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The Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) will hold a meeting as noted above.
Action may be taken on any item on the agenda. The time and order of agenda items are
subject to change at the discretion of the LATC Chair and may be taken out of order. The
meeting will be adjourned upon completion of the agenda, which may be at a time earlier or
later than posted in this notice. In accordance with the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, all
meetings of the LATC are open to the public.

The LATC plans to webcast this meeting on its website at www.latc.ca.gov. Webcast
availability cannot, however, be guaranteed due to limited resources. The meeting will not
be cancelled if webcast is not available. If you wish to participate or to have a guaranteed
opportunity to observe, please plan to attend at the physical location.

The meeting is accessible to the physically disabled. A person who needs a disability-related
accommodation or modification in order to participate in the meeting may make a request by
contacting Rodney Garcia at (916) 575-7230, emailing latc@dca.ca.gov, or sending a written
request to LATC at the address below. Providing your request at least five business days
before the meeting will help to ensure availability of the requested accommodation.

Call to Order — Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum
Chair’s Remarks and LATC Member Comments
Review and Approve May 13, 2015, LATC Meeting “Summary Report” Minutes

Public Comment for Items Not on Agenda

m O O @ >

Program Manager’s Report

Al

Update on BreEZe Enterprise System by Department of Consumer Affairs
G. Election of LATC Officers
(continued on reverse)
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H. Enforcement
1. Annual Enforcement Statistics
2. Update on Interpretations Used for the Terminology in Business Professions Code
Section 5641 (Chapter Exceptions, Exemptions) During Enforcement Case Review
3. Review and Approve Proposed Regulations to Amend California Code of Regulations
(CCR), Title 16, Section 2680 (Disciplinary Guidelines) as it Relates to Reference of
Revised Disciplinary Guidelines

I.  Review and Consider Request for Re-licensure

J. Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB)
1. Review and Ratification of CLARB Committee on Nominations Election Ballot
2. Review and Possible Action on Recommended Position on CLARB Board of
Directors Election

K. Review and Approve Proposed Regulations to Amend CCR, Title 16, Section 2620
(Education and Training Credits)

L. Ratify Comments previously submitted to Department of Water Resources Regarding
Proposed Regulations to Amend CCR, Title 23, Division 2, Chapter 2.7 Model Water
Efficient Landscape Ordinance

M. Review Tentative Schedule and Confirm Future LATC Meeting Dates

N. Adjourn

* Government Code section 11125.7 provides the opportunity for the public to address each agenda item during
discussion or consideration by the LATC prior to the LATC taking any action on said item. Members of the
public will be provided appropriate opportunities to comment on any issue before the LATC, but the Chair
may, at his or her discretion, apportion available time among those who wish to speak. Individuals may
appear before the LATC to discuss items not on the agenda; however, the LATC can neither discuss nor take
official action on these items at the time of the same meeting [Government Code sections 11125 and
11125.7(a)].

Protection of the public shall be the highest priority for the Landscape Architects Technical Committee in exercising
its licensing, regulatory, and disciplinary functions. Whenever the protection of the public is inconsistent with other
interests sought to be promoted, the protection of the public shall be paramount. (Business and Professions Code
section 5620.1)



Agenda Item A
CALL TO ORDER-ROLL CALL-ESTABLISHMENT OF A QUORUM

Roll is called by the Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) Vice Chair or, in his/her
absence, by an LATC member designated by the Chair.

LATC MEMBER ROSTER

David Allan Taylor, Jr., Chair
Andrew Bowden

Patricia Trauth
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Agenda Item B
CHAIR’S REMARKS AND LATC MEMBER COMMENTS

LATC Chair David Allan Taylor, Jr., or in his absence, the Vice Chair will review the scheduled
LATC actions and make appropriate announcements.
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Agenda Item C

REVIEW AND APPROVE MAY 13, 2015 LATC MEETING “SUMMARY REPORT”
MINUTES

The Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) is asked to approve the attached
May 13, 2015 LATC Meeting “Summary Report” Minutes.
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DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD

Public Protection through Examination, Licensure, and Regulation

SUMMARY REPORT

CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD
Landscape Architects Technical Committee

May 13, 2015
Sacramento, California
&
Various Teleconference Locations

Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) Members Present
David Allan Taylor, Jr., Chair (via teleconference)

Andrew Bowden (via teleconference)

Nicki Johnson

LATC Members Absent
Katherine Spitz

Staff Present

Doug McCauley, Executive Officer, California Architects Board (Board)
Vickie Mayer, Assistant Executive Officer, Board

Trish Rodriguez, Program Manager, LATC

Rebecca Bon, Legal Counsel, Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA)
Richie Barnard, Special Projects Analyst, LATC

Gretchen Kjose, Retired Annuitant, LATC

Matthew McKinney, Enforcement Officer, LATC

Kourtney Nation, Examination Coordinator, LATC

Guests Present

Rebecca May, Special Assistant, Board and Bureau Relations - DCA
Michelle Stout, Analyst, Board and Bureau Relations - DCA

Cathy Edger, Secretary - Association of Professional Landscape Designers

A. Call to Order - Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum

Attachment C.1 -

Edmund G. Brown Jr.

LATC Chair David Taylor called the meeting to order at approximately 10:03 a.m. and called

roll. Three members of LATC were present, thus a quorum was established.

Andrew Bowden and Nicki Johnson both noted their terms will expire on
May 31, 2015.

Rebecca Bon, DCA Legal Counsel, requested that Messrs. Taylor and Bowden state their
teleconference locations for the record. Mr. Taylor affirmed his location at the City of Chula Vista
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Civic Center Development Services Department at 276 Fourth Avenue, Building B, Chula Vista,
California. Mr. Bowden affirmed his location at Land Concern — Landscape Architecture at 1750 E.
Deere Avenue, Santa Ana, California. No members of the public were present at either

Messrs. Taylor or Bowden’s locations.

B. Chair’s Remarks and LATC Member Comments

No remarks or comments were made.

C. Review and Approve February 10-11, 2015, LATC Meeting “Summary Report”
Minutes

Trish Rodriguez, Program Manager, indicated the “Summary Report” needed an addition to
include 11:45 a.m. as the time Mr. Taylor arrived at the LATC meeting on February 10, 2015
after Agenda Item G. The Committee concurred with the addition.

e Andrew Bowden moved to approve the February 10-11, 2015 LATC Meeting
“Summary Report” Minutes as amended.

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.

The motion passed 3-0. David Allan Taylor, Jr., Nicki Johnson, and Andrew Bowden
voted in favor of the motion. Katherine Spitz was absent.

D. Public Comment for Items Not on Agenda

There were no public comments.

E. Program Manager’s Report

Ms. Rodriguez presented the Program Manager’s Report. She informed the Committee that staff
continues to use the workaround system (WAS) until “BreEZe” is implemented. She noted there
is no update or change on WAS or the implementation of BreEZe since the last meeting.

She shared the outreach survey results from the presentations at University of California (UC)
Davis on February 26, 2015 and UC Berkley on April 23, 2015. She also stated additional
outreach presentations are planned for the 2015 fall semester.

Ms. Rodriguez updated the Committee on recent rulemaking activity, explaining that the
amendment to California Code of Regulations (CCR) section 2610 (Application for
Examination) went into effect on April 1, 2015. She explained the amended regulation reduced
the filing period from 70 to 45 days for candidates to submit applications prior to the requested
test date.

Ms. Rodriguez noted Christine Anderson and Linda Gates, both former LATC members, were
selected to assist the new Extension Certificate Program work group. She noted LATC is
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currently waiting for the updated Landscape Architectural Accreditation Board (LAAB)
curriculum requirements, which are expected to be released in May or early June 2015. She
indicated that the work group will continue to address the standards and procedures following the
release of the updated LAAB curriculum requirements.

Ms. Rodriguez announced that the CCR section 2649 (Fees) regulatory changes will take effect
onJuly 1, 2015. She stated LATC requested approval from the DCA Change Control Board
(CCB) for revisions to the legacy system to enable processing of the new reduced renewal fees.
CCB approved the request on May 5, 2015. She provided that staff is currently working with
DCA’s Office of Information Services (OIS) to revise renewal forms to include the new reduced
renewal fees. She noted that on May 12, 2015, staff mailed letters to licensees with expiration
dates in July 2015 to notify them that they should receive their renewal applications
approximately 30 days prior to license expiration. She stated renewal applications are normally
mailed 100 days prior to license expiration; however, the applications were held in abeyance in
order to implement the new fees.

Ms. Rodriguez continued and updated the Committee on recent changes to the website. She
stated LATC staff continually updates and publishes the “Licensee Search” lists on a monthly
basis. She also announced the 2015 Landscape Architects Practice Act was posted on the
website, and staff is currently working on printing new booklets.

Ms. Rodriguez stated the next two Landscape Architect Registration Examination (LARE)
administration dates are set for August 3-15, 2015 and November 30 to December 13, 2015. She
reported that work on California Supplemental Examination (CSE) development continues and
the next development workshop is May 14-15, 2015.

Ms. Rodriguez added that staff began mailing customer satisfaction surveys to complainants
when a complaint is closed. She stated she would report the survey responses to the Committee
on a quarterly basis.

Ms. Rodriguez noted that staff is working in conjunction with the Board on the Disciplinary
Guidelines. She announced the Board would be addressing its Guidelines at its next meeting on
June 10, 2015. She explained that staff will be drafting revisions to the LATC Guidelines based
on the Board’s recommendations. She stated the revised Guidelines and a proposed regulation
package will be presented to the LATC at its next meeting.

Ms. Rodriguez updated the members on recent personnel activity, stating Rodney Garcia filled
the Licensing Coordinator position on March 2, 2015, and Richie Barnard filled the Special
Projects Analyst position on April 13, 2015.

Ms. Rodriguez updated the Committee on the Board’s March 12, 2015 meeting. She explained
that she and Mr. Bowden attended the meeting. She noted several schools attended to discuss the
Accelerated Path to Architectural Licensure. She noted that she advised the Board of the
upcoming approval of the LATC 2015-2016 Strategic Plan, which will be presented to the Board
for approval on June 10, 2015.



F. Update on 2014 Sunset Review and Ratification of Response to Sunset Review
Background Paper

Doug McCauley provided an update on the 2014 Sunset Review process and California
Architects Board, Landscape Architects Technical Committee Sunset Background Paper
Responses. He explained that Sunset Review Report was previously submitted to the Legislature
in October 2014, and legislative staff responded with a list of questions to be addressed by the
Board and LATC. He noted that he, Mr. Taylor, and Ms. Rodriguez addressed the questions
before the Senate Committee on Business, Professions, and Economic Development and
Assembly Committee on Business and Professions at the Sunset Review Joint Oversight Hearing
on March 18, 2015. He added that following the hearing, he confirmed with the legislative staff
there were no further issues needing to be addressed.

Mr. McCauley continued explaining the formal responses to questions noted in the Background
Paper for the California Architects Board and Landscape Architects Technical Committee. He
added during the week of May 11, 2015, he again confirmed with committee consultants from
the Legislature that all issues have been addressed effectively, and there are no outstanding
issues. He also noted the results from the Sunset Review process are reflected in Assembly Bill
177 (Bonilla) [Authority: Extension], which will extend both the Board and LATC’s Sunset date
to the year 2020. He continued that concerns and issues noted in the current Sunset Review
Background Paper should be addressed in upcoming Strategic Plans before the next Sunset
Review.

Mr. Bowden asked Mr. McCauley about the status of approval regarding out-of-state travel.

Mr. McCauley explained out-of-state travel, using LATC funds, was approved this year to attend
the Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB) Annual Meeting.

Mr. McCauley also pointed out that the Legislature is expecting the Board and LATC to
participate in national policy development.

Mr. McCauley recommended that LATCratify the responses to the Legislature’s
recommendations.

¢ Andrew Bowden moved to ratify the responses in the Sunset Review Background
Paper based on the recommendations provided by the Legislature.

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.

The motion passed 3-0. David Allan Taylor, Jr., Nicki Johnson, and Andrew Bowden
voted in favor of the motion. Katherine Spitz was absent.

G. Review, Consideration, and Possible Approval of Draft July 1, 2015 through
June 30, 2017 LATC Strategic Plan

Ms. Rodriguez provided information on the LATC Strategic Plan. She explained on

February 11, 2015 LATC collaborated with DCA’s Strategic Organization, Leadership, and
Individual Development (SOLID) team during a strategic planning session to prepare the
Strategic Plan for 2015-2016. She stated, during the meeting, LATC reviewed five goal areas.
She noted, after the meeting on February 11, 2015, SOLID worked with staff and drafted the



plan in the meeting packet for 2015-2016. She stated LATC is asked to review and approve the
2015-2016 Strategic Plan.

Ms. Rodriguez noted a couple of objectives that had not been previously discussed, but are
included in the 2015-2016 Strategic Plan. She asked the Committee to refer to goal area

2 (Professional Qualifications), Objective 2.5 (Review CCR, sections 2624 and 2624.1). She
explained this Objective was added to address concerns regarding reviews of relicensure for
those whose licenses have expired for more than three years. Additionally, she asked the
Committee to refer to Objective 2.6 (Reclassify the CSE item bank). She explained, following
the 2014 Occupation Analysis (OA) and exam development, there is a need to reclassify the CSE
item bank to ensure the item content reflects current tasks and knowledge relating to landscape
architecture. She asked the Committee for comments or approval.

Mr. Taylor concurred with both of the added objectives. Mr. Bowden inquired what changes
may be required regarding Objective 2.5 (Review CCR, sections 2624 and 2624.1).

Nicki Johnson suggested there might need to be more clarification of the procedures for those
seeking relicensure. Ms. Rodriguez explained one of the difficulties is verifying work
experience that is performed during the time a candidate is unlicensed, due to concerns of
possible unlicensed practice. She also noted the question of whether or not candidates should be
required to retake all or portions of the LARE prior to relicensure. Mr. Taylor suggested
streamlining the process of relicensure.

¢ Nicki Johnson moved to approve the July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2017 Strategic
Plan.

Andrew Bowden seconded the motion.

Ms. Rodriguez clarified the date for the proposed Strategic Plan should reflect calendar years
2015-2016 instead of fiscal years July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2017.

¢ Nicki Johnson moved to approve the amendment to her prior motion to strike the
words “fiscal years July 1, 2015 through June 30, 2017” and insert “2015-2016.”

Andrew Bowden seconded the motion.

The motion passed 3-0. David Allan Taylor, Jr., Nicki Johnson, and Andrew Bowden
voted in favor of the motion. Katherine Spitz was absent.

H. Discuss and Possible Action on Strategic Plan Objective to Review Table of Equivalents
for Training and Experience and Consider Amending California Code of Regulation
Title 16, section 2620(a) to Expand Eligibility Requirements to Allow Credit for
Teaching Under a Licensed Landscape Architect

Ms. Rodriguez updated the Committee on the objective in the Strategic Plan that directs staff to
review the table of equivalents for training and experience and consider expanding eligibility
requirements to allow credit for teaching under a licensed landscape architect. She noted that at
the last meeting on February 10, 2015, LATC agreed up to one year of experience/training
credits should be granted for teaching under the supervision of a licensed landscape architect.
She stated staff was directed to research regulations in states that allow credit for teaching and



draft proposed regulatory language for LATC’s review. She asked the Committee to refer to the
attached draft proposed language for CCR section 2620(a)(13) and take possible action.

