with
Provides oversight Board Order Nos board that includes | detentioninspections by the SybilBrand Commission, gender
of sheriff's 20. 59 and 61 of. COC, GRAC, specific oversight by the Gender Responsive Advisory
Sheriff Civilian department: No’vember‘l 2016: $5,000 max Merge/absorb Sybil Brand, Committee (GRAC), and broader system coordination
13 Oversight 1 Investigates Board Order Nos. 40 No Monthly g per member, | Sybil Brand and potentially by CCJCC and the Probation Oversight Commission.
Commission complaints, and 42 of NovemBer per FY Commission Probation Stakeholder feedback suggests potential merge with other
recommends 9 2016 Oversight oversight bodies; some Board offices support merge. Absorb
reforms ’ Commission and Sybil Brand Commission and explore potential feasibility of
Office of Inspector | coordinating an umbrella oversight body. 1 vacancy noted.
General (OIG)
Create an Gender specific criminal justice oversight mirrors the work of
Promotes gender- umbrella Justice the Sheriff Civilian Oversight Commission (COC), the Sybil
res onsivegserviceS' Monthly Fold GRAC into Oversight board Brand Commission, and CCJCC. Stakeholder feedback
14 Gender Responsive 1 Evaﬁuates equit *| Board Order No. S-1 No + Special 1 $0 Sheriff Civilian that ingludes recommends merge or sunset; Department notes
Advisory Committee in pro ramsqangi/ of September 1, 2015 Meetings, Oversight oversiaht bodies resources difficulties and lack of quorum, leading to
res?ou?ce allocation as needed Commission and cogmmittees meeting cancellations. Overall, merge into other justice
described in COC advisory bodies supported. Consider folding GRAC
into COC as subcommittee. 5 vacancies noted.
Create an umbrella
Justice Oversight
Monitors probation Welfare & Institutions board that includes | Probation system oversight intersects with youth justice
o erationrs)' Code Sections 229 Max. of COC, GRAC, planning by the Juvenile Justice Coordinating Council
Los Angeles C%nducts éudits & 240; CA Code of $5 00(') or Sybil Brand, and law enforcement oversight by the Sheriff Civilian
15 Probation Oversight 1 T ractice‘s Regulations Title 15, Yes Monthly 9 me;'nberp e Maintain and potentially Oversight Commission. Stakeholder feedback suggests
Commission offers re?orm ’ Section 1313Chapter FY P Probation potential merge with other oversight bodies; some board
3.80 of the County Oversight offices support merger while others voice concern over

guidance

Code
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Commission

Countywide
Criminal Justice

Function and Task

Improves criminal

justice coordination:

Authority

Board Order No. 96 of

Statutory

Meeting
Frequency

# of
Mmbrs

Designated
Stipend

Optimal
Option

Coordinate an
umbrella oversight
body such as

Justification

System wide justice coordination crosses into oversight
and reform work handled by the Sheriff Civilian Oversight
Commission, the Sybil Brand Commission, the Gender
Responsive Advisory Committee, and the Public Safety

