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E&P recommends that the Judicial Council direct the Administrative Director 
of the Courts that the Office of Governmental Affairs (OGA) should 
represent the interests of the judicial branch on the clear direction of the 
Judicial Council and its Policy Coordination and Liaison Committee (PCLC) 
and take steps to ensure that the PCLC is apprised fully of varying 
viewpoints of the courts, court executive officers, and judges before 
determining legislative positions or proposals.

  
SEC 

RECOMMENDATION 
  

The OGA should represent the interests of the judicial branch on the clear 
direction of the Judicial Council and its Policy Coordination and Liaison 
Committee. The Chief of Staff should take steps to ensure that the PCLC is 
apprised fully of varying viewpoints of the courts, court executive officers, 
and judges before determining legislation positions or proposals.

RESPONSE (check applicable boxes) 

This directive has been completed and implemented: 
  



Immediately and ongoing.

 

E&P Recomm 
09282012.pdf 
Adobe Acrobat Document
4.11 MB 

This directive is forwarded to the Judicial Council with options for consideration: 
  


 
File Attachment

 Other:  
  



 
File Attachment



TIMELINE AND RESOURCES FOR IMPLEMENTATION  

IMPLEMENTATION 
DATE OR 

PROJECTED 
IMPLEMENTATION 

DATE 

Immediately and ongoing.

RESOURCES 
REQUIRED FOR 

IMPLEMENTATION  
No additional resources needed.

ADDITIONAL IMPLEMENTATION INFORMATION (complete only applicable sections) 

PROCEDURES/ 
POLICIES UPDATED 

OR DEVELOPED 



This recommendation called for ensuring that PCLC is fully apprised of 
varying viewpoints of the courts, court executive officers and judges in 
determining legislative positions and proposals.   
 
 
While the SEC report and recommendation on this issue (No. 7-81) is not 
specific on the concern that needs to be addressed the report does serve 
as an important reminder that the fiscal and policy impacts of legislation on 
the courts needs to continue to be an important concern of PCLC in 
making their decisions.  Historically, OGA has sought court participation on 
policy and impacts through multiple sources.  Traditionally legislative 
proposals that impact the trial courts have been vetted  through the 
relevant subject matter Advisory Committees and/or Trial Courts Presiding 
Judges Advisory Committee/Court Executives Advisory Committee Joint 
Legislation Working Group and with the TCPJAC leadership.  On fiscal 
issues the Operational and Budget Impact Working Group of CEAC has 
designated experts in large, medium, small, urban, and rural courts on the 
fiscal impact of legislation.  OGA staff working on fiscal analyses has also, 
working directly with Finance Division staff, sought fiscal impacts from 
judges and staff in individual courts.  In the appellate courts we directly 
work with the Administrative Presiding Justices Advisory Committee and 
the California Appellate Court Clerk’s Association (CACCA) on both 
legislative and fiscal issues to inform PCLC.  
 
The SEC report noted that some courts perceive that OGA does not 
effectively represent their interests in Sacramento on certain issues.  While 
there is no detail that would better inform us on implementing this 
recommendation it is important that OGA cast its input net as broadly as 
possible in seeking both trial and appellate court impacts, including fiscal 
impacts of proposed legislation.  The SEC report does note, importantly, 
that it may not be feasible to represent the individual interests of particular 
courts because those interests vary from court to court.  The report 
correctly notes that the varied interests of the courts should be considered 
in establishing a legislative agenda. 
 
Thus, in implementing this recommendation OGA advocates were 
reminded and directed to ensure that they seek both the formal and 
informal participation of the trial and appellate courts on the impact 
legislative and budget proposals have on their courts through the existing 
committee structure.  All PCLC reports should continue to include the 
efforts made to obtain the courts’ impact analysis and clearly state that 
impact on the courts.  Advocates should continue the practice of inviting 
advisory committee representatives to participate in PCLC meetings when 
deemed appropriate by the Chair. 
 
Finally, although there are no findings in the SEC report regarding seeking 
the participation of other branch stakeholders on legislation and budgetary 
issues, OGA advocates were reminded to continue to assist the 



   

appropriate Advisory Committees to ensure that other stakeholder impacts 
and interests are appropriately considered and presented to PCLC in their 
reports.  

 File Attachment

TRAINING 
UPDATED OR 
DEVELOPED 


No additional training was developed.

 File Attachment

SAVINGS 

No savings identified.

 File Attachment

COST 

No costs identified.

 File Attachment

EFFICIENCIES 

No new efficiencies identified.

 File Attachment

SERVICE LEVEL 
IMPACT  



This recommendation will ensure that OGA advocates will ensure the trial 
and appellate courts' positions on proposed or introduced legislation will be 
considered by PCLC in recommending and formulating legislative and 
budget positions.

 File Attachment

 OTHER 
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