Mr. Bowden noted that CCR section 2620(a)(3) (Extension certificate in landscape architecture
from an approved school) was not included in the proposed regulatory language for CCR section
2620(a)(13), and requested to verify all those teaching in an extension certificate program are
already licensed. Gretchen Kjose confirmed all teachers in an approved extension program are
licensed, and therefore subdivision (a)(3) is not needed in the proposed language.

Mr. Bowden sought more clarification on what “under the supervision of a licensed landscape
architect” would encompass as proposed in section 2620(a)(13). He questioned whether the
licensed landscape architect would be required to be present in the classroom or just involved in
the department. Mr. Taylor responded explaining supervision should have oversight of the
individual seeking credit for teaching and should be able to validate the credibility of the teacher.
He stated, as a licensed landscape architect, that it would behoove supervision to make the
correct judgment in validation. Mr. Bowden agreed if a licensed landscape architect validates
the credibility of the teacher, then credit should be granted for teaching.

Ms. Johnson questioned whether there is a concern if the schools outlined in the proposed
language are required to have Landscape Architectural Accreditation Board (LAAB)
accreditation. Vickie Mayer responded to Ms. Johnson’s question, referring to the previous
meeting on February 10, 2015, explaining the Committee agreed that since credit is granted to
students in programs listed under subdivision (a)(2) and (4), then teachers of those programs
should also be granted credit.

Mr. Bowden brought up the concern of consistency between state programs regarding
reciprocity. He questioned if other states require LAAB accreditation for teaching credit.

Ms. Kjose responded, detailing how Colorado gives one year of credit for teaching in an LAAB
accredited school or an equivalent successor organization. She continued explaining some states
allow credit for teaching, but do not specify requirements through a law or regulation. She
suggested based on her experience processing applications there were not many who applied
requesting credit for teaching. Mr. Bowden replied that the small number of requests were likely
due to the lack of allowance for credit from teaching. He explained if the regulatory change is
approved, there should be more candidates requesting credit for teaching.

e Andrew Bowden moved to approve the proposed regulatory language in CCR section
2620(a)(13) to provide one year of teaching credit under the supervision of a
landscape architect in a landscape architecture degree program as specified in CCR
sections 2620(a)(1), (2), and (4).

Nicki Johnson seconded the motion.

The motion passed 3-0. David Allan Taylor, Jr., Nicki Johnson, and Andrew Bowden
voted in favor of the motion. Katherine Spitz was absent.

. Council of Landscape Architectural Registration Boards (CLARB)
1. Reporton CLARB
2. Review and Possible Approval (Nominations) of CLARB Board and Regional
Director Candidates as Submitted by CLARB for its September Annual Meeting
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Ms. Rodriguez updated the Committee on the initial slate of CLARB candidates received by
LATC on April 29, 2015. She advised the Committee the final slate will be released in June, and
the ballots are due in July. She added that biographical information for the candidates would be
available soon. She pointed to Ms. Anderson, a former LATC member, who is nominated for
Vice President. She also pointed out Mr. Bowden, as he is nominated for the Region 5 Alternate
Director. She asked the Committee to review and make recommendations based on the initial
slate of candidates. She also asked the Committee to direct staff on the submission of the final
ballot in July.

Mr. Taylor noted he was familiar with some of the candidates, but expressed concern that the
Committee was not ready to make recommendations on nominations. Mr. Bowden hesitated to
make recommendations based on the lack of biographical information available for the listed
candidates. Mr. Bowden suggested Dennis Bryers for the Committee on Nominations Member,
and concurred in support of Ms. Anderson for Vice President. Ms. Johnson stated she was only
familiar with Ms. Anderson and Mr. Bowden.

Ms. Rodriguez advised the Committee she would work with the Chair on the final slate of
candidates, but asked the Committee for further guidance to assist in the decision-making
process. Based on legal consultation from Ms. Bon, the Committee agreed to delegate to
Mr. Bowden the authority to make recommendations to the Chair and Program Manager to
determine the final slate of nominations to CLARB.

¢ Nicki Johnson moved to delegate the authority to the Chair and Program Manager to
determine the final slate of nominations with consideration of Andrew Bowden’s
nominee recommendations.

Andrew Bowden seconded the motion.
The motion passed 3-0. David Allan Taylor, Jr., Nicki Johnson, and Andrew Bowden

voted in favor of the motion. Katherine Spitz was absent.
J. Review Tentative Schedule and Confirm Future LATC Meeting Dates
Mr. Bowden suggested adding the next American Society of Landscape Architects Annual
Meeting to the Committee schedule. The Committee tentatively scheduled the next LATC
meeting for August 2015. The Committee agreed to reach a consensus for an exact date after the
meeting.
K. Adjourn

e David Allan Taylor, Jr. adjourned the meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 11:09 a.m.



Agenda Item D
PUBLIC COMMENT FOR ITEMS NOT ON AGENDA

Members of the public may address the Committee at this time.
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Agenda Item E

PROGRAM MANAGER’S REPORT

The Program Manager’s Report provides a synopsis of current activities and is attached for the
LATC’s review.

ATTACHMENTS:

1. Program Manager’s Report

2. CC/ASLA (Bill Tracking List)

3. California Architects Board June 10, 2015 Meeting Notice

LATC Meeting August 6, 2015 Sacramento, CA



Attachment E.1

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
Program Manager’s Report
August 2015

ADMINISTRATIVE/MANAGEMENT

Applicant Tracking System (ATS)/Workaround System (WAS)

Manual processes remain in place, using the temporary WAS until the transition to BreEZe in
2016. The BreEZe team met with staff on March 25, 2014 to conduct an analysis of the database
and determine options for including it in the BreEZe data conversion activities. Staff continue to
work with the BreEZe team towards integrating WAS and ATS data with the BreEZe system.
The BreEZe team will be working on a Request for Change (RFC) regarding WAS in order to
incorporate the database into the project. The WAS became a functional necessity upon
regulatory approval of licensure requirements. It was established after a freeze was put in place
for any legacy system changes during the Department’s transition to BreEZe.

BreEZe Project

The Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) is developing a new online program called BreEZe,
which is a web-enabled enterprise system that supports all applicant tracking, licensing, renewal,
enforcement, monitoring, cashiering, and management capabilities. The program also allows the
public to file complaints and look up licensee information and complaint status through the
internet. BreEZe will support the DCA’s highest priority initiatives of job creation and
consumer protection by replacing the DCA’s aging legacy business systems with an integrated
software solution that utilizes current technologies to facilitate increased efficiencies in the DCA
boards’ and bureaus’ licensing and enforcement programs.

BreEZe is being implemented in three releases. Release 1 was implemented on October 9, 2013
and Release 2 is scheduled to be implemented at the end of 2015. LATC and the Board are
currently scheduled for Release 3.

At the March 20, 2014 LATC meeting, Sean O’Connor, BreEZe Project Manager, provided an
update on the status of the Project, and emphasized that a successful transition to BreEZe will
demand a significant amount of staff time. He asked the Committee to be cognizant of the
intense demand that the BreEZe transition will place on staff resources when delegating and
prioritizing assignments.

On November 20, 2014, DCA Director Awet Kidane provided a BreEZe project update to
Bureau Chiefs, Board Presidents and Vice Presidents, and Executive Officers. A memorandum
summarizing the update was also issued, highlighting two important points: (1) The contractual
relationship with Accenture, the current BreEZe vendor, is changing, and (2) Implementation of
Release 2 will be moved from April 2015 to the end of 2015. Mr. Kidane emphasized that
Releases 1 and 2 remain on course. The change in the project was approved in a new Special
Project Report, and a meeting with programs was held on February 11, 2015 to provide a cost
analysis of the BreEZe project for each program. After Release 2 is completed, DCA will



conduct a cost-benefit analysis for the remaining boards and bureaus, as recommended by the
State Auditor. Absent any contrary findings in the analysis, DCA still intends to bring the
remaining boards and bureaus into BreEZe, but likely will do so in smaller groups.

Budget

At the May 22, 2013 LATC meeting, the Committee voted to approve a temporary fee reduction
and also reduce its spending authority by $200,000 beginning in fiscal year (FY) 2015/16 to
address its fund condition per Business and Professions Code section (BPC) 128.5 (Reduction of
License Fees in Event of Surplus Funds). Staff prepared a Concept Paper, which is the first step
in the process, and is an internal document which formulates the LATC’s intent to pursue the
negative Budget Change Proposal (BCP) to reduce its spending authority. The Concept Paper
was submitted to DCA’s Budget Office on April 21, 2014. Staff prepared a draft of the negative
BCP and provided it to the LATC’s Budget Office analyst on July 18, 2014. Per the request of DCA,
the LATC’s BCP was combined with the Board’s proposal and was submitted to the Budget Office
on August 6, 2014, then to the Business, Consumer Services and Housing Agency (Agency) on
August 11, 2014. The negative BCP was next submitted to the Department of Finance (DOF) on
September 2, 2014. It was subsequently approved by DOF and the LATC’s reduced spending
authority was incorporated into the Governor’s Proposed Budget in January. The 2015-16 State
Budget was signed by the Governor on June 24, 2015. See Regulatory Changes section below
for further information in relation to reduction of license fees.

California Architects Board Meeting

On June 10, 2015, the Board held a meeting in San Diego. In attendance were the Program
Manager and LATC member, Andy Bowden. The LATC Program Manager provided a
summary of the May 13, 2015, LATC meeting. Additionally, the LATC Program Manager
informed the Board of a new member to the LATC, Patricia Trauth, who was appointed to the
Committee on June 5, 2015. The Board reviewed and approved the 2015-2016 LATC Strategic
Plan.

Committee Members

On June 5, 2015, Governor Brown appointed landscape architect Patricia Trauth to the LATC.
Her term expires on June 6, 2018. On June 5, 2015, the Governor also reappointed Andrew
Bowden to the LATC. Mr. Bowden’s term expires June 1, 2019.

Outreach

The next outreach presentation is scheduled to be at the University of California, Berkeley

Extension Program on August 13, 2015. Additional outreach presentations are being planned for
the fall semester.



Regulatory Changes

CCR section 2620(a)(13), Expand Eligibility Requirements to Allow Credit for Teaching Under
a Licensed Landscape Architect — At the LATC meeting on February 10, 2015 the Committee
agreed that up to one year of experience/training credits should be granted for teaching under the
supervision of a licensed landscape architect. At the May 13, 2015 LATC meeting the
Committee approved the proposed language in CCR section 2620(a)(13) to provide one year of
teaching credit under the supervision of a landscape architect in a degree program as specified in
section 2620(a)(1), (2), and (4). The proposed amendment will be discussed under Agenda

Item K.

CCR section 2620.5, Requirements for an Approved Extension Certificate Program - The LATC
established the original requirements for an approved extension certificate program based on
university accreditation standards from the Landscape Architectural Accreditation Board
(LAAB). These requirements are outlined in CCR section 2620.5. In 2009, LAAB implemented
changes to their university accreditation standards. Prompted by the changes made by LAAB,
LATC drafted updated requirements for an approved extension certificate program and
recommended the Board authorize LATC to proceed with a regulatory change. The Board
approved the regulatory change and delegated authority to the Executive Officer (EO) to adopt
the regulation at the December 15-16, 2010 Board meeting. The regulatory proposal to amend
CCR section 2620.5 was published by the Office of Administrative Law (OAL) on June 22,
2012.

In 2012, the LATC appointed the University of California Extension Certificate Program Task
Force, which was charged with developing the procedures for the review of the extension
certificate programs, and conducting reviews of the programs utilizing the new procedures. The
Task Force held meetings on June 27, 2012, October 8, 2012, and November 2, 2012. As a
result of these meetings, the Task Force recommended additional modifications to CCR section
2620.5 to further update the regulatory language with LAAB guidelines and LATC goals. At the
November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, the LATC approved the Task Force’s recommended
modifications to CCR section 2620.5, with an additional edit. At the January 24-25, 2013 LATC
meeting, the LATC reviewed public comments regarding the proposed changes to CCR section
2620.5 and agreed to remove a few proposed modifications to the language to address the public
comments. The Board approved adoption of the modified language for CCR section 2620.5 at
their March 7, 2013 meeting. On July 17, 2013, a Decision of Disapproval of Regulatory Action
was issued by the OAL. Staff is currently analyzing proposed modifications to develop a new
regulatory proposal with sufficient justification that will meet OAL standards.

In May 2014, the LATC Special Projects Analyst prepared draft language for CCR section
2620.5 incorporating legal counsel’s recommendation that regulatory language be added to
address the application, approval, denial, and annual review processes. In June 2014, staff
assignments changed. The interim Special Projects Analyst began working on new proposed
regulatory language in November 2014. On December 8, 2014, staff was advised by LAAB that
the accreditation standards are scheduled to be reviewed and updated beginning with draft
proposals in the spring of 2015. LAAB anticipates adopting new standards in early 2016. On
December 30, 2014 staff met with the Task Force Chair to discuss proposed changes to CCR
2620.5 and the probability that new LAAB accreditation standards will be implemented in 2016.
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Staff met with DCA legal counsel on January 14, 2015 to discuss justifications to proposed
changes and again on January 28, 2015 to further review edits and justifications.

Proposed regulatory language was presented to the LATC at its February 10-11, 2015 meeting.
At this meeting, the Committee approved the appointment of a new working group to assist staff
in substantiating recommended standards and procedures in order to obtain OAL approval.
Appointed to the working group, since the meeting, are Linda Gates and Christine Anderson,
former LATC members and University of California extension program reviewers.

On June 5, 2015, LAAB confirmed that the LAAB is in the process of updating its Standards and
Procedures for the Accreditation of Landscape Architecture Programs. The process included a
public call for input and commentary that took place during last fall (2014). Their Board is
currently meeting to draft revisions to the Standards. After additional public input and comments
in the fall 2015, their Board will take action on the updated standards and procedures at its 2016
winter meeting. Implementation of those Standards would begin with programs to be reviewed
by LAAB during the fall term of 2016. LATC staff is currently awaiting LAAB to finish
updating their Standards to ensure LATC standards correspond with LAAB Standards.

Following is a chronology to date, of the processing of LATC’s regulatory proposal for CCR
section 2620.5:

November 22, 2010 Proposed regulatory changes approved by LATC
December 15, 2010 Final approval by the Board

June 22, 2012 Notice of Proposed Changes in the Regulations published by OAL
(Notice re-published to allow time to notify interested parties)

August 6, 2012 Public hearing, no public comments received

November 30, 2012 40-Day Notice of Availability of Modified Language posted

January 9, 2013 End of public comment period

January 24, 2013 LATC approved modified language to address public comments
February 15, 2013  Final rulemaking file to DCA Legal Office

March 7, 2013 Final approval of modified language by the Board
May 31, 2013 Final rulemaking file to OAL
July 17, 2013 Decision of Disapproval of Regulatory Action issued by OAL

August 20, 2013 LATC voted not to pursue a resubmission of rulemaking file to OAL
February 21, 2014  Staff met with Task Force Chair to discuss justifications for proposed
changes*

February 10, 2015  LATC approved the appointment of a new working group to assist staff
* Staff is developing sufficient justifications for a new regulatory proposal to amend CCR 2620.5 that will meet
OAL standards.