16 < . , No Monthly $59 None Maintain with GRAC, Sybil Realignment Team. Some stakeholders propose merger
ggcr::rﬂir’:f;:eo?CCJCC) 2ﬁt?u%%|i'ﬁy' advises | March 17, 1981 Brand, COC, and in oversight bodies; CCJCC membership vast and values
9 potentially POC broad coordination—recommend an umbrella oversight
and OIG body coordinated with the various entities rather than
a merger. 5 vacancies noted.
tclfm?gfjdlﬁaJ;brella Juvenile justice planning parallels the mandates of the
Welfare and overs? ht bod Probation Oversight Commission and the youth oriented
Supports juvenile Institutions Code with cgnsidergtion work within the Countywide Criminal Justice Coordination
Juvenile Justice justice: allocates (WIC) Section 749.22; of includin Committee. Stakeholder feedback suggests keeping
17 Coordinating grants, funds Board Order No. 50 Yes Quarterly 28 None Maintain Probation 9 Commission but align with Probation Oversight Commission.
Council (JJCC) prevention of May 15, 2018; ; Statutory compliance essential. Board offices supportive
Oversight : h . . .
programs Board Order No. 2 of c 2. if duties streamlined. Collaboration, rather than merger, is
ommission -y )
December 19, 2017 and other justice recommended across similar bodies due to the statutory
oversight bodies. mandate and membership framework.
Coordinates multi-agency child protection work that the
Commission for Children and Families and the Policy
Create Joint Child Roundtable for Child Care also address, alongside the Office
Inter-Agenc Improves child Safety Forum of Child Protection. County Counsel suggested potential
gency safety systems: bringing ICAN, merge; ICAN opposes due to scope and partnerships. Board
Council on Child Board Order No. 125 . . U ! o ) )
18 Abuse and Neqlect supports of February 8. 1977 No Biannual 34 None Maintain CCF, and OCP Office inquired about merge with other similar bodies, if
(ICAN) 9 training, agency ye together twice feasible. ICAN'’s statutory child fatality review responsibilities,
coordination yearly for strategic | confidential casework, AB 2994 funding, and interagency
alignment governance model necessitate its continued operation as
a stand-alone council. Membership of ICAN is unique and
should be considered.
Create a Children’s
Coordl_natlng Advises on child welfare issues that are also covered by the
. Cquncﬂ T (S Inter Agency Council on Child Abuse and Neglect and the
Supports children $25 per twice a ; ) ) . .
. ; o : . Prevention and Promotion Services Governing Committee,
Commission for and family services: meeting, year and includes .
. . : Chapter 3.68 of the s and shares youth engagement space with the Youth
19 Children and Advises on child No Monthly 15 max. 24 Maintain ICAN, the Youth L
- County Code ; o Commission. Some stakeholder feedback suggests ICAN
Families welfare and foster meetings/ Commission, . ) ; . -
o . merge; DCFS opposes; ICAN opposes; Board offices mixed.
care policies year and the Policy . S .
Recommend tighter scope and coordination due to unique
ol ies mandates and duties rather than full merger.
Child Care and ger.
Development.
Section 5604-5606 et Merge Retain separate
Focuses on mental seq. of the Welfare and Alco%ol and commissions Covers both mental health and substance use, areas also
health policy: Institutions Code (WIC) Other Drugs but establish overseen by the Commission on Alcohol and Other Drugs
Behavioral Health . . and County Code o integrated (AOD) and the Public Health Commission. Stakeholders
20 Commission Reweyvs programs, Chapter 2, Sections Yes Monthly 16 $0 Qomm|SS|qn ehavioral-health support merging AOD into the Behavioral Health Commission
coordinates . into Behavioral ' . C) ffi . ; .
stakeholder input 2.87.060 and 2.87.070; Health policy council (BHC); Board offices mixed on scope. Ful] merger with Public
Board Order No. 37 of Commission across DMH Health Commission not advised due to size/mandate.
October 29, 1957 and DPH
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Commission Cat. Function and Task Authority Statutory F:we:it;:%y M?n(l))frs Desst:g:::jed (())F:;ttiir:zl Justification
Focuses on Established pursuant Retain AOD Gives substance use policy advice that now falls
substance to California Health independent within the larger behavioral health charge of the
Commission on abuse policies: and Safety Code Merge into but hold joint Behavioral Health Commission and the broader scope
21 Alcohol and Other 1 Recomﬁnends. Sections 429.997, Yes Monthl 23 $6.900 Behavioral meethgs with of the Public Health Commission. Stakeholder feedback
Druas revention and 11752.1(e), 11798.1(a), y g Health Behavioral Health | supports merging into BHC; Board offices question
9 rpehabilitation 11805 and 11998.1(f) Commission Comm|53|on duplication. Potential consideration of establishing a
services (2) and County Code for integrated Substance Use Disorder Subcommittee.
Chapter 3.15 planning 4 vacancies noted.
Issues advice on prevention and population health which is
also produced by the Community Prevention and Population
Advises on Merae with Hold ioint Health Task Force, the Alcohol and Other Drugs Commission,
ublic health Con?munit meetijn s with and the HIV Commission. Stakeholder recommends
. P . . nity gs retention of Commission, open to merging similar task force.
Public Health matters: Reviews Chapter 3.08 of the Prevention Community . . ; L .
22 o 1 No Monthly 5 $1,150 . . Board offices suggest consideration of combining with HIV
Commission department County Code & Population Prevention & C o The C ity P ti & Populati
initiatives and Health Task Population Health ommission. e Lommunity Frevention _~opuiation
. . Health Task Force and Public Health Commission both
strategic planning Force Task Force . .
support prevention programs/guidance. HIV Merger not
advisable due to fundamental legal mandates, focus, and
membership requirements.
]Ic?etaln Task.::orce Shares a prevention agenda with the Public Health
Communit Promotes Merge Task or community Commission and overlaps program oversight duties with the
Yy 9 ps prog 9
. . ) Monthly . voice but schedule . J i . .
23 Prevention and 7 community health: Board Order No. S-1 N Force into o ; Prevention and Promotion Services Governing Committee.
X X L o (max. 24/ 25 $0 . joint meetings g :
Population Health advises on priorities, | of August 11, 2015 car) Public Health with Public Health Some stakeholder feedback suggests elimination or merge;
Task Force monitors plans y Commission C et DPH notes active engagement; Board office supports future
ommission and : . . )
merger with Public Health Commission. 8 vacancies noted.
PPSGC
Government efficiency reviews are similar to projects run
Improves county . . by the Quality and Productivity Commission, parallel
Lgs Ang'eles County efficiency: Chapter 3.16 _Of the Merge with Retaln but recommendations issued by the Civil Grand Jury, and
Citizens' Economy . County Code; Board Quality & establish formal o ) : P9
24 - 1 Conducts studies, No Monthly 21 $0 o . . ethics improvements discussed by the Ethics Commission.
and Efficiency . ffici Order No. 36 of Productivity collaboration with Stakehold d Board offi i | d t
Commission issues efficiency January 11, 1994 Commission QPC akeholders and Board offices note overlap and suppor
reports ’ merger, but cautioning over creating oversized body; potential
alignment with Ethics Commission following Measure G.
Improves Merae/absorb Retain separate Its innovation and efficiency agenda duplicates the
. productivity and Chapter 3.51 of the erg commission but evaluations already produced by the Citizens Economy and
SN it ice delivery: County Code, and el UL tablish formal | Efficiency Commission. Stakeholders and Board Office not
25 Productivity 1 service delivery: ounty Code, an No Monthly 2 ex- $26,000 Economy and establish formal iciency Commission. Stakeholders and Boar ice note
Commission Promotes Board Order No. 66 officio) ’ Efficienc collaboration with overlap and support merger, but cautioning over creating
innovation and of June 15, 1982 Commissyion Citizens' Economy | oversized body; potential alignment with Ethics Commission
efficiency projects & Efficiency following Measure G.
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Commission Function and Task Authority Statutory F::Ia:it::]%y M?n(l))frs Desstlig:::jed Oor:)ttlirzzl Justification
Workforce productivity initiatives are similar to the broader
Labpr Management Promotes labor- Merge with Move body as efficiency ar)d. quality programs overseen by the Quality
Adwsory managem_ent Board Order No. 4 of Quality & Subcommittee and Productlv!ty Comm!ssmn _and human resources wor}<
26 | Committee on collaboration: June 23. 1981 No Monthly 12 $0 Productivity under QPC with led by the Chief Executive Office Labor Relations Council.
Productivity Identlfles cost- - ’ Commission biannual meetings Commission appears inactive. Audit Qommlttee in 2014
Enhancement saving opportunities recommended review of the Commission's relevance.
Committee sunset date lapsed 2015. 7 vacancies noted.
Consumer protection topics are very similar to the
business and consumer guidance provided by the
Small Business Commission. Stakeholder feedback
ﬁ;ﬁgggzsggzumer . Merge with iancates the minimal productivity; Commission
Con.sumer. on scéms fraud Chapter 3.13 of the Minimum Merge.wn.h the Small Bu;lness ut|||ze§ DCBA staff and Counsel; DCBA agrees the
27 | Affairs Advisory reventioﬁ Count Céde No 6x/vr 15 $0 Commission on Commission and commission’s unfunded mandate and limited authority
Commission Eonsumer ’ y y Insurance Commission on curb its impact, yet values commissioners input and cautions
education Insurance that merging with the Small Business Commission would
mix distinct missions. Merge with Commission on Insurance
recommended in 2016 commission assessment report. 1
vacancy noted.
Small business advocacy overlaps with marketplace
Supports small concerns handled by the Consumer Affairs Advisory
Los Angeles businesses: Merge with Commission and by the Department of Consumer and
28 County Small Promotes Chapter 3.12 of the No Quarter] 20 $0 Merge function Consumer Business Affairs (DCBA). Stakeholder feedback notes
Business procurement County Code y within DCBA Affairs Advisory overlap and suggests potential merger. DCBA has expanded
Commission access, reviews Commission and taken on more functions over the years. Overlap with the
business climate Commission is noted. Board office queried need for distinct
body. 4 vacancies noted.
: . Insurance consumer protection intersects with the broader
Los Angeles Z?;;Zg?sgj:;'?nce' Merge with Sunset and merge consumerduties ofthe Consumer Affairs Advisory Commission
29 County Advises on : Chapter 3.35 of the No Monthly 10 $0 Consumer duties within and the Small Business Commission. Stakeholder notes lack
Commission on insurance policies County Code Advisory DCBA of visible impact; Board Office questions on-need. Merge with
Insurance affecting residents Commission Consumer Affairs Advisory Commission recommended in
2016 commission assessment report.
Handlesaccessibility code appealsthatare already addressed
Hears disability by the Commission on Disabilities and by the Building Board
access appeals: of Appeals when construction issues are involved. Handles
Accessibility Reviews exceptions | County Code Title 26, Merge with Maintain on-call accessibility code appeals that are already addressed by
30 Appeals Board and building Chapter 1, Section No Monthly 6 $0 Building Board ad hoc structure the Commission on Disabilities and by the Building Board of
PP decisions, advises 105.2 of Appeals within DPW Appeals when construction issues are involved. DPW notes
on accessibility no meetings in 10+ years but mandate persists. Board office
regulations feedback suggests merge with Commission on Disabilities or
on-call structure. 2 vacancies noted.
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Commission