CCR section 2649 (Fees) - At the January 24-25, 2013 LATC meeting, DCA Budget Office staff
provided a budget presentation to the LATC. In this presentation, the LATC fund balance of
19.5 months in reserve was discussed in context with BPC section 128.5 (Reduction of License
Fees in Event of Surplus Funds), which requires funds to be reduced if an agency has 24 months
of funds. As a result of this discussion, LATC asked staff to consult with DCA administration to
determine if license fees could be reduced for one renewal cycle and to explore additional ways
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of addressing the fund balance to comply with BPC section 128.5. Staff met with DCA Budget
Office staff and legal counsel to explore options and a license renewal fee reduction from $400
to $220 was recommended for one renewal cycle in addition to a negative BCP to reduce
LATC’s spending authority by $200,000.

At the May 22, 2013 LATC meeting, the members voted to reduce the license renewal fees for
one renewal cycle beginning in FY 2015/2016 from $400 to $220 and authorized staff to begin
the regulatory change process to seek Board and OAL approval to reduce the fee. Prior to the

regulation being approved, staff determined what information would need to be updated along
with the affected forms and the LATC website.

LATC staff requested legacy system updates to enable processing of the new renewal fees,
before the DCA Change Control Board (CCB) on April 13, 2015. The CCB approved the
request for analysis and the recommendations went before the CCB on May 4, 2015. July
renewal notices to licensees were suspended until outcomes of the CCB meeting were received.
Additionally, accounting codes were established to enable processing of the new renewal fee
amounts. The revised renewal notices were generated with the reduced renewal fees beginning
for licenses expiring July 31, 2015.

Following is a chronology, to date, of the processing of the regulatory proposal for CCR section
2649:

August 20, 2013 Proposed regulatory language approved by LATC
September 12, 2013 Proposed regulatory language approved by Board
February 7, 2014 Notice of Proposed Changes in the Regulations published by OAL

March 24, 2014 Public hearing, one written comment received

June 12, 2014 Final rulemaking file submitted to DCA Legal Office and Division of
Legislative and Policy Review

October 1, 2014 Final rulemaking file submitted to Agency for approval

October 3, 2014 Final rulemaking file approved by Agency

November 12, 2014  Final rulemaking file to Department of Finance (DOF) for approval
January 16, 2015 Final rulemaking file approved by DOF

February 3, 2015 Final rulemaking file submitted to OAL for approval

March 18, 2015 OAL approved the regulatory action

July 1, 2015 Regulatory change effective

Strategic Plan Objectives

The 2015-2016 Strategic Plan was approved by the LATC on May 13, 2015, and approved by
the Board on June 10, 2015. The plan includes many objectives two of which are included
below.

Reciprocity Requirements - The LATC’s Strategic Plan for FY 2013/14 through 2014/15
contained an objective to review reciprocity requirements of other states to determine possible
changes to California requirements to improve efficiencies. This objective was discussed at the
November 7, 2013 LATC meeting. The LATC directed staff to 1) summarize state reciprocity
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data by identifying the specific number of education years required by each state, 2) determine
whether a degree is mandatory, and 3) identify the number of years of experience required for
initial licensure. The Committee also asked for state specific requirements for reciprocity. This
topic was revisited at the March 20, 2014 LATC meeting where the Committee reviewed the
education and experience requirements of other states for initial and reciprocity licensure,
prepared by staff. The LATC voted to address the topic further at the next Strategic Planning
session. At its meeting on February 10, 2015, the LATC directed staff to obtain a sample of
regulatory language from Arizona and New York and draft proposed regulatory language for the
Committee to consider at a future meeting.

Training Credit for Teaching under a Licensed Landscape Architect - The Strategic Plan
includes an objective to review the Table of Equivalents for training and experience credit and
consider expanding eligibility requirements to allow credit for teaching under a licensed
landscape architect. This objective was discussed at the November 7, 2013, LATC meeting and
staff was directed to 1) determine if a future LATC meeting could be held in southern California
and invite schools to provide input, 2) add the topic of allowing Landscape Architect
Registration Examination (LARE) training credit for teaching under a licensed landscape
architect to a future meeting agenda, and 3) review the Education Subcommittee summary
reports to see if allowing training credit for teaching experience under a licensed landscape
architect was previously considered by the Subcommittee, and include the findings when this
agenda item is addressed again by the LATC. At its meeting on February 10, 2015, the LATC
directed staff to draft possible regulatory language for granting experience credit for teaching.
This topic will be discussed under Agenda Item K.

Training

Staff continues to receive training. Courses completed or scheduled since the May LATC
meeting include:

June 11-12, 2015 Acrobat Fundamentals (Richie)
June 18-19, 2015 Cascade Style Sheets (Richie)

June 23, 2015 HR Liaison | (Rodney)

June 30, 2015 Completed Staff Work (Richie)
August 4, 2015 HR Liaison Il (Rodney)
Website

LATC staff continues to publish the updated “Licensee Search” lists monthly. An announcement
was posted to the homepage to notify licensees of the temporary renewal fee reduction that took
effect on July 1, 2015. The “About Us” page was updated to reflect the most current Committee
member roster. The 2015-2016 Strategic Plan was posted to the website. The 2015 Landscape
Architects Practice Act was posted on the website on May 12, 2015 to include amendments
through April 1, 2015. Additionally, an electronic copy of the new Act is now available in a
printer-friendly version.



EXAMINATION PROGRAM
Landscape Architect Registration Examination (LARE)

Examination results for the April 6-18, 2015, administration of the LARE were mailed to
candidates on May 27, 2015. Pass rates for the April LARE are attached under Agenda Item J.
Examination results for the August 3-15, 2015, administration will be available in September.

Upcoming LARE administration dates are as follows:

August 3-15, 2015
November 30-December 13, 2015

California Supplemental Examination (CSE) and Occupational Analysis (OA)

At the November 14, 2012 LATC meeting, the Office of Professional Examination Services
(OPES) provided an overview of the intra-agency contract (IAC) process and OA standard
project plan. At the January 24, 2013 LATC meeting, the Committee approved an IAC with
OPES to conduct an OA.

On May 30, 2013 OPES initiated the OA process by conducting the first of three focus groups.
The initial focus group included practitioners, educators, and LATC enforcement staff. Upon
completion of the three focus groups, a three-part questionnaire was developed to be completed
by landscape architects statewide. LATC sent email notifications to all landscape architects with
active licenses for whom it had email addresses inviting them to complete the questionnaire
online. A 42 percent response rate was received. OPES then performed data analysis on the task
and knowledge rating responses, followed by two focus groups to further analyze the task and
knowledge areas. The groups completed the final review and organization of the task and
knowledge statements into content areas also defined by the focus groups. Practitioners then
evaluated and confirmed content area weights and a new examination outline containing four
content areas was developed. At the June 25, 2014 meeting, the LATC approved the results of
the 2014 OA.

At the March 20, 2014 meeting, the Committee approved a new IAC to conduct a national
examination review and linkage study. The results of the OA, national examination review, and
linkage study will serve as the basis for the examination program for the licensed landscape
architect profession in California. As part of the linkage study, OPES reviewed the LARE
background information and psychometric quality of the LARE in June and July. A linkage
study between LARE specifications and California OA results was conducted September 8-9,
2014, and data analysis of the linkage study and final report was conducted September-
November 2014. The Committee approved the results of the Linkage Study Report conducted
by OPES at its meeting on February 10-11, 2015.

At the August 27, 2014 meeting, the Committee approved the FY 2014/15 IAC agreement with
OPES to perform CSE development. In November 2014, LATC staff began recruiting subject
matter experts (SME) to participate in exam development workshops. The first of seven exam
development workshops was held on December 11-12, 2014 and the final workshop was held on
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June 25-26, 2015. LATC staff will be drafting a new IAC agreement with OPES to continue
CSE development to be considered by the Committee at a future meeting.

ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM
Consumer Satisfaction Survey

On October 8, 2014, staff from the Board and LATC enforcement units met with other DCA
enforcement staff and SOLID Planning Solutions Team, to develop a revised department wide
Consumer Satisfaction Survey, in the form of a postcard that could be sent to consumers who
have filed complaints against licensees and unlicensed individuals. After review of DCA’s
proposed survey, LATC staff determined that the survey did not contain an essential question
related to jurisdiction. Although this feedback was provided during the workgroup discussion to
develop the survey, it was not included for the department’s survey. Staff worked with DCA’s
Office of Publications Design and Editing to create its own postcard which incorporates
important data for both DCA and LATC to send consumers along with the complaint closing
letters. The postcard includes return postage and a Quick Response (QR) scan, which directs the
complainants to an option to complete the survey online via Survey Monkey. Postcards were
first mailed in April and survey data will be collected quarterly. The information will be utilized
to ensure that quality customer service is provided and may also serve other useful purposes for
departmental and legislative reports.

Disciplinary Guidelines

As part of the Strategic Plan established by the LATC at the January 2013 meeting, the LATC
set an objective of collaborating with the Board in order to review and update LATC’s
Disciplinary Guidelines. The Board’s Regulatory and Enforcement Committee (REC) was
tasked with reviewing and recommending updates to the Board’s Disciplinary Guidelines. The
REC met on April 25, 2013, and identified areas of the Guidelines that needed research. The
REC met again on April 24, 2014 to review the findings and determined further research was
needed with the Board’s Deputy Attorney General (DAG) liaison prior to making a
recommendation to the Board. The revised Guidelines were presented and approved by the
Board at its December 2014 meeting and staff was authorized to proceed with the required
regulatory change to CCR 154 in order to incorporate the revised Disciplinary Guidelines by
reference.

The LATC revised their Guidelines based on the Board’s revisions and approved them at its
meeting on February 10-11, 2015. Additional input from the new DAG liaison was received
after the meeting and the Guidelines were revised to include his recommendations. The revised
guidelines will be presented to the LATC under Agenda Item H. CCR 2680 (Disciplinary
Guidelines) will need to be amended to reference the updated Guidelines if the LATC agrees to
revise its Guidelines as recommended.



Complaint Statistics

Complaints Opened
Complaints to Expert
Complaints to DOI
Complaints Pending DOI
Complaints Pending AG
Complaints Pending DA
Complaints Pending
Complaints Closed
Settlement Cases (85678.5)
Opened

Settlement Cases (85678.5)
Pending

Settlement Cases (85678.5)
Closed

Citations Final

4™ Quarter 4™ Quarter
2014/15 2013/14

April May June April May June
0 3 2 3 3 4
0 2 1 1 2 0
1 1 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 1 0 2 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
19 19 19 23 19 21
3 4 2 4 4 3
0 0 1 0 0 0
1 1 2 1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1




CC/ASLA

AB1

Attachment E.2

(Brown D) Drought: local governments: fines.

Current Text: Chaptered: 7/13/2015 st tmi

Status: 7/13/2015-Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 62, Statutes of
2015.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 7/13/2015-A. CHAPTERED

Summary: The California Constitution requires that the water resources of the
state be put to beneficial use to the fullest extent of which they are capable and
that the waste or unreasonable use or unreasonable method of use of water be
prevented. Existing law, the California Emergency Services Act, sets forth the
emergency powers of the Governor under its provisions and empowers the
Governor to proclaim a state of emergency for certain conditions, including
drought. This bill would prohibit a city, county, or city and county from
imposing a fine under any ordinance for a failure to water a lawn or having a
brown lawn during a period for which the Governor has issued a proclamation
of a state of emergency based on drought conditions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 149 (Chavez R) Urban water management plans.

Current Text: Chaptered: 7/6/2015 it i

Status: 7/6/2015-Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 49, Statutes of 2015.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 7/6/2015-A. CHAPTERED

Summary: Existing law, the Urban Water Management Planning Act, requires
every public and private urban water supplier that directly or indirectly provides
water for municipal purposes to prepare and adopt an urban water management
plan and to update its plan once every 5 years on or before December 31 in years
ending in 5 and zero, except as specified. The act requires an urban water supplier
to submit to the Department of Water Resources a copy of its plan no later than
30 days after adoption and requires the department to prepare and submit to the
Legislature, on or before December 31, in the years ending in 6 and 1, a report
summarizing the status of plans adopted pursuant to the act. The act requires each
urban water supplier to update and submit its 2015 plan to the department by July
1, 2016. This bill would require each urban water supplier to update and submit
its 2020 plan to the department by July 1, 2021, and would require the
department to submit the report to the Legislature for the 2015 plans by July 1,
2017, and the report for the 2020 plans by July 1, 2022.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=ZIhFr1AP3DpW%2bvV4UQ6lEumNaUHCKqtCmtdL8nLSbPFTvoja5ZNEbnOpid%2fZDYyj
http://asmdc.org/members/a47/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0001-0050/ab_1_bill_20150713_chaptered.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0001-0050/ab_1_bill_20150713_chaptered.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=R8toe3p1kkq6RFJCsgOrzNgBXcph7mP7dLUuVCG8kF6wlcoVv9LvuiTWmC2BjKno
https://ad76.assemblygop.com/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0101-0150/ab_149_bill_20150706_chaptered.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0101-0150/ab_149_bill_20150706_chaptered.html

CC/ASLA

Attachment E.2

AB 177 (Bonilla D) Professions and vocations: licensing boards: authority:

extension.
Current Text: Amended: 6/30/2015 s hmi

Status: 7/7/2015-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes
9. Noes 0.) (July 6). Re-referred to Com. on APPR.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 7/7/2015-S. APPR.

Calendar: 8/17/2015 10 a.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room
(4203) SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, LARA, Chair

Summary: The Professional Engineers Act provides for the licensure and
regulation of engineers by the Board for Professional Engineers, Land Surveyors,
and Geologists, which consists of 15 members, in the Department of Consumer
Affairs. The act requires the board to appoint an executive officer, as specified.
Under existing law, these provisions are repealed on January 1, 2016. This bill
would extend the operation of these provisions until January 1, 2020. The bill,
until January 1, 2020, would add as a cause for disciplinary action by the board,
as specified, if a licensee or certificate holder under the act fails or refuses to
respond to a written request from a representative of the board to cooperate in the
investigation of a complaint against that licensee or certificate holder. The bill
would also make technical amendments to the act. This bill contains other related
provisions and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA SUPPORT

Notes 1: 4/15/15-SUPPORT Itr.-Asm B&P et al
6/15/15-SUPPORT Itr. -Sen. B&P consults.
6/30/15-SUPPORT Itr. Sen. B&P et al

AB 320 (Wood D) Engineers.

Current Text: Amended: 7/8/2015 st i

Status: 7/8/2015-Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on APPR.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 7/8/2015-S. APPR.

Calendar: 8/17/2015 10 a.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room
(4203) SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, LARA, Chair

Summary: Existing law provides for the licensing and regulation of professional
engineers and land surveyors by the Board for Professional Engineers, Land
Surveyors, and Geologists in the Department of Consumer Affairs. Existing law
prohibits a person from representing himself or herself as an engineer, as
described by various titles, unless the person is licensed as an engineer. Existing
law makes a violation of those prohibitions a misdemeanor. This bill would
additionally prohibit a person from using the title "environmental engineer"


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=lopk9%2fA7KrAF%2f9kDYZsQ3KE9eyLKlyBzTGL04160nYbeseJGXC8dijBKbi4H1apW
http://asmdc.org/members/a14/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0151-0200/ab_177_bill_20150630_amended_sen_v96.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0151-0200/ab_177_bill_20150630_amended_sen_v96.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=Ok5Q2VgWlXZoFn2pkOoqTgfKwglCTQeOGkHn77pnL5YzvbLRd0yqE5elUjjwc5lu
http://asmdc.org/members/a02/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0301-0350/ab_320_bill_20150708_amended_sen_v97.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0301-0350/ab_320_bill_20150708_amended_sen_v97.html

CC/ASLA

Attachment E.2

unless the person is licensed as an engineer. The bill would provide legislative
findings and declarations in support of the licensure of environmental engineers
in California. The bill would set forth the intent of the Legislature that the board
be responsible for defining environmental engineering through rulemaking and
that the board adopt standardized examination materials applicable to
environmental engineering, as specified. This bill contains other related
provisions and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 349 (Gonzalez D) Common interest developments: property use and

maintenance.
Current Text: Amended: 6/17/2015 s hmi

Status: 7/16/2015-From committee: Amend, and do pass as amended. (Ayes 7.
Noes 0.) (July 14).

Is Urgency: Y
Location: 7/15/2015-S. JUD.

Summary: The Davis-Stirling Common Interest Development Act governs the
management and operation of common interest developments. Existing law
provides that, unless otherwise provided in the common interest development
declaration, the association is responsible for repairing, replacing, or maintaining
the common area, other than exclusive use common area, and the owner of each
separate interest is responsible for maintaining that separate interest and any
exclusive use common area appurtenant to that interest. Existing law makes void
and unenforceable any provision of the governing documents or architectural or
landscaping guidelines or policies that prohibits use of low water-using plants, or
prohibits or restricts compliance with water-efficient landscape ordinances or
regulations on the use of water, as specified. This bill would also make void and
unenforceable any provision of the governing documents or architectural or
landscaping guidelines or policies that prohibits use of artificial turf or any other
synthetic surface that resembles grass. This bill contains other related provisions
and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 585 (Melendez R) Outdoor Water Efficiency Act of 2015: personal income tax

credits: outdoor water efficiency.

Current Text: Amended: 7/15/2015 ot
Status: 7/16/2015-Re-referred to Com. on APPR.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 7/16/2015-A. APPR.


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=cbYgLDrNXLCKsUq9aZRzX3KBbLpfq0ntwu9NFeLAbEV546klVK0iD5s6IdnBhZ4A
http://asmdc.org/members/a80/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0301-0350/ab_349_bill_20150617_amended_sen_v96.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0301-0350/ab_349_bill_20150617_amended_sen_v96.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=4orvXt7JqD62vsOATgjtxy9nhAGo3UddpL%2f1feabEPBBwMUYTtoWq6WCkFnH7PCk
https://ad67.assemblygop.com/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0551-0600/ab_585_bill_20150715_amended_asm_v97.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0551-0600/ab_585_bill_20150715_amended_asm_v97.html
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Attachment E.2

Summary: The Personal Income Tax Law allows various credits against the
taxes imposed by that law. This bill, for taxable years beginning on or after
January 1, 2016, and before January 1, 2021, would allow a credit equal to 25%
of the amount paid or incurred by a qualified taxpayer for water-
efficiencyimprovements, as defined, on qualified real property in this state, not to
exceed $2,500 per taxable year, as specified. The bill would limit the cumulative
amount of the credit to $2,500 for each qualified real property for all taxable
years. The bill would require a qualified taxpayer to obtain and retain a
certification of the water-efficiency improvements from the appropriate regional
or local water agency after completion of the improvements and to provide a
copy of this certification to the Franchise Tax Board upon request. This bill
contains other related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 603 (Salas D) Income taxes: Every Drop Counts Tax Credit.

Current Text: Amended: 5/21/2015 s hmi

Status: 5/28/2015-Joint Rule 62(a), file notice suspended. (Page 1613.) In
committee: Held under submission.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/27/2015-A. APPR. SUSPENSE FILE

Summary: The Personal Income Tax Law and the Corporation Tax Law
authorize various credits against the taxes imposed by those laws. This bill, under
both laws, for taxable years beginning on and after January 1, 2016, and before
January 1, 2021, or an earlier date in the event of a specified occurrence, would
allow a credit to a taxpayer participating in a lawn replacement rebate program,
as defined, in an amount equal to 25% of the costs paid or incurred by the
taxpayer to replace conventional lawn on the qualified taxpayer's property during
that taxable year, not to exceed $1,500, as specified. The bill would make
findings and declarations in this regard. This bill contains other related
provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 606 (Levine D) Water conservation.

Current Text: Amended: 5/12/2015 e hemi

Status: 7/6/2015-In committee: Hearing postponed by committee.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 6/29/2015-S. APPR.

Calendar: 8/17/2015 10 a.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room
(4203) SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, LARA, Chair


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=E12W3VIPu0cYVCPxZpDMrrxnyB2Lbre8j4%2f0bYyCjkiODPxpgD4eKmh2%2fG8c9mB3
http://asmdc.org/members/a32/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0601-0650/ab_603_bill_20150521_amended_asm_v98.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0601-0650/ab_603_bill_20150521_amended_asm_v98.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=0Ez9hARc0bi7AL7%2bde4SXfyH257vRl%2bdmzBlRj0mO9od56GJhG7llJjqcwMkvkHP
http://asmdc.org/members/a10/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0601-0650/ab_606_bill_20150512_amended_asm_v97.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0601-0650/ab_606_bill_20150512_amended_asm_v97.html

CC/ASLA

Attachment E.2

Summary: Existing law requires the Department of General Services to provide
planning, acquisition, construction, and maintenance of state buildings and
property, and maintain a statewide property inventory of all real property held by
the state. Existing law requires the department, in consultation with the State
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, and with the
concurrence of the Department of Finance, to identify each public building in the
department's state property inventory where it is feasible for that building to
reduce energy consumption and achieve energy efficiencies, as specified, and
make retrofits, as specified. This bill would, when the Department of General
Services replaces landscaping or irrigation on property or when new property is
added to the department's statewide property inventory, require the department to
reduce water consumption and increase water efficiencies for that property,
where feasible, through replacement of landscaping, irrigation timers, or spray
sprinkler heads, implementation of recycled water irrigation, or any combination
thereof. The bill also would impose similar water conservation requirements on
the Department of Transportation. This bill contains other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 750 (Low D) Business and professions: retired category: licenses.

Current Text: Amended: 4/16/2015 s nm

Status: 5/29/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5). (Last location was
APPR. on 5/28/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/29/2015-A. 2 YEAR

Summary: Existing law provides for numerous boards, bureaus, commissions, or
programs within the Department of Consumer Affairs that administer the
licensing and regulation of various businesses and professions. Existing law
authorizes any of the boards, bureaus, commissions, or programs within the
department, except as specified, to establish by regulation a system for an
inactive category of license for persons who are not actively engaged in the
practice of their profession or vocation. Under existing law, the holder of an
inactive license is prohibited from engaging in any activity for which a license is
required. Existing law defines "board" for these purposes to include, unless
expressly provided otherwise, a bureau, commission, committee, department,
division, examining committee, program, and agency. This bill would
additionally authorize any of the boards, bureaus, commissions, or programs
within the department to establish by regulation a system for a retired category of
license for persons who are not actively engaged in the practice of their
profession or vocation, and would prohibit the holder of a retired license from
engaging in any activity for which a license is required, unless regulation
specifies the criteria for a retired licensee to practice his or her profession. The
bill would authorize a board upon its own determination, and would require a
board upon receipt of a complaint from any person, to investigate the actions of


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=c6mZIb6VcVkVZDt%2blT7SGScMgikn%2bkr3sbqDr5doqj6JJyVwLVe2j4wjQqcuTqwL
http://asmdc.org/members/a28/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0701-0750/ab_750_bill_20150416_amended_asm_v97.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0701-0750/ab_750_bill_20150416_amended_asm_v97.html
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any licensee, including, among others, a person with a license that is retired or
inactive.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 988 (Stone, Mark D) Outdoor Environmental Education and Recreation Grants
Program.

Current Text: Amended: 6/30/2015 s nm

Status: 7/15/2015-From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR.
(Ayes 8. Noes 1.) (July 14). Re-referred to Com. on APPR.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 7/15/2015-S. APPR.

Calendar: 8/17/2015 10 a.m. - John L. Burton Hearing Room
(4203) SENATE APPROPRIATIONS, LARA, Chair

Summary: Existing law authorizes the expenditure of state funds for local
assistance grants to cities, counties, and districts for the acquisition and
development of various park and recreational areas and facilities. Existing law,
the State Urban Parks and Healthy Communities Act, requires the Director of
Parks and Recreation, in consultation with the State Department of Education, to
develop a competitive grant program to assist state parks, state conservancies in
existence as of January 1, 2003, urbanized and heavily urbanized local agencies,
and community-based organizations within those jurisdictions, to provide outdoor
educational opportunities to children. This bill would require the Department of
Parks and Recreation to establish, on or before March 30, 2016, an Outdoor
Environmental Education and Recreation Grants Program with the purpose of
increasing the ability of underserved and at-risk populations to participate in
outdoor recreation and educational experiences by awarding grants to public
organizations, nonprofit organizations, or both. The bill would require the
director to develop criteria, procedures, and accountability measures as may be
necessary to implement the program and to administer the program to ensure that
priority is given to underserved populations, as specified. The bill would
authorize the director to develop an advisory task force to assist in the
development of the program and would require the director to give priority
funding to outdoor environmental education and recreation programs that have
specified attributes. This bill contains other related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 1128 (Jones-Sawyer D) Water conservation.
Current Text: Introduced: 2/27/2015 et timi

Status: 5/15/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(3). (Last location was
PRINT on 2/27/2015)



http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=iE4apx%2bmmbXmzm5btyY39PO%2fLU8vd6JyvbEeZ%2fqBZOb8kIIKkyKw3xV%2bPfZAFLXq
http://asmdc.org/members/a29/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0951-1000/ab_988_bill_20150630_amended_sen_v96.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_0951-1000/ab_988_bill_20150630_amended_sen_v96.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=wGT1EWRkdPABV2uM5zeGbf4bXBKwr6AaauNlBmlifxYZ87X0Oj%2bczcT%2byKFajssE
http://asmdc.org/members/a59/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1101-1150/ab_1128_bill_20150227_introduced.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1101-1150/ab_1128_bill_20150227_introduced.html
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Attachment E.2

Is Urgency: N

Location: 5/15/2015-A. 2 YEAR

Summary: Existing law declares the intent of the Legislature to, among other
things, promote urban water conservation standards that are consistent with the
California Urban Water Conservation Council's adopted best management

practices and specified requirements for demand management. This bill would
make nonsubstantive changes to these findings and declarations.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 1139 (Campos D) Personal income taxes: credit: turf removal.

Current Text: Amended: 3/26/2015 s hmi

Status: 5/4/2015-In committee: Set, first hearing. Hearing canceled at the request
of author.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 4/6/2015-A. REV. & TAX

Summary: The Personal Income Tax Law allows various credits against the
taxes imposed by that law. This bill would, for taxable years beginning on and
after January 1, 2015, allow a credit to a taxpayer participating in a lawn
replacement program, as defined, in an amount equal to $2 per square foot of
conventional lawn removed from the taxpayer’s property, up to $50,000 per
taxable year, as provided. The bill would make findings and declarations in this
regard. This bill contains other related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 1164 (Gatto D) Water conservation: drought tolerant landscaping.

Current Text: Amended: 7/16/2015 s hmi

Status: 7/16/2015-Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on
APPR.

Is Urgency: Y
Location: 7/16/2015-S. APPR.

Summary: Existing law generally authorizes every city and county, including a
charter city, in this state to make and enforce within its limits all local, police,
sanitary, and other ordinances and regulations that are not in conflict with general
laws. This bill would prohibit a city, including a charter city, county, and city and
county, from enacting or enforcing any ordinance or regulation that prohibits the
installation of synthetic grass or artificial turf on residential property, as specified
. The bill would additionally state that this is an issue of statewide concern. This
bill contains other related provisions.


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=J%2bs96FcVb5ETEyY9MSrnGVcjfeCsczLm2pXqY7A0TVXkQFZr4%2fqxtgg6x%2bVrk%2bXO
http://asmdc.org/members/a27/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1101-1150/ab_1139_bill_20150326_amended_asm_v98.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1101-1150/ab_1139_bill_20150326_amended_asm_v98.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=9z9PMFOXzzvDbXKyaI3SD5Ol8Y6yzrVYhrzrH1w3ZHArfcP7FaApDAkVSkG5E5Pf
http://asmdc.org/members/a43/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1151-1200/ab_1164_bill_20150716_amended_sen_v94.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1151-1200/ab_1164_bill_20150716_amended_sen_v94.html
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Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

AB 1362 (Gordon D) Local government: assessments, fees, and charges: stormwater
definition.

Current Text: Introduced:; 2/27/2015 i nm

Status: 5/15/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(3). (Last location was
L. GOV. on 3/23/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/15/2015-A. 2 YEAR

Summary: Articles X111 C and XII1 D of the California Constitution generally
require that assessments, fees, and charges be submitted to property owners for
approval or rejection after the provision of written notice and the holding of a
public hearing. Existing law, the Proposition 218 Omnibus Implementation Act
(hereafter the Act), prescribes specific procedures and parameters for local
jurisdictions to comply with Articles X111 C and X1l D of the California
Constitution and defines various terms for these purposes. This bill would define
"stormwater" for purposes of the act to mean any system of public improvements
or service intended to provide for the quality, conservation, control, or
conveyance of waters that land on or drain across the natural or man-made
landscape. This bill contains other related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

SB8 (Hertzberg D) Taxation.
Current Text: Amended: 2/10/2015 st hmi

Status: 5/15/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(3). (Last location was
G. & F. on 2/19/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/15/2015-S. 2 YEAR

Summary: The Sales and Use Tax Law imposes a tax on retailers measured by
the gross receipts from the sale of tangible personal property sold at retail in this
state, or on the storage, use, or other consumption in this state of tangible
personal property purchased from a retailer for storage, use, or other consumption
in this state. The Personal Income Tax Law imposes taxes on personal taxable
income at specified rates, and the Corporation Tax Law imposes taxes upon, or
measured by, corporate income. This bill would state legislative findings
regarding the Upward Mobility Act, key provisions of which would expand the
application of the Sales and Use Tax law by imposing a tax on specified services,
would enhance the state's business climate , would incentivize entrepreneurship
and business creation by evaluating the corporate tax, and would examine the
impacts of a lower and simpler personal income tax. This bill contains other


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=Y9fgz1Q6XPGz%2f1PM6eK0iVq3dcoh%2fQGAyACbLXsN2q0S6FQgwbF6igzm6BnPLnet
http://asmdc.org/members/a24/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1351-1400/ab_1362_bill_20150227_introduced.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/asm/ab_1351-1400/ab_1362_bill_20150227_introduced.html
http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=9Wo0rBhrWl5Xb6R13QR3bb7ODfyXs%2bOjEyvgBSCOmwYHQFlsj1SDDi7w9WI6vRaF
http://sd18.senate.ca.gov/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/sen/sb_0001-0050/sb_8_bill_20150210_amended_sen_v98.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/sen/sb_0001-0050/sb_8_bill_20150210_amended_sen_v98.html
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related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/IASLA OPPOSE
Notes 1: CALTAX Itr. 4/22/15

(Hill D) Environmental health: synthetic turf.