Function and Task

Regulates
plumbing and gas
fitting: Certificates

Authority

Title 28 of the
County Code and

Statutory

Meeting
Frequency

Designated
Stipend

Optimal
Option

Justification

Technical code enforcementand appeals related to construction

Board of Examiners professional, Board Order No. %Xnaez(:ﬁr Merge with Establish i and building standards. Board Office queries ongoing need;
31 of Plumbers and hears appeals, 12 of December 7, No numbered 5 $0 Building Board ad hoc advisory 2021 Commission Assessment report by Arroyo Associates,
Gas Fitters conducts exams, 1995 Ordinance Nos. months of Appeals structure Inc. found many vacancies and found that the body had not
licensing reviews, 95-0068 convened in some time. 5 vacancies noted.
and enforcement and 95-0069
hearings.
Convert to on-call Reviews technical soils and geology appeals that the Building
Ensures structure or Board of Appeals can already hear under its broader code
Engineering eotechnical 5+1 Merae with through contract jurisdiction. Reviews technical soils and geology appeals
32 Geology and gafet - Reviews County Code No Monthl ex-officio $0 Builgin hearing officers that the Building Board of Appeals can already hear under its
Soils Review and atety. e Chapter 2.70 y &1 9 under Public broader code jurisdiction. Department of Public Works (DPW)
site conditions Appeals Board . - ! . .
Appeals Board and hazards Alternate Works, meeting indicates body rarely meets; Board Office notes vacancies
only when and potential sunset or conversion to as-needed panel. 3
appeals filed vacancies noted.
Merge/absorb
Resolves Ge'ology and
building code Soils Board and | Convert to
dis utegs reviews absorb both the | ad hoc structure Provides a forum for nearly every construction related appeal,
Building Board enfgrcen.went County Code Accessibility with on-call making separate panels for accessibility, geology, or plumbing
33 of A Sals RN . Title 26, Chapter 1, No Monthly 5 $0 Appeals Board appeals panel redundant. DPW notes inactivity but legal need for appeals
PP conducts’ Section 105.1 and possibly, activated only mechanism. Recommend on-call model or merge /absorb
hearinas. and the Board of when cases listed bodies. 2 vacancies noted.
adviseg éoard Examiners of arise
Plumbers and
Gas Fitters
Water code appeals can be heard by the Building Board of
Resolves Appeals and can potentially be staffed by Department of
water system Merae with Establish ad hoc Public Works engineers. Public Works indicates board should
34 Water Appeals disputes: Reviews | Chapter 20.12 of the No As needed 10 Builgin Board advisory structure, | be preserved to provide a fair and impartial appeal forum and
Board ordinance County Code of A gals retaining notes 2 appeals filed in 10 years. DPW can establish ad hoc
decisions and PP expertise structure retaining expertise on-call when appeals are filed.
standards Some Board Offices questioned on-going need. 5 vacancies
noted.
Merge Horizons, | Maintain separate
Oversees Savings Plan, committees Retirement plan policy mirrors governance handled by the
deferred Quarterly and Pension but establish Pension Savings Plan Administrative Committee and the
35 Horizons Plan compensation: County Code \ + Special o - gawng_?tPlaq t constoh?ated gawrégsffPlan Comnglttee. CEOc/deT-C favoclj' rT}ergfeIrB;oslomcej
Committee Manages plan Chapter 5.25 o} Meetings ommittees into | quarterly oard offices support merger and discussed role o an
operations and as needed single Deferred governance BOR. Appeals ERISA allows one committee to serve multiple
in?/estments Compensation meeting for plans if plan-by-plan is documented. All bodies include similar
Governance investment policy fiduciary members. 3 vacancies noted.
Committee alignment
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.. . . Meeting # of Designated Optimal e .
Commission Cat. Function and Task Authority Statutory Frequency Mmbrs Stipend Option Justification
Merge Horizons, Maintain separate
Manages Savings Plan, committees Retirement investment oversight duplicates tasks shared with
alternative and Pension but eslt'?jbltlsg the Horizons Plan Committee and the Savings Plan Committee.
i i i i consolidate : i
Pension Saymgsl retlreme.nt County Code Chapter Savmg.s Plaq el CEO/TTC favor merger; some Board offices support merger
36 Plan Administrative 2 benefits: 519 No Quarterly 9 $0 Committees into | quarterly and discussed role of BOI and BOR. Appeals ERISA allows
Committee Oversees plan ’ single Deferred governance one committee to serve multiple plans if plan-by-plan is
eligibility and Compensation _meetlng for ] documented. All bodies include similar fiduciary members. 10
reporting Governance investment policy vacancies noted.
Committee alignment
Merge Horizons, | Maintain separate | Savings plan governance crosses into the purview of the
Administers Savings Plan, committees Horizons Plan Committee and the Pension Savings Plan
County Savings and Pension but establish Administrative Committee, with certain duties also addressed
Savings Plan Plan: Approves Chapter 5.26 of the Savmg§ Plaq consolidated by the Board of Retlre.ment and the B_oard of Investment.
37 Committee 2 options and Countv Code No As needed 5 $0 Committees into | quarterly CEO/TTC favor merger; some Board offices support merger
mzna es Y single Deferred governance and discussed role of BOlI and BOR. Appeals ERISA allows
o era?ions Compensation meeting for one committee to serve multiple plans if plan-by-plan is
P Governance investment documented. All bodies include similar fiduciary members.
Committee policy alignment 2 vacancies noted.
$25 per Keep separate Stakeholders recommend keeping separate due to unique
meeting or comrr)niss’:i)ons function; Board Office suggests possible EMS merge; Merge
facilities site but create ioint not recommended as Hospital and Healthcare Delivery
. Improves inspection quarterly ch>rums Commiss.io.n is compriged of healthcare professional§ — they
| o || et o | chpersazote | | g | e | et | | onjarnean | ore hyscins adminevalos, atomeys and e ke e
Delivery on hospital County Code y 2 meetings re aredr?essy forth their expertise and perspective on the challenges and
Commission performance and and/or site \F/)vithpEmer enc opportunities of providing health care services to vulnerable
delivery systems inspections Medical Sgrvicgs populations. Whereas, the EMS Commission is focused on
in any one Commission system emergency medical services planning and delivery
calendar (EMS) (prehospital care), specialty care center designation, disaster
month. medical management, EMS system evaluation, etc.
Processes liability claims similar to Los Angeles County Claims
Board. Stakeholder feedback notes possibility to integrate with
Approves liability Merge Contract Los Angeles County Claims Board; contractual considerations
Contract Cities settlements: 517 Qlielero: 19 Cities Claims with cities must be addressed. Concern over merger due to
39 Liability Trust Fund 4 authorizes gfrlc\j/learyN% 210712} — No Monthly 11 None Maintain Board with sheriff-service indemnity agreements that guarantee contract
Claims Board payments, Februar '1 2000 Regular Claims city control over self-funded liability pool, and risk blurring
reviews claims yi : Board separate funds. Membership requirement for Contract Cities
Liabilities Trust Fund Claims Board differs from the Los Angeles
County's Claims Board.
Affordable housing development functions intersect with the
Los Angeles Develops Create a Joint homeless services and housing coordination roles of LAHSA,
g . affordable the Housing Advisory Board, and LACAHSA. LACDA states
County Housing housing: builds Board Order No. 69 Affordable corporation is separate and cannot be merged. Some feedback
40 Development 5 bel . ket of September 19, No Monthly 7 None Maintain Housing Council ts ali t with LAHSA and Housi .Ad . Board
Corporation Board elow-marke 1989 with housing suggests alignment wi >A and rousing Advisory Boar
of Directors units for seniors, entities for strategic coherence. Body is public-benefit 501(c)(3). County
families cannot legally ‘merge’ but can potentially withdraw. Additional
feasibility study required.
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Commission

Function and Task

Advises on aviation-related matters:

Year
Established

Authority

Chapter 3.08 of the Los Angeles County Code;

Statutory
Required

1 Aviation Commission Reviews airport operations and policies 1942 Board Order No. 9 of March 7, 1995 No
Board of Governors, . . .
2 Department of Museum Ove'rgges NEIIIE] Hlstory Museu.m. PITEEES EEEmENES io)r 1942 Chapter 2.94 of the County Code No
. exhibitions, collections, and public engagement
of Natural History
3 Business License Commission Regulates busmess licenses: . . 1951 Chapter 2.50 of the County Code No
Conducts hearings, enforces license regulations
4 Commission for Women P genFier el Condugts CUITEZER, (Dol 1942 Chapter 3.64 of the County Code No
recommendations, annual reporting
Chapter 3.29 of the County code; Ryan White HIV/AIDS Treatment Extension Act
of 2009 and the Public Health Service (PHS) Act, 42 U.S.C. 300ff-11 et seq.; County
Code Chapter 3.29; Board Order No. 40 of 1995; Board Order No. 10 of 1998; Board
5 Commission on HIV Advises on HIV/AIDS services: 1991 Order No. 91 of 2001; Board Order No. 63 of 2001; Board Order No. 53 of 2003; Yes
Allocates funding, develops policy recommendations Board Order No. 13 of 2003; Board Order No. 14 of 2004; Board Order No. 48 of
2004; Board Order No. 25 of 2005; Board Order No. 61 of 2005; Board Order No. 73
of 2005; Board Order Nos. 13 and 49 of 2006; Board Order No. 62 of 2006; Board
Order No. 19 of 2011; Board Order No. 69 of 2011; Board Order No. 55 of 2013.
Emergency Medical Guides EMS systems: Develops EMS policies, Health and Safety Code; Sections 1792 and 1797 and 1797.270 et seq.;
6 . o : . 1942 Yes
Services Commission reviews performance metrics and County Code Chapter 3.20
7 Fish and Wildlife Commission E;c\)/?:ﬁgves wildlife: Advises on habitat protection, grant 1952 Chapter 3.26 of the County Code No
Initiative presents a unique opportunity for individuals to
8 Governance Reform contribute mfaanlngfully to the future of Los P.\ngeles County 2025 Passage of the November 5, 2024, elections - Measure G Yes
Task Force (Measure G) governance.: Oversees Charter amendment: promotes
transparency, accountability, and engagement
9 Los A_ngelethy-Count)_/ N.atlve Servgs Native commumt-les: . 1942 Chapter 3.42 of the County Code No
American Indian Commission Provides cultural education, policy advocacy
i || SEBAEEEs CEN HIEMEES [2EEE POEEE: : 1996 Chapter 2.116220 of the County Code No
Beach Commission Reviews operations, maintenance, and public access
Los Angeles County Advises on justice reinvestment: Oversees program fundin
1" Care First and Community Investment u o program 9 2021 Board Order No. 16 of August 10, 2021 No
: . and community-based alternatives; Measure J funding
Advisory Committee
12 Measure A: Citizens Oversight Oversees Measure A implementation: 2018 Board Order No.1-P of June 12, 2018, Board Order No.1-P of June 20, 2017 and Yes

Advisory Board

Reviews parks funding and allocations
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Commission

Function and Task

Oversees county property use:

Year
Established

Authority

Statutory
Required

13 Real Estate Management Commission o - 1942 Chapter 3.58 of the County Code No
Recommends asset utilization policies
. . . Guides land use and zoning: Section 65100 et seq. of the Government Code;
14 RegieiE e CemmiEsie Conducts hearings, drafts policy plans AV and Chapter 2.108 of the County Code &
Rental Housing Protects tenant rights:
15 Oversight Commission Monitors compliance with rent stabilization ordinances 2019 Chapter 8.64 of the County Code No
16 | Small Craft Harbor Commission AdV|§es on hgr.bor operathns: - 1942 Chapter 2.116.030 of the County Code No
Monitors facilities and marine safety policies
17 Small Craft Harbor Design Control Ovelrsees harbor aesthehcg aqd design: 1943 Chapter 2.116.110 of the County Code No
Board Reviews development applications
18 | Assessment Appeals Board Resglves property tax d'SPUt?S: AEES VEITEWT) ETTEEl SET 1989 Section 1620 et seq. of the Revenue and Taxation Code, Chapter 2.44 Yes
applies tax law Prepares findings of fact
. . Ensures audit oversight:
19 | Audit Committee : . 1983 County Code Chapter 3.81 No
Reviews audit plans and department performance
20 Board Of Investments Manages LAQERA investments: 1971 Section 31520.2 et seq. of the Government Code, Yes
Oversees retirement fund performance County Employees Act of 1937
. Oversees LACERA retirement benefits: Government Code Section 31450, et seq;
21 Board Of Retirement Administers pension and disability claims 1973 County Employees Retirement Law of 1937 yes
22 | Building Rehabilitation Appeals Board RS ©n SnasiEeEel slelREE: ACEEasEs ey ane 1995 County Code Title 26, Chapter 1, Section 105.3 No
nuisance concerns, hears cases, issues abatement orders
L Investigates county operations: Penal Code Section 888 et seq.
23 | Civil Grand Jury Reviews agencies and responds to complaints 1973 and Board Order No. 20 of December 26, 1973 Yes
24 el Sgrv_lce Resplves [_)er_so_nnel app?"f"S: . 1914 County Charter, Article IX, Section 31 No
Commission Reviews discipline and hiring disputes
25 Claims Board, 223::;?;‘::;&{?2:&r?::?ézﬁés refers hiah-cost cases to the 1984 Government Code Section 935.2; Board Order No. 83 of June 12, 1984; Yes
Los Angeles County Board ’ 9 Board Order No. 115 of July 31, 1984; and Board Order No. 86 of April 23, 1985.
26 | Real Estate Management Commission OUEIEEE Gl propg_rty use: 1942 Chapter 3.58 of the County Code No
Recommends asset utilization policies
27 Employee Relations Commission Manages employee relations: 1942 Chaoter 5.04.100 of the County Code No
(ERCOM) Oversees bargaining units and labor disputes P " y
28 Housing Advises on housing programs: . County Code Chapter 2.75 No

Advisory Committee

recommends policies and reviews complaints
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Commission

Independent Citizens'

Function and Task

Monitors Prop E fire tax funds:

Year
Established

Authority

passage of the June 3, 1997, Special Tax Revenue — Proposition E;