SB 209

Current Text: Amended: 3/25/2015 s hmi

Status: 5/29/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5). (Last location was
APPR. on 5/28/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/29/2015-S. 2 YEAR

Summary: Existing law regulates certain behavior related to recreational
activities and public safety, including, among other things, playgrounds and
wooden playground equipment. This bill would require the Office of
Environmental Health Hazard Assessment, by July 1, 2017, in consultation with
the Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery, the State Department of
Public Health, and the Department of Toxic Substances Control, to prepare and
provide to the Legislature and post on the office's Internet Web site a study
analyzing synthetic turf, as defined, for potential adverse health impacts. The bill
would require the study to include certain information, including a hazard
analysis of exposure to the chemicals that may be found in synthetic turf, as
provided. The bill would prohibit a public or private school or local government,
until January 1, 2018, from installing, or contracting for the installation of, a new
field or playground surface made from synthetic turf within the boundaries of a
public or private school or public recreational park, unless 3 specified conditions
are met, including that the public or private school or local government has
obtained at least one estimate from a company that does not use crumb rubber in
its turf field and playground products, as provided . This bill contains other
related provisions and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

(Pavley D) Surface mining: inspections: financial assurances: reclamation

plans.
Current Text: Amended: 7/16/2015 oo hmi

Status: 7/16/2015-Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on
APPR.

Is Urgency: N
Location: 7/16/2015-A. APPR.

Summary: Existing law establishes the Office of Mine Reclamation within the
Department of Conservation. Existing law requires the State Mining and Geology

9


http://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publishbillinfo.aspx?bi=SAfSRzTy8C4yB3ucs3cyCwV3alWaRIwsOtP9HCM3o0Iqz1Akkk1chNx3bShB%2b%2bbU
http://sd13.senate.ca.gov/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/15-16/bill/sen/sb_0001-0050/sb_47_bill_20150325_amended_sen_v98.pdf
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Board to impose, by regulation, an annual reporting fee on the operators of all
active and idle mining operations. Existing law requires the maximum amount of
the annual fee imposed on each mining operation to not exceed $4,000. Existing
law limits the maximum amount of the total revenue generated from the reporting
fee to no more than $3,500,000, as specified. This bill would instead establish the
Division of Mines within the department under the direction of the Supervisor of
Mines and Reclamation. The bill also would raise the maximum amount of the
annual reporting fee to $10,000 per mining operation, except as specified. The
bill would raise the maximum amount of the total revenue generated from the
reporting fee to $8,000,000, as specified. This bill contains other related
provisions and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group

CC/ASLA OPPOSE
unless
amended

(De Leon D) The Safe Neighborhood Parks, Rivers, and Coastal Protection

SB 467

Bond Act of 2016.
Current Text: Amended: 5/5/2015 s hmi

Status: 5/28/2015-From committee: Do pass. (Ayes 5. Noes 1. Page 1151.) (May
28). Read second time. Ordered to third reading.

Is Urgency: Y

Location: 5/28/2015-S. THIRD READING

Summary: Under existing law, various measures have been approved by the
voters to provide funds for park, river, and coastal protections and programs. This
bill would enact the Safe Neighborhood Parks, Rivers, and Coastal Protection
Bond Act of 2016, which, if adopted by the voters at the November 8, 2016,
statewide general election, would authorize the issuance of bonds in the total
amount of $2,450,000,000 pursuant to the State General Obligation Bond Law to
finance a safe neighborhood parks, rivers, and coastal protection program. This
bill contains other related provisions.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA SUPPORT

(Hill D) Professions and vocations.

Current Text: Amended: 7/1/2015 ot b

Status: 7/15/2015-July 15 set for first hearing. Placed on APPR. suspense file.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 7/15/2015-A. APPR. SUSPENSE FILE

Summary: Existing law provides for the licensure and regulation of various
professions and vocations by boards, bureaus, commissions, divisions, and other

10
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agencies within the Department of Consumer Affairs. Existing law authorizes the
department to levy a pro rata share of the department's administrative expenses
against any of these constituent agencies at the discretion of the Director of
Consumer Affairs and with the approval of the Department of Finance. This bill
would eliminate the requirement that the levy described above be at the discretion
of the Director of Consumer Affairs and with the approval of the Department of
Finance, and would instead require the levy to be approved by the Legislature.
This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

(Wolk D) Water conservation.

SB 760

Current Text: Introduced: 2/26/2015 it nmi

Status: 5/29/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5). (Last location was
APPR. on 5/28/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/29/2015-S. 2 YEAR

Summary: Existing law requires the Department of General Services to provide
planning, acquisition, construction, and maintenance of state buildings and
property. Existing law requires the department, in consultation with the State
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission, and with the
concurrence of the Department of Finance, to identify each public building in the
department's state property inventory where it is feasible for that building to
reduce energy consumption and achieve energy efficiencies, as specified, and to
retrofit those buildings, as specified. This bill would require the Department of
General Services to identify each public property in the department's state
property inventory where it is feasible for water consumption to be reduced and
water efficiencies to be achieved through implementation of the relevant
recommendations made in the model water efficient landscape ordinance and
would require the department to implement the relevant recommendations where
feasible, except as specified. This bill contains other existing laws.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

(Mendoza D) Distressed watershed: urban greening.

Current Text: Amended: 5/11/2015 s hmi

Status: 5/29/2015-Failed Deadline pursuant to Rule 61(a)(5). (Last location was
APPR. on 5/28/2015)

Is Urgency: N
Location: 5/29/2015-S. 2 YEAR
Summary: The Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Act of
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2014, approved by the voters as Proposition 1 at the November 4, 2014, statewide
general election, authorizes the issuance of general obligation bonds in the
amount of $7,545,000,000 to finance a water quality, supply, and infrastructure
improvement program. Proposition 1 makes available $100,000,000 of the bond
proceeds, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for projects to protect and
enhance an urban creek and its tributaries that meets certain requirements. This
bill would require a public agency receiving an appropriation from the
$100,000,000 to give priority to projects that are located in, or directly adjacent
to, a disadvantaged community within a distressed watershed and that may also
provide greenspace or other venues for physical activities.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA SUPPORT

(Wieckowski D) Sale of water by local public entities: excise tax.

Total Measures: 22

Current Text: Amended: 6/8/2015 st

Status: 7/1/2015-July 1 hearing: Heard for testimony only.
Is Urgency: N

Location: 7/2/2015-A. L. GOV.

Summary: The California Constitution prohibits the Legislature from imposing
taxes for local purposes, but allows the Legislature to authorize local
governments to impose them. This bill would authorize a local public entity that
supplies water at retail or wholesale for the benefit of persons within the service
area or area of jurisdiction of that public entity to impose, by ordinance, an excise
tax on an excessive user of water, at a rate not to exceed 300% of the purchase
price of the water, if the ordinance proposing the tax is approved by 2/3 of the
electors voting on the measure and the revenue from the tax is equally distributed
between the public entity and the State Water Resources Control Board for water
conservation efforts within the jurisdiction of the public entity.

Organization Position Priority Assigned  Subject Group
CC/ASLA WATCH

Total Tracking Forms: 22
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Attachment E.3 -

CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD

PUBLIC PROTECTION THROUGH EXAMINATION, LICENSURE, AND REGULATION

Edmuggv(éérﬁ)rgwn]r. NOTICE OF BOARD MEETING
MODIFIED

June 10, 2015 (Webcast)
10:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

University of San Diego* - Mother Rosalie Hill Hall, Room 135
5998 Alcala Park - San Diego, CA 92110
(619) 260-4600 (Main Campus) or (916) 575-7202 (Board)

The California Architects Board will hold a Board meeting, as noted above.
Action may be taken on any item on the agenda. The time and order of agenda
items are subject to change at the discretion of the Board President and may be
taken out of order. The meeting will be adjourned upon completion of the
agenda, which may be at a time earlier or later than posted in this notice. In
accordance with the Bagley-Keene Open Meeting Act, all meetings of the Board
are open to the public. The Board plans to webcast this meeting on its website at
www.cab.ca.gov. Webcast availability cannot, however, be guaranteed due to
limited resources. The meeting will not be cancelled if webcast is not available.
If you wish to participate or to have a guaranteed opportunity to observe, please
plan to attend at a physical location. Adjournment, if it is the only item that
occurs after a closed session, may not be webcast.

The meeting is accessible to the physically disabled. A person who needs a
disability-related accommodation or modification in order to participate in the
meeting may make a request by contacting Annamarie Fernandez at

(916) 575-7202, emailing annamarie.fernandez@dca.ca.gov, or sending a written
request to the Board at the address below. Providing your request at least five
business days before the meeting will help to ensure availability of the requested
accommodation.

Agenda
A. Call to Order — Roll Call — Establishment of a Quorum
B. President’s Remarks
2420 DEL PASO ROAD, C. Public Comment Session for Items Not on Agenda
22&1;05;0 D. Approve March 12, 2015 Board Meeting Minutes
CA 95834
et
55&5’?3:352533 (Continued)

* This meeting is being hosted by USD’s Department of Art, Architecture + Art History


http://www.cab.ca.gov/about_us/board_and_committee_meetings/live_webcast.shtml
mailto:annamarie.fernandez@dca.ca.gov
http:www.cab.ca.gov

. Executive Officer’s Report
1. Update on May 2015 Monthly Report
2. Budget Update
3. Update on 2014 Sunset Review for California Architects Board and Landscape Architects
Technical Committee and Ratification of Responses to Background Papers
4. Update and Possible Action on Legislation Regarding:
a. Assembly Bill (AB) 177 (Bonilla) [Authority: Extension]
b. AB 507 (Olsen) [BreEZe]
c. Senate Bill 704 (Gaines) [Conflict of Interest]
5. Board Member Liaison Reports on Assigned Organizations and Schools and Possible Action

. National Council of Architectural Registration Boards (NCARB)

1. Review of 2015 NCARB Annual Meeting Agenda, Policies, and Procedures

2. Review and Approve Recommended Positions on 2015 Resolutions and Candidates for
Office

3. Update and Possible Action on NCARB’s Actions Related to Accelerated Path to
Architectural Licensure

. Discuss and Possible Action on Amending Board’s Additional Path to Licensure Supporting
Position Statement

. Review and Approve Modified Text Regarding Proposed Amendments to California Code of
Regulations (CCR), Title 16, Section 120 (Re-Examination) as it Relates to Referenced Edition
of Architect Registration Examination Guidelines

Review and Approve 2015/16 Intra-Agency Contract Agreement with Office of Professional
Examination Services for California Supplemental Examination Development

Regulatory and Enforcement Committee (REC) Report

1. Update on REC April 29, 2015 Meeting

2. Discuss and Possible Action on Recommendation Regarding 2015-2016 Strategic Plan
Objective to Monitor NCARB Action on Title for Interns to Ensure Appropriate Consumer
Protection

. Review and Approve Proposed Regulations to Amend CCR, Title 16, Section 154 (Disciplinary
Guidelines) as it Relates to Reference of Proposed Revised Disciplinary Guidelines

. Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) Report
1. Update on LATC May 13, 2015 Meeting
2. Review and Approve Draft 2015-2016 Strategic Plan

. Closed Session — Pursuant to Government Code Sections 11126(a)(1), (c)(1) and (c)(3)
1. Review and Approve March 12, 2015 Closed Session Minutes

2. Consider Proposed Enforcement Decisions and Stipulations

3. Conduct Annual Evaluation of Executive Officer

(Continued)



N. Review of Schedule

O. Adjournment

Government Code section 11125.7 provides the opportunity for the public to address each agenda item during
discussion or consideration by the Board prior to the Board taking any action on said item. Members of the
public will be provided appropriate opportunities to comment on any issue before the Board, but the Board
President may, at his or her discretion, apportion available time among those who wish to speak. Individuals
may appear before the Board to discuss items not on the agenda; however, the Board can neither discuss nor
take official action on these items at the time of the same meeting [Government Code sections 11125 and
11125.7(a)].

Protection of the public shall be the highest priority for the Board in exercising its licensing, regulatory, and
disciplinary functions. Whenever the protection of the public is inconsistent with other interests sought to be
promoted, the protection of the public shall be paramount. (Business and Professions Code section 5510.15)



Agenda Item F

UPDATE ON BREEZE ENTERPRISE SYSTEM BY DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER
AFFAIRS

The Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA) has been working with Accenture, LLP to design,
configure, and implement an integrated, enterprise-wide enforcement case management and
licensing system called BreEZe. This system supports DCA’s highest priority initiatives of job
creation and consumer protection by replacing aging legacy business systems with an industry-
proven software solution that utilizes current technologies to facilitate increased efficiencies for
DCA board and bureau licensing and enforcement programs. More specifically, BreEZe
supports applicant tracking, licensing, license renewal, enforcement, monitoring, cashiering, and
data management capabilities. Additionally, the system is web-based which allows the public to
file complaints and search licensee information and complaint status via the Internet. It also
allows applicants and licensees to submit applications, license renewals, and make payments
online.

BreEZe is being deployed department-wide via three separate releases. On October 8, 2013, the
BreEZe system went live for Release 1 boards and bureaus for certain services. Release 1 boards
and bureaus were given the option to stagger in the new system services based on their individual
business process considerations; this option is being provided to all boards and bureaus, allowing
them to choose when specific services go online. Release 2 and 3 boards and bureaus will
continue to utilize the legacy business systems until their respective release dates December
2015 and TBA, respectively. The Landscape Architects Technical Committee and the California
Architects Board are scheduled for Release 3.

In January 2015, DCA requested a contract amendment for the BreEZe project, which was
considered by the Department of Finance (DOF) and the Joint Legislative Budget Committee.
On March 24, 2015, DCA was notified by the Legislature that it may proceed with the BreEZe
contract amendments. The State Auditor recommended that DCA conduct a cost-benefit analysis
for Release 3 boards and bureaus after Release 2 is completed. Absent any contrary finding in
that analysis, DCA plans to bring the remaining boards and bureaus into BreEZe, but likely will
do so in smaller groups.

According to DCA, after all three releases are completed, BreEZe will be the largest online
enterprise licensing and enforcement solution in the world, bringing with it improved access to
DCA board and bureau services, greater ease of use for stakeholders, and improved internal
functionality that will greatly enhance licensing and enforcement efficiencies.