Statutory
Required

29 Oversght Commlttge Reviews spending and compliance 1997 and Board Order No. 12 of July 29, 1997 Yes
Proposition E Special Tax
Los Angeles County Affordable Addresses housing needs countywide: .
30 Housing Solutions Agency (LACAHSA) expands affordability, prevents homelessness AL EorEimimE: CeeE s e 1 Creer JE=
31 Los Angeles County Oversees County education governance: 1989 Education Code Section 1000 et seq.; and Board Order No. 66 Yes
Board of Education Reviews budgets and policies of July 25, 1989 July 25, 1989.
Chapter 3.72 of the County Code; Los Angeles County Children and
Los Angeles County Children and Supports early childhood investment: Families First — Proposition 10, also known as First 5 LA, is a county commission
32 | Families First — Proposition 10 Furrl)(rj’s ro rar);s develops plans and‘ evaluates outcomes 1998 established by California's Proposition 10 (1998) to invest in early childhood No
Commission (First 5 LA) prog ’ PSP development programs for children aged prenatal to five. First 5 LA is
one of 58 county commissions in California dedicated to this purpose.
Los Ange!es Count){ C!tlzens Draws supervisorial district maps: Elections Code Section 21530 et seq and Board Order No. 12 of November 24,
33 | Redistricting Commission . 2020 Yes
Uses census data and public input 2020
(Independent)
Los Anaeles Count Advises on anti-poverty programs:
34 9 unty Allocates funding and resolves disputes 1980 Board Order No. 107 of December 18, 1979 No
Community Action Board . .
Supports low-income community engagement
Los Angeles County Aligns homelessness strategies:
35 | Executive Committee for gns . rategies 2023 Board Order 8 of August 8, 2023 No
. . coordinates funding, unifies regional plans
Regional Homeless Alignment
Los Angeles County Improves road safety: Reviews traffic control . —
36 Highway Safety Commission and school crossings Coordinates with jurisdictions {125 Cauny Goee Greper Vi 1e, Prisen 1, Grepier 11 No
Proposition R Independent Taxpayers .
37 | Oversight Committee Ove.rsees Me_tro Prop R funfjs. 2008 Ordinance No. 08-01 (Metro) No
Reviews audits and expenditures
of Metro
oy || FUAIBERIE OrEmEeEs A2 1l memEen: 2011 Board Order S-2 of February 8, 2011 Yes
Realignment Team Coordinates custody and reentry programs
39 Solid Waste Facilities Resolves waste facility disputes: 1992 Public Resource Code 43203 et seq., Yes
Hearing Board Adjudicates permitting issues Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, and County Code Chapter 2.56
40 | Workforce Development Board Guides workforce programs: 2015 County Code Chapter 3.76, Yes

Develops plans, selects providers, and tracks outcomes
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Commission

Board of Directors of the

Function and Task

Finances public capital improvements and determines:

Year
Established

Authority

Board Order No. 39 (Syn. 33) of May 18, 1993,

Statutory
Required

4 LPS An_geles Coupty Public Works Facilitates the acquisition, disposition 1993 Joint Powers Agreement No. 66826 No
Financing Authority
Industrial Development Authority SURROTS (e LSk Ene economic growth through: Chapter 3.33 of the County Code and
42 . Issues tax-exempt bonds for financing construction or 1981 . Yes
Board of Directors . . . Section 91500 et seq. of the Government Code
expansion of industrial, warehouse
Los Angeles County . . . . . Board Order No. 106 of February 15, 1983;
43 Capital Asset Leasing Corporation Leases and finances machinery: Acquires, maintains 1983 Board Order No. 77 of April 19, 1983; and Board Order No. 92 of April 26, 1983 No
44 R County. Oversees housing: Manages Section 8, public housing 1942 Chapter 2.58 of the County Code No
Development Authority
Provides conduit financing for public projects: Manages
Los Anaeles Count issuance and sale of bonds like Recovery Zone Facility
45 Re iongl Financin yAuthorit Bonds; coordinates joint powers activities between the 2010 Board Order No. 1-F of December 7, 2010 No
9 9 y County and Public Works Financing Authority; ensures
public-benefit determination for bond actions
Manages CAL-ID system: Senate Bill 190; Board Order No. 55 of October 22, 1985;
8| Ehle D e oversees procedures, ensures compliance e Board Order No. 26 of October 24, 1985 G
. . . Appointments to boards and commissions: Government Code Sections 50270 through 50279.2;
47 | City Selection Committee elects representatives 1972 Health and Safety Code Section 34179 Yes
Government Code Section 56000 et seq; California Revenue and Taxation Code
48 Local Agency Promotes orderly growth and development through: 1963 Sections 93 and 99; Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq; Yes
Formation Commission Reviews proposals for city incorporation, annexation and the related California Environmental Quality Act Title 14,
California Code or Regulations Section 15000 et seq.
Los Angeles County Solid
49 Waste Management Committee/ Oversees waste strategy: guides recycling plans, reviews 1990 County Code Section 3.67 and Board Order No. 49 of July 17, 1990; Yes
Integrated Waste Management compliance Public Resource Code Section 40950 (AB 939) and 14 CCR Section 18761 et al.
Task Force
50 Los Angeles Emergency Management Coordma_te.s emergency planmng:_ . 2020 Chapter 2.68 of the County Code No
Council leads training, supports Board during crises
Policy Roundtable for . . . .
51 Advises on child care: develops plans, evaluates access 2000 Chapter 3.75 of the County Code; No

Child Care and Development
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission Function and Task Established Authority Required
52 Safg, Clean Wa.ter Program j ngrsegs stormwater planning: 2000 Passage of the November 6, 2018 ballot, Measure W Yes
Regional Oversight Committee reviews investment plans, reports to Board
53 Safe,. Clean Wgter Program - Evaluates sFormwater projects: 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Scoring Committee scores studies, recommends to Board
54 Street Naming Committee, Recommends street names: holds hearings, advises Board 1837 Sections 970.5 and 971 of the Streets and Highway Code. Yes
Los Angeles County
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed projects:
55 | Agency - Central proJ ’ . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
: develops plans, selects and funds projects
Santa Monica Bay
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed projects:
56 | Agency - Lower proj ’ . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. develops plans, selects and funds projects
Los Angeles River
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed proiects:
57 | Agency - Lower projects: . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. . develops plans, selects and funds projects
San Gabriel River
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed proiects:
58 | Agency - North projects: . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. develops plans, selects and funds projects
Santa Monica Bay
59 Watershed .Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed projects: . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Agency - Rio Hondo develops plans, selects and funds projects
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed projects:
60 | Agency - proj ’ . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. develops plans, selects and funds projects
Santa Clara River
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed proiects:
61 | Agency - South proJ ’ . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. develops plans, selects and funds projects
Santa Monica Bay
Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed projects:
62 | Agency - Upper proj ’ . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
. develops plans, selects and funds projects
Los Angeles River
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission Function and Task Established Authority Required

Watershed Area Steering Committee Oversees watershed proiects:

63 | Agency - projects: . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes

. . develops plans, selects and funds projects

Upper San Gabriel River
Watershed Area Steering Advises on water planning:

64 | Committee Community - confirms scorin prou s %u orts equity qoals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Central Santa Monica Bay g groups, supp quity 9
Watershed Area Steering Committee

65 | Community - 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 yes
Lower Los Angeles River
Watershed Area Steering Committee Advises on water plannina:

66 | Community - onfims seorn prou L i‘u orts eauity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Lower San Gabriel River 9 groups, supp uity’ g
Watershed Area Steering Committee Advises on water planning:

67 | Community - Confirme atorn prou L %‘u orts equity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
North Santa Monica Bay g groups, supp quity 9
Watershed Area Steering Advises on water planning:

68 | Committee Community - . ater p g . 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes

. confirms scoring groups, supports equity goals

Rio Hondo
Watershed Area Steering Advises on water plannina:

69 | Committee Community - Confirms amort prou L gs'u orts eauity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Santa Clara River & Antelope Valley 9 groups, supp quity 9
Watershed Area Steering Committee Advises on water plannina:

70 | Community - onfims seorn prou L i‘u orts eauity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
South Santa Monica Bay 9 groups, supp uity’ g
Watershed Area Steering Committee Advises on water plannina:

71 | cCommunity - ot prou L i‘u orts eauity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Upper Los Angeles River 9 groups, Supp quity g
Watershed Area Steering Committee Advises on water plannina:

72 | Community - o aeo o prou L i‘u orts eauity doals 2019 Board Order No. S-1 July 30, 2019 Yes
Upper San Gabriel River 9 groups, supp quity’ g

73 Alameda Corridor Manages Alameda Corridor: 1989 City Agreement No. C24674; Second amendment between No
Transportation Authority plans projects, secures funding the City of Long Beach and the City of Los Angeles for the name
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Commission

Antelope Valley

Function and Task

Provide for planning, contracting, and operating the

Year
Established

Authority

Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement Section 6500 et seq.

Statutory
Required

74 Transit Authority public transportation services in the Antelope Valley. 1992 of the Government Code. No
Antelope Valley- Delivers supplemental water: maintains storage and

75 | EastKern SIIVers supp ’ 9 1959 Water Code 34000 et seq. Yes

distribution systems

Water Agency

76 Arroyo Verdugg Communities Joint Plaps regional infrastructure: coordinates interagency 2017 Joint Powers Authority; Board Order No. 27 of August 5, 2017. No
Powers Authority projects

Pursuant to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act (Government Code Section 6500

77 Baldwin Hills Regional Conservation Preserves Baldwin Hills open space: manages land, restores 1999 et seq.) the County of Los Angeles and the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy, Yes

Authority habitats executed the Baldwin Hills Conservation Authority Joint Exercise of Powers
Authority, April 27, 1999

78 California State Association of Advocates for counties: develops policy, represents before 1895 Founded in 1895; reorganized on May 5, 1911; No
Counties (CSAC) Legislature incorporated as a non-profit corporation on February 26, 1945.
Chiquita Canyon Landfill Community Advises on landfill operations: monitors compliance,

79 Advisory Committee (CCLCAC) communicates updates 2T il 249, 20015 20 Qs [k 210 M8
City of Carson Enhanced Funds Carson infrastructure: implements financing plans

80 Infrastructure Financing District -1mp gp ’ 2020 change Agreement No. 1509-B Yes

. . . manages rehab

Public Financing Authority
Clean Power Alliance Manages clean energy policy: sets rates, oversees Eioare] Orekr N(.)' 42. Of M2y 2, AU _Ordinance B, 2T

81 of Southern California rocurement ’ ’ 2017 Public Utilities Code Section 366.2(c)(12); Yes

P Government Code Section 65000 et seq.

82 Community Services Resource Supports social services: raises funds. builds partnershios 1983 Board Order No. 96 of May 10, 1983; Board Order No. 10 of May 13, 1984; Section No
Corporation Board of Directors PP : : P P 501 (3) of the Internal Revenue Code and Board Order No. 50 of July 24, 1990.

83 Economic Development Corporation Boosts economic glrowth: provides research, 1981 Internal Revenue Code Section 501 (c) (3) Yes
of Los Angeles County supports business investment

84 Foothill Transit Oversees SGV bus service: plans routes, manages transit 1988 Board Order No. 71 of March 22, 1988; Board Order No. 52 of March 4, 1997; No

Governing Board

funding
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission Function and Task Established Authority Required

85 e Coordlnat.es. el p]anmng: . 1996 Section 6500 et seq. of the Government Code Yes
Governments manages joint policy, promotes cooperation

86 High Desert Corridor Joint Powers Leads High Desert project: 2006 Board Order No. 10 of November 8, 2006, No
Authority plans corridor, coordinates construction Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement No. 75922

87 | Inglewood Climate Resilience District Funds Inglewood transit: 2024 Board Order No. 38 of September 24, 2024 No

supports ITC project, boosts development

88 Inglewood Transit Connector Joint Manages ITC connector: 2022 Government Code Sections 6500 et. Seq., pursuant to the No
Powers Authority (ITC JPA) builds and funds regional transit project Inglewood Joint Powers Act, Resolution No. 22-03, executed July 7, 2022
L.A. Care Health Plan (aka Local Provides Medi-Cal services:

89 | Initiative Health Authority Governing . . ) . 1994 Welfare and Institutions Code 14087.961 (a) Yes
Board) administers care, advises on delivery models

90 La Verne Enhanced Infrastructure Funds La Verne projects: 2023 Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the CA Government Code Yes
Financing District improves streets, transit, and pipelines (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law)
Lakewood Enhanced Infrastructure . . L Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the CA Government Code

91 Financing District Lakewood Enhanced Infrastructure Financing District 2024 (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law) Yes

92 Law Library Oversees law library: 1986 Section 6300 et seq. of the Business and Professions Code Yes
Board of Trustees governs access, policies, and resources and Board Order No. 11 of May 6, 1986

. o Guides fair operations: Incorporated in April 1922. The Fair is operated by the

93 HOB ATEEIES CRUy; (Rl A esaskito sets policies, advises on events e Los Angeles County Fair Association, a not-for-profit 501(c)(5) corporation. AE
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Oversees LA County transit

94 geles yv P manages planning, infrastructure, 1993 Public Utilities Code 130050.2 et seq. Yes
Transportation Authority .

and funding

95 Los Anggles County Securitization To fac_nl_ﬂatg the issuance of the County's series of tobacco 2006 Board Order No. 19 of January 24, 2006, Adopted Resolution No

Corporation securitization bonds.
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission Function and Task Established Authority Required

Los Angeles Homeless Services Leads homeless services: Board Order No. 18 of June 29, 1993,

96 Authori’? (LAHSA) manages funds, su orts-shelter and housin 1993 Joint Powers Agreement No. 557-34; No

y 9 » SUPP 9 Board Order Nos. 13 and 23 of May 31, 1994

97 Les An-gelles el Gl OIS CRIEENT ClROE s 1945 Joint Powers Authority executed on September 25, 1945 No
Commission manages leases, redevelopment agreements

gg | -0 Angeles Regional Crime Manages crime lab project: 2021 Board Order No. 30 of July 24, 2001. No
Laboratory Facility Authority oversees construction, coordinates governance
Newhall Ranch High Country Manages Newhall open space:

99 Recreation and Conservation 9 P pace. 1980 Section 33213 et seq. of the Public Resources Code Yes

: preserves land, supports ecological access

Authority

100 North Los Angeles Q'ounty Coordllnat.els North LA transit: 1995 Section 6503.5 of the CA Government Code. Yes
Transportation Coalition sets priorities, oversees strategy