At today’s meeting, a representative from the BreEZe Project will provide additional information
and an update on the status of the project.
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Agenda Item G
ELECTION OF LATC OFFICERS

Members of the Landscape Architects Technical Committee will nominate and elect a Chair and
Vice Chair for fiscal year 2015/16 at today’s meeting.

LATC Meeting August 6, 2015 Sacramento, CA



Agenda Item H

ENFORCEMENT

1. Annual Enforcement Statistics

2. Update on Interpretations Used for the Terminology in Business and Professions Code (BPC)
Section 5641 (Chapter Exceptions, Exemptions)

3. Review and Approve Proposed Regulations to Amend California Code of Regulations (CCR),
Title 16, Section 2680 (Disciplinary Guidelines) as it Relates to Reference of Revised
Disciplinary Guidelines

LATC Meeting August 6, 2015 Sacramento, CA



Agenda Item H.1
ANNUAL ENFORCEMENT STATISTICS

A 10-year history of enforcement data spanning between fiscal year (FY) 04/05 and 14/15 is
provided in the attached Enforcement Statistics by Fiscal Year chart. Additional data comparison
charts are attached for FY 12/13 through 14/15.

Attachments:

1. Enforcement Statistics by Fiscal Year
2. LATC Enforcement Statistics Graphs
3. Age of Closed Cases
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LATC Enforcement Statistics by Fiscal Year

Attachment H.1.1

Enforcement Data 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15
Complaints Received (Source) Total: 15| Total: 33 | Total: 26 | Total: 30 | Total: 88 | Total: 30 | Total: 28 | Total: 27 | Total: 32 | Total: 23
Public 6 13 8 9 16 10 5 4 6 7
Licensee/Prof. Groups 1 2 2 0 12 4 14 10 12 8
Governmental Agencies 5 14 11 11 15 3 0 3 3 5
Other 3 4 5 10 45 13 9 10 11 3
Complaints Filed (By Type) Total: 15| Total: 33 | Total: 26 | Total: 30 | Total: 88 | Total: 30 | Total: 28 | Total: 27 | Total: 32 | Total: 23
Competence/Negligence 2 1 2 3 12 4 5 6 1 2
Unprofessional Conduct 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
Fraud 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Health & Safety 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Unlicensed Activity 2 22 22 26 75 24 22 21 24 17
Personal Conduct 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Other 11 10 1 1 0 1 1 0 6 2
Complaints Closed Total: 16 | Total: 23 | Total: 29 | Total: 29 | Total: 46 | Total: 64 | Total: 59 | Total: 23 | Total: 41 | Total: 26
Investigations Commenced Total: 15| Total: 33 | Total: 26 | Total: 30 | Total: 88 | Total: 30 | Total: 28 | Total: 27 | Total: 32 | Total: 23
Compliance Actions Total: 11 Total: 8 | Total: 17 | Total: 12 | Total: 29 | Total: 37 | Total: 29 | Total: 23 | Total: 38 | Total: 25
Citations and Fines 7 3 10 3 4 3 1 1 4 0
Public Letter of Reprimand 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cease & Desist/Warning 4 5 7 9 25 34 28 22 34 25
Referred for Criminal Action Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0
Referred to AG’s Office Total: 1 Total: 0 Total: 1 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 1 Total: 2 Total: 1 Total: 4 Total: 2
Accusations Filed 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
Accusations Withdrawn 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
Accusations Dismissed 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Citations Appealed 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 3 0
Disciplinary Actions Total: 1 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0
Revocation 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Voluntary Surrender 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Suspension Only 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Probation with Susp. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Probation 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Probation Violations Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0

Note: Compliance Actions resulting in Cease & Desist/Warning for fiscal years 2010/11, 2011/12, and 2012/13 were against unlicensed individuals. Prior fiscal years for this category were not tabulated for this report and
may include unlicensed and licensed individuals.
Revised 7/14/15



Attachment H.1.2

LATC Enforcement Statistics Graphs
Fiscal Years 12/13 Through 14/15

Average Days to Complete Investigation
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LATC Enforcement Statistics by Fiscal Year
Fiscal Years 12/13 Through 14/15

Age of Closed Cases

Attachment H.1.3
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Agenda Item H.2

UPDATE ON INTERPRETATIONS USED FOR THE TERMINOLOGY IN BUSINESS
AND PROFESSIONS CODE SECTION 5641 (CHAPTER EXCEPTIONS, EXEMPTIONS)

During its 2012/13 Strategic Planning session, the Landscape Architects Technical Committee
(LATC) appointed an Exceptions and Exemptions Task Force charged with determining how LATC
can ensure clarity on Business and Professions Code section (BPC) 5641 (Chapter Exceptions,
Exemptions), and ensure that these provisions protect the public. The Task Force concluded with a
meeting on July 23, 2013.

At this meeting, a Legal Opinion was provided by Don Chang. After presentation of the Legal
Opinion and further discussion, the Task Force approved a motion that BPC 5641 is sufficiently
clear and does not need modification. The Task Force also agreed that the public would benefit
from having further interpretation and specificity regarding terminology used within the section.
The Task Force approved a motion to recommend to LATC that it consider providing further
interpretation and specificity regarding the terminology used in BPC 5641.

At its August 20, 2013 meeting, LATC directed staff to 1) maintain a record of any interpretations
used for the terminology of BPC 5641, 2) identify any problematic areas; and 3) provide a summary
of any interpretations of BPC 5641 made during investigation and review of enforcement cases.

Staff will provide an update during today’s meeting.
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Agenda Item H.3
REVIEW AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON UPDATES TO DISCIPLINARY GUIDELINES

The Landscape Architects Technical Committee’s (LATC) current Strategic Plan tasked the LATC
to collaborate with the California Architects Board (Board) to review and update its Disciplinary
Guidelines. The LATC’s Disciplinary Guidelines were last updated in 2000.

The Board’s 2013 and 2014 Strategic Plans directed its Regulatory and Enforcement Committee
(REC) to review and update the Board’s Disciplinary Guidelines. To this end, Board staff consulted
with its legal counsel and Deputy Attorney General (DAG) liaison and reviewed the Disciplinary
Guidelines for both the Board for Professional Engineers, Land Surveyors, and Geologists and the
Contractors State License Board to determine if changes were needed to the Board’s Disciplinary
Guidelines. As a result, staff and legal counsel recommended revisions which were approved by the
Board at its December 10, 2014 meeting.

LATC staff worked in conjunction with the Board on the Disciplinary Guidelines and incorporated
edits approved by the Board that were applicable to the LATC. The revised LATC Disciplinary
Guidelines were approved at the LATC’s February 10, 2015 meeting. Following the approval, and
upon the appointment of a new Deputy Attorney General (DAG) Liaison, staff requested that he
review the Disciplinary Guidelines and provide any recommendations.

Based upon his review, he suggested the following changes to the Guidelines:

1. Revision and addition to Factors to be Considered (page 2). The DAG opined that the
factors were more restrictive than those for the Board. He felt they should account for
respondent’s cooperation and remorse.

2. Increase the number of days of suspension for Gross Incompetence [Business and
Professions Code (BPC) section 5672] (page 5). The DAG noted that the penalty for gross
incompetence should be harsher than for incompetence [California Code of Regulations
section 2670(a)].

3. Add BPC section 490 (page 6). Allows the Board to deny an applicant or discipline a
licensee for a misdemeanor conviction of a crime substantially related to the qualifications,
functions, or duties of the business or profession for which the license was issued.

The attached draft of the LATC’s Disciplinary Guidelines show all of the tracked changes
previously reviewed and approved by the LATC at its February 10, 2015 meeting and the additional
revisions suggested by the DAG highlighted in yellow.

A regulatory change to update CCR section 2680 will also be necessary as this section incorporates
by reference the latest edition of the Guidelines. Attached is a draft of the Proposed Regulatory
Language to amend CCR 2680, the Notice of Proposed changes in the Regulations, and the Initial
Statement of Reasons.

The LATC is asked to discuss and consider approving the recommended revisions to its

Disciplinary Guidelines and authorize staff to proceed with a regulatory change proposal to amend
CCR section 2680 to incorporate by reference the revised edition of the Disciplinary Guidelines.
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ATTACHMENT:

1. LATC’s Draft Disciplinary Guidelines with Recommended Revisions
2. Notice of Proposed Changes in the Regulations

3. Initial Statement of Reasons

4. Proposed Regulatory Language CCR Section 2620
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California Architects Board
Landscape Architects Technical Committee

DISCIPLINARY GUIDELINES

l. INTRODUCTION

To establish consistency in disciplinary penalties for similar offenses on a statewide basis, the California
Architects Board (BoardEAB), Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) has adopted these
uniform disciplinary guidelines for particular violations. This document, designed for use by
Administrative Law Judges, attorneys, landscape architects, others involved in the disciplinary process, and
ultimately the BoardEAB, shall be revised from time to time and will be distributed to interested parties
upon request.

These guidelines include general factors to be considered, probationary terms, and guidelines for specific
offenses. The guidelines for specific offenses are referenced to the statutory and regulatory provisions.

For purposes of this document, terms and conditions of probation are divided into two general categories:
(1) Standard Conditions are those conditions of probation which will generally appear in all cases
involving probation as a standard term and condition; and

(2) Optional Conditions are those conditions which address the specific circumstances of the case and
require discretion to be exercised depending on the nature and circumstances of a particular case.

The Board recognizes that these recommended penalties and conditions of probation are merely guidelines
and that mitigating or aggravating circumstances and other factors may necessitate deviations, as discussed
herein. If there are deviations from the guidelines, the Board would request that the Administrative Law
Judge hearing the matter include an explanation in the Proposed Decision so that the circumstances can be
better understood and evaluated by the Board upon review of the Proposed Decision and before final action
is taken.

Additional copies of this document may be obtained by contacting the LATCBeard at its office in
Sacramento, California. There may be a charge assessed sufficient to cover the cost of production and
distribution of copies.

II.  GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS
The Board requests that Proposed Decisions following administrative hearings include the following:

Specific code sections violated with their definitions.

Clear description of the violation.

Respondent’s explanation of the violation if he/she is present at the hearing.
Findings regarding aggravation, mitigation, and rehabilitation where appropriate.

When suspension or probation is ordered, the Board requests that the disciplinary order
include terms within the recommended guidelines for that offense unless the reason for
departure from the recommended terms is clearly set forth in the findings and supported by
the evidence.
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Factors to be Considered - In determining whether revocation, suspension or probation is to be imposed
in a given case, factors such as the following should be considered:

1. Nature and severity of the act(s), offense(s), or crime(s) under consideration.

. Total criminal record. Actual-or-petential-harm-to-any-consumer-chent-or-the-general-publie:
3. The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) of offense(s). Prierdisetphinary
cpeop

4. The extent to which the respondent \Ahether-the licensee has complied with any terms or
parole, probation, restitution or any other sanctions lawfully imposed against the

respondentlicensee. Number and/or variety of current violations.

5. Mitigation-evidence—If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to
Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code.

6. Rehabilitation- Eevidence- if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the respondentlicensee.

7.26—Whether or not the respondent cooperated with the Board’s investigation, other law
enforcement or regulatory agencies, and/or the injured parties.

8.21—Recognition by respondent of his or her wrongdoing and demonstration of corrective action
to prevent recurrence.

I11. DEFINITION OF PENALTIES

Revocation: Loss of a license as the result of any one or more violations of the Landscape Architects
Practice Act. Revocation of a license is permanent, unless the respondent takes affirmative action to
petition the Board for reinstatement of his/her license and demonstrates to the Board’s satisfaction that
he/she is rehabilitated.

Suspension: Invalidation of a license for a fixed period of time, not to exceed a period of one year.
Stayed Revocation: Revocation of a license, held in abeyance pending respondent’s compliance with the
terms of his/her probation.

Stayed Suspension: Suspension of a license, held in abeyance pending respondent’s compliance with the
terms of his/her probation.

Probation: A period during which a respondent’s sentence is suspended in return for respondent’s
agreement to comply with specified conditions relating to improving his/her conduct or preventing the
likelihood of a reoccurrence of the violation.

Public Reproval: A condition of probation whereby the respondent is required to appear before the Board
to review in public the violation which he/she was determined to have committed and the penalties
imposed.

Such other matters as justice may require.



IV. DISCIPLINARY GUIDELINES

The offenses are listed by statute number in the Business and Professions Code. The standard terms of
probation as stated herein shall be included for all probations. The optional conditions of probation as
stated herein are to be considered and imposed along with any other optional conditions if facts and
circumstances warrant. The number(s) in brackets listed after each condition of probation refers to the
conditions listed on pages XX - XX.

Business and Professions Code

Section 5640:

Section 5642:

Section 5666:

Section 5667:

Section 5668:

Section 5669:

Unlicensed Person Engaging in Practice - Sanctions

Appheant-Maximum: Denial of application for a license

Appheant-Minimum:  Ninety{90) days actual suspension and 5 years probation on
the following conditions:
a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

Partnership, Corporation — Unlicensed Person

Maximum: Revocation and public reproval

Minimum: Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation for-5-years-on the following conditions:
a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
b. Cost reimbursement [#12-11]

Practice in Violation of Chapter Provisions

The appropriate penalty depends on the nature of the offense.

Fraud, Misrepresentation - Obtaining License

Maximum/Minimum: Revocation

Impersonating Landscape Architect — Practice Under Assumed Name

Licensee-Maximum:  Revocation
Licensee-Minimum:  Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:
a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
b. Continuing education courses [#11-10]
c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]
d. Restitution [#1312]

Aiding, Abetting - Unlicensed Practice
Maximum: Revocation
Minimum: Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years

probation on the following conditions:
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Section 5670:

Section 5671:

Section 5672:

Section 5673:

All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
Continuing education courses [#1110]

Cost reimbursement [#1211]

Restitution [#1312]

oo oo

Fraud, Deceit in Practice

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Continuing education courses [#1110]

c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

d. Restitution [#1312]

Negligence, Willful Misconduct in Practice

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. California Supplemental Examination [#9]

c.  Written Examination [#10]

db. Continuing education courses [#1110]

ee. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

fd. Restitution [#1312]

Gross Incompetence in Practice

Maximum:
Minimum:

False Use of Signature

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation,120-96 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. California Supplemental Examination [#9]

ch. Written examination [#109]

de. Continuing education courses [#1110]

ed. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

fe. Restitution [#1312]

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Continuing education courses [#1110]

c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

d. Restitution [#1312]



Section 5675: Felony Conviction - Sanctions

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
Continuing education courses [#1110]

Cost reimbursement [#1211]

Restitution [#1312]

Criminal Probation Reports [#1413]

o 0T

Section 5675.5: Disciplinary Action by a Public Agency —Biseiphnary-Action

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. California Supplemental Examination [#916]

c.  Written Examination [#10]

db. Continuing education courses [#1110]

ee. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

fd. Restitution [#1312]

Section 5676: Plea of Nolo Contendere — Criminal Conviction - Sanctions

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-7]

be. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

ce. Criminal Probation Reports [#1413]

General Provisions of Business and Professions Code

Section 125.6: Discrimination by Licensee

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 6099 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Cost reimbursement [#1211]



Section 480 (a):  Denial of Licenses

An applicant’s application may be denied for (1) conviction of a crime_substantially
related to the qualification, functions, or duties in the practice of landscape
architecture; (2) any act involving dishonesty, fraud or deceit with the intent to
substantially benefit himself or another, or substantially injure another; (3) any act
which if done by a licensee would be grounds for suspension or revocation of license;
or (4) knowingly making a false statement of fact required to be revealed in the
application for such license.

Maximum/Minimum: Denial of license

Section 490: Conviction of Crime; Suspension, Revocation — Grounds
Maximum: Revocation
Minimum: Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years

probation on the following conditions:

a. _All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
Continuing education courses [#11]

Cost reimbursement [#12]

Restitution [#13]

Criminal Probation Reports [#14]

® 2|0 =

Section 496: Subversion of Licensing Examinations or Administration of Examinations

Maximum/Minimum: Denial or revocation of license

California Code of Regulations
Division 2, Title 16, Chapter 26

Section 2670:
Rules of Professional Conduct

(@) Competence

Maximum: Revocation
Minimum: Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and five{5)
years probation on the following conditions:
a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
b. California Supplemental Examination [#9]
c.  Written Examination [#10]
db. Continuing education courses [#1110]
ee. Cost reimbursement [#1211]
fd. Restitution [#1312]




(b)  Willful Misconduct

Maximum:

Revocation

Minimum:

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years

(cb) Full Disclosure

Maximum:
Minimum:

probation on the following conditions:

All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
California Supplemental Examination [#9]
Written Examination [#10]

Continuing education courses [#11 [#10]
Cost reimbursement [#12 [#11]

Restitution [#13 [#12]

=P e oo e

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Continuing education courses [#1110]

c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

d. Restitution [#1312]

(de) Informed Consent

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Continuing education courses [#1110]

c. Cost reimbursement [#12-11]

d. Restitution [#1312]

(ed) Conflict of Interest

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]

b. Continuing education courses [#1110]

c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]

d. Restitution [#1312]

(fe) Copyright Infringement

Maximum:
Minimum:

Revocation

Stayed revocation, 90 days actual suspension and 5 years
probation on the following conditions:

a. All standard conditions of probation [#1-#7]
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b. Continuing education courses [#1110]
c. Cost reimbursement [#1211]
d. Restitution [#1312]

Violation of Probation
Maximum Penalty -

Actual suspension; vacate stay order and reimpose penalty that was previously stayed; and/or revoke,
separately and severally, for violation of probation and/or for any additional offenses.

Minimum Penalty

Actual suspension and/or extension of probation.

The maximum penalty is appropriate for repeated similar offenses, or for probation violations indicating a
cavalier or recalcitrant attitude. If the probation violation is due in part to the commission of additional

offense(s), additional penalties shall be imposed according to the nature of the offense; and the probation
violation shall be considered as an aggravating factor in imposing a penalty for those offenses.effense(s)-

VI STANDARD CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

Standard Conditions
(to be included in all cases of probation)

1. Obey All Laws
Respondent shall obey all federal, state and local laws and regulations geverning-the-practice-of

landscape-architecture-ir-Californta and comply with all conditions of probation.

2. Submit Quarterly Reports
Respondent, within 10 days of completion of the quarter, shall submit quarterly written reports to
the Board on the Board’s & Quarterly Report of Compliance form (1/1116/98) obtained from the
Board.

3. Personal Appearances
Upon reasonable notice by the Board, the respondent shall report to and make personal appearances
at times and locations as the Board may direct.

4, Cooperate During Probation
Respondent shall cooperate fully with the Board, and with any of its agents or employees in their
supervision and investigation of his/her compliance with the terms and conditions of this probation.
Upon reasonable notice, the respondent shall provide the Board, its agents or employees, with the
opportunity to review all plans, specifications, and instruments of service prepared during the period
of probation.

5. Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-State Non-Practice



Respondent shall provide a list of all states, United States territories, and elsewhere in the world
where he or she has ever been licensed as a landscape architect or held any landscape architecture
related professional license or registration within 30 calendar days of the effective date of this
decision. Respondent shall further provide information regarding the status of each license and
registration and any changes in the license or registration status within ten calendar days, during the
term of probation. Respondent shall inform the Board if he or she applies for or obtains a landscape
architectural license or registration outside of California within ten calendar days, during the term of

probation.

In the event respondent should leave California to reside or to practice outside the State or for any
reason stop practicing landscape architecture in California, respondent shall notify the Board or its
designee in writing within ten days of the dates of departure and return, or the dates of non-practice
or the resumption of practice within California. Respondent’s probation is tolled, if and when he or
she ceases practicing in California. Non-practice is defined as any period of time exceeding thirty
days in which respondent is not engaging in any activities defined in Section 5615 of the Business
and Professions Code. Periods of temporary or permanent residency or practice outside California
or of non-practice within California will not apply to the reduction of this probationary period.
Respondent shall not be relieved of the obligation to maintain an active and current license with the
LATC. lItshall be a violation of probation for Respondent’s probation to remain tolled pursuant to
the prowsmns of thls condltlon for a perlod exceedlnq a total of flve years. Nen—praeﬂew&deﬁﬂed

All provisions of probation other than the quarterly report requirements, examination requirements,
cost reimbursements, restitution, and education requirements, shall be held in abeyance until
respondent resumes practice in California. All other provisions of probation shall recommence on

the effectlve date of resumptlon of practlce in Callfornla —Pened&eﬁempe;&we{—pe#nanem

Violation of Probation

If respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board, after giving respondent notice and
opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out the disciplinary order which was
stayed. If an accusation or a petition to revoke probation is filed against respondent during
probation_or the matter is referred to the Attorney General’s office, the Board shall have continuing
jurisdiction until the matter is final, and the period of probation shall be extended until the matter is
final.

If a respondent has not complied with any term or condition of probation, the Board shall have
continuing jurisdiction over respondent, and probation shall automatically be extended, until all
terms and conditions have been satisfied or the Board has taken other action as deemed appropriate
to treat the failure to comply as a violation of probation, to terminate probation, and to impose the
penalty that was stayed.

If respondent violates probation in any respect, the Board, after giving respondent notice and an
opportunity to be heard, may revoke probation and carry out the disciplinary order that was stayed.
Notice and opportunity to be heard are not required for those provisions stating that a violation
thereof may lead to automatic termination of the stay and/or revocation of the license. If a petition
to revoke probation or an accusation is filed against respondent during probation, the Board shall
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have continuing jurisdiction and the period of probation shall be automatically extended until the
petition to revoke probation or accusation is heard and decided.

Completion of Probation
Upon successful completion of probation, respondent’s license will be fully restored.

Vi OPTIONAL CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

Optional Conditions

Suspension

Respondent is suspended from the practice of landscape architecture for days beginning on
the effective date of the Decision.

California Supplemental Examination

109.

1211,

Within days of the effective date of this Decision, respondent shall take and pass the
California Supplemental Examination designated by the Board.

If respondent fails to pass said examination within six months, respondent shall so notify the Board
and shall cease practice until respondent takes and successfully passes said examination, has
submitted proof of same to the Board, and has been notified by the Board that he/she may resume
practice. Failure to pass the required examination no later than one year prior to the termination of
probation shall constitute a violation of probation. Respondent is responsible for all costs of such
examination.

Written Examination
Respondent shall take and pass (specified) sections of the Landscape Architect Registration
Examination (LARE).

If respondent fails to pass said examination within one year or within two attempts, respondent shall
so notify the Board and shall cease practice until respondent takes and successfully passes said
examination, has submitted proof of same to the Board, and has been notified by the Board that
he/she may resume practice. Failure to pass the required examination no later than one year100
days prior to the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of probation. Respondent is
responsible for all costs of such examination.

Continuing Education Courses

Respondent shall_successfully complete and pass professional education courses approved in
advance by the Board or its designee, directly relevant to the violation as specified by the Board.
The professional education courses shall be completed within a period of time designated by the
Board, which timeframe shall be incorporated as a condition of this probation.

Failure to satisfactorily complete the required courses as scheduled or failure to complete same no
later than one year180-days prior to the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of
probation. Respondent is responsible for submitting to the Board for its approval the specifics of
each course required by this condition and for paying all costs of such courses.

Cost Reimbursement
Respondent shall reimburse the Board $ for its investigative and prosecution costs. The
payment shall be made within days/months of the date the Board’s decision is final.
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Option: The payment shall be made as follows: (specify either prior to the resumption
of practice or in monthly or quarterly payments, the final payment being due one year before
probation is scheduled to terminate).

1312. Restitution
Within days of the effective date of this Decision, respondent shall make restitution to
in the amount of $ and shall provide the Board with proof from
attesting that the full restitution has been paid. In all cases, restitution shall be
completed _no later than one year before the termination of probation.

1413. Criminal Probation Reports
In the event of conviction of any crime, Respondent shall provide the Board with a copy of the
standard conditions of the criminal probation, copies of all criminal probation reports and the name
of his/her probation officer.

1514. Relinquish License and Wall Certificate
Respondent shall relinquish and shall forward or deliver the license to practice and the wall
certificate to the Board within 10 days of the effective date of this decision and order.

1615. Notification to Clients/Cessation of Practice
In orders which provide for a cessation or suspension of practice, respondent shall comply with
procedures provided by the Board regarding notification to, and management of, clients.

VII. REHABILITATION CRITERIA

California Code of Regulations, Title 16, Division 26, Section 2656, Criteria for Rehabilitation states:

(@ When considering the denial of a landscape architect’s license under Section 480 of the Business
and Professions Code, the board, in evaluating the rehabilitation of the applicant and his present
eligibility for a license will consider the following criteria:

(1) The nature and severity of the act(s) or crime(s) under consideration as grounds for denial.

(2) Evidence of any act(s) committed subsequent to the act(s) or crime(s) under consideration as grounds
for denial which also could be considered as grounds for denial under Section 480 of the Business
and Professions Code.

(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or crime(s) referred to in subdivision (1) or
(2).

(4) The extent to which the applicant has complied with any terms of parole, probation, restitution, or any
other sanctions lawfully imposed against the applicant.

(5) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the applicant.

(b) When considering the suspension or revocation of the license of a landscape architect on the grounds that
the person licensed has been convicted of a crime, the board, in evaluating the rehabilitation of such
person and his present eligibility for a license, will consider the following criteria:

(1) Nature and severity of the act(s) or offense(s).
(2) Total criminal record.
(3) The time that has elapsed since commission of the act(s) or offense(s).
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(4) Whether the licensee has complied with any terms of parole, probation, restitution or any other
sanctions lawfully imposed against the licensee.

(5) If applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section 1203.4 of the Penal Code.
(6) Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the licensee.
(c) When considering a petition for reinstatement of the license of a landscape architect, the board shall

evaluate evidence of rehabilitation submitted by the petitioner, considering those criteria specified in
subsection (b).
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TITLE 16. LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
NOTICE OF PROPOSED CHANGES IN THE REGULATIONS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the California Architects Board (Board),
Landscape Architects Committee (LATC, is proposing to take the action described in
the Informative Digest. Any person interested may present statements or arguments
relevant to the action proposed at a hearing to be held at the office of the California
Architects Board, 2420 Del Paso Road, Sequoia Room, Sacramento, California, at 2:00
p.m. on TBD. Written comments, including those sent by mail, facsimile, or e-mail to
the addresses listed under Contact Person in this Notice, must be received by the
Board at its office not later than 5:00 p.m. on TBD or must be received by the Board at
the hearing. The Board, upon its own motion or at the instance of any interested party,
may thereafter adopt the proposals substantially as described below or may modify
such proposals if such modifications are sufficiently related to the original text. With the
exception of technical or grammatical changes, the full text of any modified proposal will
be available for 15 days prior to its adoption from the person designated in this Notice
as contact person and will be mailed to those persons who submit written or oral
testimony related to this proposal or who have requested notification of any changes to
the proposal.

Authority and Reference: Pursuant to the authority vested by sections 5622,5630, and
5662 of the Business and Professions Code (BPC), and section 11425.50(e) of the
Government Code, and to implement, interpret or make specific sections 125.3, 125.6,
480(a), 496, 5640, 5642, 5660, 5662, 5666, 5667, 5668, 5669, 5670, 5671, 5672, 5673,
5675, 5675.5 and 5676 of the BPC, and sections 114500.20 and 11425.50(e) of the
Government Code (GC), the Board is considering changes to Division 26 of Title 16 of
the California Code of Regulations (CCR) as follows:

INFORMATIVE DIGEST

A. Informative Digest

Amend Title 16 CCR Section 2680 — Disciplinary Guidelines

Existing law, California GC section 11425.50(e), provides that a penalty may not
be based on a guideline, criterion, bulletin, manual, instruction, order, standard of
general application, or other rule unless it has been adopted as a regulation in
accordance with the Administrative Procedure Act.

BPC section 5630 authorizes the Board to adopt, amend, modify, or repeal rules
and regulations as are reasonably necessary to carry into effect the provisions of
the Landscape Architects Practice Act. BPC section 5660 authorizes the Board
to discipline a license.



BPC section 5620 declares that the duties, powers, purposes, responsibilities,
and jurisdiction of the California State Board of Landscape Architects that were
succeeded to and vested with the Department of Consumer Affairs in accordance
with Chapter 908 of the Statutes of 1994, were transferred to the California
Architects Board.

Section 5620.1 declares that the LATC’s mandate is protection of the public
health, safety, and welfare.

The LATC'’s Disciplinary Guidelines were developed to establish consistency and
transparency in disciplinary penalties for similar offenses on a statewide basis,
and include general factors to be considered, probationary terms, and
recommended penalty guidelines for specific violations of the laws and
regulations within its jurisdiction. The Disciplinary Guidelines are used as a
guide to impose the most appropriate penalty for violations of the laws and
regulations governing the landscape architectural practice in administrative
disciplinary actions, and are intended to assist Administrative Law Judges,
attorneys, licensees, and others involved in the Board’s disciplinary process.

The Board last revised the Disciplinary Guidelines in 2000 and CCR section 2680
was subsequently amended in 2000 to incorporate by reference the 2000 edition
of the guidelines.

The Board recently revised the Disciplinary Guidelines in XXXX by adding
recommended penalties for violations of an additional statute and a recently
adopted regulation within its jurisdiction, amending the probationary terms and
general factors to be considered, and making technical changes to clarify existing
language.

Consequently, the reference date in CCR section 2680 needs to be amended to
reflect the appropriate edition of the Disciplinary Guidelines, as it currently
references a previous edition of the Disciplinary Guidelines.

The following describes the basis for the revisions made to the 2000 edition of
the Disciplinary Guidelines:

1. Add a Table of Contents.

2. The “CAB” acronym for California Architects Board would be removed
from the Introduction and replaced with “Board.”

3. Add language advising where to obtain copies of the Disciplinary
Guidelines.

4. Under “General Considerations,” the Factors to be Considered would be
amended to replace Factor 2 “Actual or potential harm to any consumer,
client or the general public” with “Total criminal record ”;Factor 3 “Prior
disciplinary record” with “The time that has elapsed since commission of



the act(s) or offense(s)”; Factor 4 “Number and/or variety of current
violations” with “The extent to which the respondent has complied with any
terms of parole, probation, restitution or any other sanctions lawfully
imposed against the respondent”; Factor 5 “Mitigation evidence” with “If
applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section
1203.4 of the Penal Code”; Factor 6 “Rehabilitation evidence” with
“Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the respondent”; and
Factors 7 (In the case of a criminal conviction, compliance with terms of
sentence and/or court ordered probation), 8 (Overall criminal record), and
9 (Time passed since the act(s) or offense(s) occurred) were deleted.
Factors 10 and 11 were renumbered 7 and 8 correspondingly.