101 Norwalk Enhanced Infrastructure Funds Norwalk projects: 2025 Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the CA Government Code Yes
Financing District improves streets, transit, and affordable housing (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law)

102 Palmdale Enhanced Infrastructure Funds Palmdale infrastructure: 2013 Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the CA Government Code Yes
Financing District supports utilities, roads, and development projects (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law)

103 | Palos Verdes Peninsula FITEVIEE PEFEIENSE SORIED (o SJelEy ciel PEmeleE FEEe 1985 Joint Powers Authority Agreement No. 51317 of December 17, 1985. No
Transportation Authority residents of the Palos Verdes Peninsula

104 Parking Authority of the County of Manages Coupty parklpg: . 1970 Board Order No. 208 of April 21, 1970. No
Los Angeles oversees public lots, Civic Center projects

105 Persorllal Assistance Services Improves IHSS services: . 1997 Chapter 3.45 of the County Code No
Council manages provider registry, supports training

106 Puentg Hills Habitat Preservation Protects Pugnte Hills habitat: . 1994 Board Order No. 11 of February 15, 1994, Joint Powers Agreement No. 3289 No
Authority restores native areas, manages preservation
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission Function and Task Established Authority Required
Redondo Beach L .
. . Supports Redondo redevelopment: Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of

107 g?;ﬁgfed InfEEIREUE FTEREE, funds parks, improves infrastructure 19 the CA Government Code (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law) &9
San Fgrnando Valley Promotes valley coordination: Joint Powers Agreement No. 77279;

108 | Council of Governments . . 2010 Yes
Board shares resources, supports regional planning Board Order No. 17 of May 25, 2010.
San Gabriel Valley

109 Council of Governments Capital Implements SGV rail projects: 1999 Board Order No. 86 of May 18, 1999; No
Projects and Construction approves contracts, oversees safety upgrades Project Agreement No. 72118;
Committee
San Gabriel Valley . .

110 | Council of Governments Leadg SGV reg!onal plannlng: . . Joint Powers Agreement in 1994 Yes

. coordinates policy, manages joint projects

Governing Board

111 Santa Monica Bay Restoration Restores Santa Monica Bay: Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement No. 7479; No
Authority develops programs, supports bay conservation Board Order No. 27 of April 6, 2004.
Santa Monica Mountains Advises on mountain planning:

112 | Conservancy : . P 9: T Section 33213 et seq. of the Public Resources Code Yes

. . reviews projects, promotes community input

Advisory Committee

113 SellELs L T Presgrves MEUNENN CE2T space. Section 33000 et seq. of the Public Resources Code Yes
Conservancy Board acquires land, funds restoration projects

o . Supports South Bay collaboration:

114 South Bay Cities Council of develops policy, 2011 JPA South Bay Cities Council of Governments, August 25, 2011 Yes

Governments - .
promotes joint planning

15 South Coast Air Quality Management Oversees air quality policy: 1976 Section 40400 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code Yes
District Governing Board (AQMD) sets emissions rules, monitors pollution and Senate Bill 151

16 Southern California Association of Oversees regional planning: 1965 County-City SCAG Committee on March 27, 1964 and amended in No
Governments (SCAG) manages transportation, housing, environment 1966-1967; 1970; 1974-1975; 1977-1980; 1982, 1984, 1987; 1990 - 1993

17 Southern California Home Financing Expands homeownership: 1988 Board Order No. 21 of June 23, 1988; No
Authority issues bonds, supports down-payment aid Joint Powers Agreement No. 59932
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Commission

Southern California

Function and Task

Educates on water issues: promotes consensus,

Year
Established

Authority

Statutory
Required

118 | Water Committee subborts regional outreach 1984 Non-Profit Public Benefit Corporation. No
Board of Trustees (SCWC) PP 9
S (Cetnzen Lemel il Advises on landfill oversight: reviews reports

119 | Community Advisory Committee 11" oversignt. ports, 2008 MOU executed on December 23, 2008 and Adopted by the SCL-TAC July 1, 2009. No

recommends mitigation

(SCL-CAC)
Sunshine Canyon . . . o . Board Order No. 48 of May 6, 2008;

120 | | - ndfill Local Enforcement Agency Regulates landfill compliance: oversees permits, inspections | 2008 Board Order No. 26 of August 19, 2008, and Joint Powers Agreement No. 76666. No
West Carson Enhanced . . . .

) : . Funds West Carson projects: plans budgets, Chapter 2.99 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the CA Government Code
121 | Infrastructure Financing District ; 2021 : . . Yes
e ; manages infrastructure (commencing with Section 53398.50) (the EIFD Law)

Public Finance Authority
Westside Cities Coordinates Westside planning: aligns policies, Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement Section 6500 etseq.

122 . . 2007 Yes
Council of Governments promotes cooperation of the Government Code.
Altadena Maintain a public library: Make and enforce all rules, Section 19400 and 19700 et seq. of the

123 . - ) 1926 . Yes
Library District and regulations Education Code.
Antelope Valley Regulates air quality standards: Implements and enforces

124 | Air Quality Management air pollution control programs; monitors emissions and 1997 Section 41300 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
District (AVAQMD) collaborates with stakeholders

125 Antelope Va!ley Cemetery operation: Own, operate, improve, and expand 1950 Section 9000 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Cemetery District

126 Antelgpe \{allgy Publlc.entlty that prowdes community-based health: 1955 Section 32100 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code Yes
Hospital District Establish, maintain, operate

127 Antelope Yal!ey Mosquito and Vector P.revent the occurrence of vectors: Exterminate mosquitoes, 1989 Section 2200 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Control District flies or other insects

128 Antelope Valley Resource Control of runoff: Conduct surveys and research on 1937 Section 9151 et seq. of the Public Resources Code. Yes

Conservation District

resource conservation and disseminate findings
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129

Commission

Artesia Cemetery

Function and Task

Cemetery operation: Own, operate, improve, and expand

Year
Established

1868

Authority

Section 9000 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code.

Statutory
Required

Yes

District

130 Beach C|_t|e§ Prowdes. local health care: operates facilities, meets 1955 Section 32100 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Health District community needs

131 Broad Beach Geologl'c . Addresses coastal erosion apd shorellneT hazards: 2011 Public Resource Code 26500 et seq Yes
Hazard Abatement District Implements long-term shoreline restoration plan

132 | Galifornia Coastal Protects California coast: regulates development, ensures 1976 California Coastal Act of 1976 (Public Resources Code §§ 30000—30900) Yes
Commision public access

. - Provides imported and recycled water: Exercises powers .

Central Basin Municipal Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code;

133 Water District under the .Water Code to develop water resources, manage 1952 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes

conservation

134 Comptgn Creek - Condugt survglllance and take actions to Exterminate 1927 Section 2200 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Mosquito Abatement District mosquitoes, flies

135 Crescenta Valley Water: Control and distribute water for the beneficial use of 1950 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District the district Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

136 g?svtvr?;y Cemetery Cemetery operation: Own, operate, improve, and expand 1928 Section 9000 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes

137 Foothill Municipal Water: Exercise powers to manage supply and perform 1952 Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District acts necessary in accordance of the Water Code Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

138 Golden Valley Municipal Provides water to the Acton: 1961 Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District Maintains water delivery infrastructure Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

139 Greater Los Angeles County Prevents mosquito and vector-borne diseases: 1952 Section 2200 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes

Vector Control District

Conducts surveillance, inspections
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Commission

Green Valley County

Function and Task

Delivers potable water to Green Valley:

Year

Established

Authority

Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code;

Statutory
Required

140 Water District Manages water resources and ensures compliance with 1954 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Water Code
Kinneloa Irrigation water for agricultural and residential use in
141 S - Kinneoloa Mesa: Constructs and maintains irrigation 1925 Section 21100 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Irrigation District
systems
La Cafada Furnish sufficient water in the district: Control water for
142 L _ beneficial use; hold monthly board meetings; operate under 1924 Section 21100 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Irrigation District
Water Code
143 La Habra Heights Furnish sufficient water in the district: 1976 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
County Water District Control and distribute water for beneficial use Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code
La Puente Valley . - . . Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code;
144 County Water District Furnishes water for beneficial use: Controls, delivers 1924 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code Yes
145 Las Virgenes Municipal Water Provides potable water and wastewater treatment: 1958 Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
District Maintains water infrastructure and services Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.
Little Lake . . .
146 I Cemetery operation: Own, operate, improve, and expand 1888 Section 9000 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Cemetery District
Littlerock Creek Furnish sufficient water in the district:
147 - L Control water for beneficial use and implements Water Code 1892 Section 21100 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Irrigation District .
provisions
Los Angeles County o _— £ . Safety C .
148 | Fifth District Consolidated versees winding down of former redevelopment agencies 2018 Health and Safety Code § 34179; Yes
. obligations and assets. Dissolution Act (ABx 1 26, AB 1484, AB 471, SB 107)
Oversight Board
Los Angeles County - - .
149 | First District Consolidated Oversees winding down of former redevelopment agencies 2018 Health and Safety Code § 34179; Yes
: obligations and assets. Dissolution Act (ABx 1 26, AB 1484, AB 471, SB 107)
Oversight Board
Los Angeles County Successor Agencies: review enforceable obligations Health and Safety Code § 34179;
150 | Fourth District Consolidated 9 ' 9 ’ 2018 y ’ Yes

Oversight Board

disposition of assets
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Commission

Function and Task

Year
Established

Authority

Statutory

Los Angeles County

Successor Agencies:

Health and Safety Code § 34179;

Required

151 Secoqd Diiivteis Censollislzies review enforceable obligations, disposition of assets 20k Dissolution Act (ABx 1 26, AB 1484, AB 471, SB 107) &5
Oversight Board
Los Angeles County o . . Safety C .

152 | Third District Consolidated versees redevelopment dissolution: 2018 Health and Safety Code § 34179; Yes

- reviews obligations, approves tax distributions Dissolution Act (ABx 1 26, AB 1484, AB 471, SB 107)

Oversight Board

153 Los Angeles COL.th e OIS mosqqlto life vector—borne CIEEERCEF . . 1892 Section 2200 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Vector Control District Conducts surveillance and exterminates mosquitoes, flies

154 Los Angeleg ngbor Area Cemetery operation: maintain, provide services 1909 Section 9000 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
Cemetery District

155 Miraleste R_ecr.eatlon Provides recreat!onal programs and maintains parks: 1942 Section 5781 et seq. of the Public Resources Code. Yes
and Park District operates recreation systems and parks

Furnishes water within the district for: .

Orchard Dale . . . . Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code;

156 Water District Ssentrols and delivers water for residential and agricultural 1954 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes

157 qum Ranch . AT SUff'.C'e.nt watgr n th.e district: Section 21100 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Irrigation District Controls and distributes irrigation water

158 Palmdale Furnishes water within the district: 1918 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District Controls and delivers water for beneficial use Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

g | PELES v SeiziallEines e AEiniins pUsle s (o 1928 Section 19400 and 19700 et seq. of the Education Code. Yes
Library District makes rules and policies for library operation

160 Pasadena Glen Community Provides water, irrigation, sanitation, and sewage treatment 1994 Government Code Section 61000 et seq_; Yes
Services District to district residents. Passage of June 18, 2013, Semi-Final Official Election Returns — Measure A

161 Pico Furnishes water within the district: 1926 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes

Water District

Controls and delivers water for beneficial use
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Commission

Point Dume Community

Function and Task

Provides local public services:

Year
Established

Authority

Section 61000 et seq. of the

Statutory
Required

162 Services District operates utilities, safety, and recreation programs 1958 Government Code. Yes

163 Quartz Hill Furnishes water within the district: 1954 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District Controls and delivers water for beneficial use Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

164 Resource Conservatlon DIS.trICt Promotes conservation of natural resources: 1961 Section 9151 et seq. of the Public Resources Code. Yes
of the Santa Monica Mountains Conducts research and surveys on erosion, runoff

165 Rldgecrgst REANES L Suppon:ts parl§§ .and TEEHEENRITE QLS SR iics; 1961 Section 5781 et seq. of the Public Resources Code. Yes
Recreation and Park District maintains facilities

166 Rowland Furnishes water within the district: 1953 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District Controls and delivers water for beneficial use Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.

167 San Gabriel County Furnishes water within the district: 1921 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District Controls and delivers water for beneficial use Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.
San Gabriel Valley Prevents mosquito and vector-borne diseases: .

168 Mosquito and Vector Control District Conducts surveillance, inspections 1989 Section 2200 et seq. of the Health and Safety Code. Yes
San Gabriel Valley Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code;

169 Municipal Water District S BN [pES (O U TR Sl 12 Section et seq. of the Water Code. G
Santa Clarita Valley . "

170 Manages water supply: ensures reliability, controls costs 2018 Water Code 34000 et seq Yes
Water Agency

171 Squth.Mont.ebtlallo ATy ywthm U3 CIEEE - 1922 Section 21100 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
Irrigation District Controls and delivers water for beneficial use

172 Three Valleys Performs all acts needed to support and manage water 1950 Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes

Municipal Water District
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.. . Year . Statutory
Commission . Function and Task Established Authority Required
Upper San Gabriel Valley Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code;
173 Municipal Water District g Feiitenis Gl G MEoEetl 9 SupEer Ene MEFEe tE 5r 180 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code. NG
Valley County . .- . - Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code;
174 \Water District 6 Furnishes sufficient water in the district 1926 Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
175 Walnut Valley 6 Manages water infrastructure: 1952 Section 30000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Water District oversees production, storage Section 20200 et seq. of the Water Code.
176 Watgr Replenishment . . 6 Performs all acts necessary to replenish groundwater 1959 Section 60000 et seq. of the Water Code. Yes
District of Southern California
177 West Basin 6 Carries out all responsibilities necessary to operate 1947 Section 71000 et seq. of the Water Code; Yes
Municipal Water District a municipal water district. Section et seq. of the Water Code.
178 West Valley County 6 Furnishes sufficient water in the district for any 1952 Section 30000 et seq. of theWater Code; Yes
Water District beneficial use. Section et seq. of the Water Code.
179 WeStf'eI.d L 6 FOEES repreatlon programs. malntalqs IS 1957 Section 5781 et seq. of the Public Resources Code. Yes
Recreation and Park District and recreation centers for the community.
180 Prevention and Promotion Services 7 Improves cross-sector coordination: supports prevention 2023 Board Order No. 15 of July 25. 2023 No
Governing Committee (PPSGC) and well-being initiatives ’ y o
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