. Factors 8, and 9 “Overall criminal conviction” and “Time passed since the
act(s) or offense(s) occurred,” respectively, were removed from the
Factors to be Considered.

. Heading language would be standardized in recommended penalty
guidelines for violation of Business and Professions Code sections 5640
(Unlicensed Person Engaging in Practice — Sanctions) and 5668
(Impersonating Landscape Architect — Practice Under Assumed Name).

. “California Supplemental Examination” would be added to the Optional
Conditions for probation. This resulted in the renumbering of the
subsequent Optional Conditions, as well as the suggested Optional
Conditions in all of the violations.

. Optional Condition “California Supplemental Examination” would be added
to the following BPC sections: 5671 (Negligence, Willful Misconduct in
Practice), 5672 (Gross Incompetence in Practice),and 5675.5 (Disciplinary
Action by a Public Agency), and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence).

. Optional Condition “Written Examination” would be added to BPC sections
5671 (Negligence, Willful Misconduct in Practice) and 5675.5 (Disciplinary
Action by a Public Agency) and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence).

10.The length of suspension recommended in BPC 5672 (Gross

Incompetence in Practice) would be changed from “90” days to “120”
days.

11.Heading language would be clarified for violation of BPC section 5675.5,

from “Public Agency Disciplinary Action” to “Disciplinary Action by a Public
Agency.”

12.Optional Conditions of probation “b. Continuing education courses” and “d.

Restitution” would be deleted from violation of BPC section 5676 (Plea of
Nolo Contendere — Criminal Conviction — Sanctions).

13.The length of suspension recommended in BPC section 125.6

(Discrimination by Licensee) would be changed from “90” days to “60”



days.

14.The description of BPC section 480(a) (Denial of Licenses) would be
amended to clarify that the denial of an application for licensure based
upon the conviction of a crime is restricted to a crime “substantially related
to the qualifications, functions, or duties of the practice of landscape
architecture.”

15.BPC section 490 (Conviction of Crime; Suspension, Revocation —
Grounds) would be added.

16.CCR section 2670(b) (Willful Misconduct) would be added under Rules of
Professional Conduct, CCR section 2670,

17.Under “Conditions of Probation,” Standard Condition 1 (Obey All Laws)
would be amended to require a probationer to obey all federal, state and
local laws and regulations and to comply with all conditions of probation.

18. Standard Condition 2 (Submit Quarterly Reports) would be amended to
reference the current version (1/11) of the LATC’s Quarterly Report of
Compliance form. Additionally, the Quarterly Report of Compliance form
would no longer be included as an attachment in the Disciplinary
Guidelines.

19. Standard Condition 5 (Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-
State Non-Practice) would be amended to require a probationer to provide
information to the Board regarding the existence and status of each
license and registration held in all states, United States territories, and
elsewhere in the world within 30 calendar days of the effective date of the
decision, and to inform the Board, within 10 calendar days, if he or she
applies for or obtains a landscape architectural license or registration
outside of California during the probationary period. The condition would
also be amended to expand and clarify the definitions of tolling and non-
practice as they relate to the terms and conditions of probation.

20. Standard Condition 6 (Violation of Probation) would be amended to clarify
that if an accusation or petition to revoke probation is filed against a
probationer, or the matter is referred to the Attorney General’s office, prior
to the conclusion of the probationary period, the Board shall have
continuing jurisdiction and the probationary period shall be extended until
the matter is final.

21.Optional Condition 9 (California Supplemental Examination) added to
Optional Conditions.

22.0Optional Condition 10 (Written Examination) would be amended to state
that failure to pass the required examination no later than one year prior to
the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of probation.



23.Optional Condition 11 (Continuing Education Courses) would be amended
to require a licensee to successfully complete and pass professional
education courses approved in advance by the LATC or its designee, and
failure to complete the required coursework no later than one year prior to
the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of probation.

24.Optional Condition 13 (Restitution) would be amended to require the
payment of restitution no later than one year prior to the termination of
probation.

25.Optional Condition 14 (Criminal Probation Reports) would be amended to
clarify that a probationer is required to provide the Board with information
regarding his or her criminal probation in the event of conviction of any
crime.

B. Policy Statement Overview/Anticipated Benefits of Proposal

This proposal is anticipated to protect consumers by providing standards for the
consistent application and enforcement of the laws and regulations under the
Board’s jurisdiction. This proposal also is also anticipated to benefit
Administrative Law Judges, Deputy Attorneys General, and others involved in the
disciplinary process by providing updated guidelines to reference when imposing
disciplinary action against licensees and applicants.

C. Consistency and Compatibility with Existing State Regulations

During the process of developing these regulations and amendments, the LATC
has conducted a search of any similar regulations on this topic and has
concluded that these regulations are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with
existing state regulations.

DOCUMENT INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

Disciplinary Guidelines [2015]

FISCAL IMPACT ESTIMATES

Fiscal Impact on Public Agencies Including Costs or Savings to State Agencies or
Costs/Savings in Federal Funding to the State: None

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies: None

Local Mandate: None

Cost to Any Local Agency or School District for Which Government Code Sections
17500 - 17630 Require Reimbursement: None




Business Impact:

The LATC has made an initial determination that the proposed regulatory action would
have no significant statewide adverse economic impact directly affecting business,
including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states.
The proposed regulatory action only impacts licensees and applicants who are
disciplined by the Board for violations of the laws and regulations within its jurisdiction.
The Board does not have the authority to take administrative action against a business.

The following studies/relevant data were relied upon in making the above determination:

The LATC currently regulates over3,500 landscape architects. The proposed regulatory
action only affects a negligible number of licensees and applicants who, through their
conduct, subjection themselves to disciplinary action for violations of the laws and
regulations within the Board’s jurisdiction. Any “adverse economic impact” would only
occur as the result of a disciplinary order following a formal administrative proceeding
and a finding of fact affirming a violation of the laws and/or regulations within the
LATC's jurisdiction. Any potential “adverse economic impact” may be avoided simply by
complying with the existing laws and regulations governing the practice of landscape
architecture in California.

Cost Impact on Representative Private Person or Business:

The Board is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed action.

Effect on Housing Costs: None

EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS

The LATC has determined that the proposed regulation would not have a significant
adverse impact on small businesses as it only affects licensees and applicants who are
disciplined for violations of the Landscape Architects Practice Act and/or LATC
regulations. Businesses operated by licensees and applicants who are in compliance
with the law will not incur any fiscal impact.

RESULTS OF ECONOMIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT/ANALYSIS:

Impact on Jobs/Businesses:

The LATC has determined that this regulatory proposal will not have any impact on the
creation of jobs or new businesses or the elimination of jobs or existing businesses or
the expansion of businesses in the State of California.

Benefits of Requlation:

The LATC has determined that this regulatory proposal will have the following benefits



to health and welfare of California residents, worker safety, and state’s environment:

The LATC has determined that updating its Disciplinary Guidelines through this
regulatory proposal will benefit the health and welfare of California residents by
enhancing the Board’s ability to take appropriate action against licensees and
applicants who, through their conduct, expose themselves to disciplinary action by
violating the Landscape Architects Practice Act and/or the LATC's regulations.

Additionally, this proposal will benefit Administrative Law Judges, Deputy Attorneys

General, and others involved in the disciplinary process by ensuring consistency in the
interpretation and application of penalties in administrative disciplinary actions.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Board must determine that no reasonable alternative it considered to the regulation
or that has otherwise been identified and brought to its attention would be more
effective in carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed, would be as
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the proposal described
in this Notice, or would be more cost effective to affected private persons and equally
effective in implementing the statutory policy or other provision of law.

Any interested person may present statements or arguments orally or in writing relevant
to the above determinations at the above-mentioned hearing.

INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS AND INFORMATION

The LATC has prepared an initial statement of the reasons for the proposed action and
has available all the information upon which the proposal is based.

TEXT OF PROPOSAL

Copies of the exact language of the proposed regulations, and any document
incorporated by reference, and of the initial statement of reasons, and all of the
information upon which the proposal is based, may be obtained at the hearing or prior to
the hearing upon request from the Landscape Architects Technical Committee at 2420
Del Paso Road, Suite 105, Sacramento, California 95834 or by telephoning the contact
person listed below.

AVAILABILITY AND LOCATION OF THE FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS AND
RULEMAKING FILE

All the information upon which the proposed regulations are based is contained in the
rulemaking file which is available for public inspection by contacting the person named
below.

You may obtain a copy of the final statement of reasons once it has been prepared, by



making a written request to the contact person named below (or by accessing the
website listed below).

CONTACT PERSON

Inquiries or comments concerning the proposed rulemaking action may be addressed
to:

Name: Hattie Johnson

Address: 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

Telephone No.: (916) 575-7234

Fax No.: (916) 575-7285

E-Mail Address: hattie.johnson@dca.ca.gov

The backup contact person is:

Name: Trish Rodriguez

Address: 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

Telephone No.: (916) 575-7231

Fax No.: (916) 575-7285

E-Mail Address: trish.rodriguez@dca.ca.gov

Website Access: Materials regarding this proposal can be found at www.latc.ca.gov.



CONTACT PERSON

Inquiries or comments concerning the proposed rulemaking action may be addressed
to:

Name: Hattie Johnson

Address: 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

Telephone No.: (916) 575-7234

Fax No.: (916) 575-7285

E-Mail Address: hattie.johnson@dca.ca.gov

The backup contact person is:

Name: Trish Rodriguez

Address: 2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95834

Telephone No.: (916) 575-7231

Fax No.: (916) 575-7285

E-Mail Address: trish.rodriguez@dca.ca.gov

Website Access: Materials regarding this proposal can be found at www.latc.ca.gov.




Attachment H.3.3

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE

INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS

Hearing Date: TBD
Subject Matter of Proposed Regulations: Disciplinary Guidelines

Section Affected: California Code of Regulations, Title 16, Division 26, Section 2680

Specific Purpose of each adoption, amendment, or repeal:

1. Problem being addressed: Government Code section 11425.50(e) provides that
a penalty in an administrative disciplinary action may not be based on a
guideline, criterion, bulletin, manual, instruction, order, standard of general
application, or other rule unless it has been adopted as a regulation in
accordance with the Administrative Procedure Act.

The Board adopted the LATC's Disciplinary Guidelines in regulation under Title
16, Division 26, California Code of Regulations (CCR) section 2680 on

August 11, 1997 using the “incorporation by reference” method. Subsequently,
the guidelines were revised and the reference in CCR section 2680 was
amended in 2000.

Subsequently, the Board revised the LATC Disciplinary Guidelines in XXXX by
adding recommended penalties for violations of an additional statute and a
recently adopted regulation within its jurisdiction, amending the probationary
terms and general factors to be considered, and making technical changes to
clarify existing language. Consequently, the reference date in CCR section 2680
needs to be amended to reflect the appropriate edition of the LATC’s Disciplinary
Guidelines.

Specific Purpose: The specific purpose of this regulatory proposal is to comply
with Government Code section 11425.50(e) by amending CCR section 2680 to
incorporate by reference the updated edition of the LATC’s Disciplinary
Guidelines, as proposed by the Board in XXXX.

Specifically, the Board is proposing the following updates to LATC'’s Disciplinary
Guidelines:

1. Add a Table of Contents.

2. The “CAB” acronym for California Architects Board would be removed



from the Introduction and replaced with “Board.”

. Add language advising where to obtain copies of the Disciplinary
Guidelines.

. Under “General Considerations,” the Factors to be Considered would be
amended to replace Factor 2 “Actual or potential harm to any consumer,
client or the general public” with “Total criminal record”, Factor 3 “Prior
disciplinary record” with “The time that has elapsed since commission of
the act(s) or offense(s)”; Factor 4 “Number and/or variety of current
violations” with “The extent to which the respondent has complied with any
terms of parole, probation, restitution or any other sanctions lawfully
imposed against the respondent”; Factor 5 “Mitigation evidence” with “If
applicable, evidence of expungement proceedings pursuant to Section
1203.4 of the Penal Code”; Factor 6 “Rehabilitation evidence” with
“Evidence, if any, of rehabilitation submitted by the respondent”; and
Factors 7 (In the case of a criminal conviction, compliance with terms of
sentence and/or court ordered probation), 8 (Overall criminal record), and
9 (Time passed since the act(s) or offense(s) occurred) were deleted.
Factors 10 and 11 were renumbered 7 and 8 correspondingly.

. Factors 8, and 9 “Overall criminal conviction” and “Time passed since the
act(s) or offense(s) occurred,” respectively, were removed from the
Factors to be Considered.

. Heading language would be standardized in recommended penalty
guidelines for violation of Business and Professions Code sections 5640
(Unlicensed Person Engaging in Practice — Sanctions) and 5668
(Impersonating Landscape Architect — Practice Under Assumed Name).

. “California Supplemental Examination” would be added to the Optional
Conditions for probation. This resulted in the renumbering of the
subsequent Optional Conditions, as well as the suggested Optional
Conditions in all of the violations.

. Optional Condition “California Supplemental Examination” would be added
to the following BPC sections: 5671 (Negligence, Willful Misconduct in
Practice), 5672 (Gross Incompetence in Practice),and 5675.5 (Disciplinary
Action by a Public Agency), and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence).

. Optional Condition “Written Examination” would be added to BPC sections
5671 (Negligence, Willful Misconduct in Practice) and 5675.5 (Disciplinary
Action by a Public Agency) and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence).

10.The length of suspension recommended in BPC 5672 (Gross



Incompetence in Practice) would be changed from “90” days to “120”
days.

11.Heading language would be clarified for violation of BPC section 5675.5,
from “Public Agency Disciplinary Action” to “Disciplinary Action by a Public
Agency.”

12.Optional Conditions of probation “b. Continuing education courses” and “d.
Restitution” would be deleted from violation of BPC section 5676 (Plea of
Nolo Contendere — Criminal Conviction — Sanctions).

13.The length of suspension recommended in BPC section 125.6
(Discrimination by Licensee) would be changed from “90” days to “60”
days.

14.The description of BPC section 480(a) (Denial of Licenses) would be
amended to clarify that the denial of an application for licensure based
upon the conviction of a crime is restricted to a crime “substantially related
to the qualifications, functions, or duties of the practice of landscape
architecture.”

15.BPC section 490 (Conviction of Crime; Suspension, Revocation —
Grounds) would be added.

16.CCR section 2670(b) (Willful Misconduct) would be added under Rules of
Professional Conduct, CCR section 2670,

17.Under “Conditions of Probation,” Standard Condition 1 (Obey All Laws)
would be amended to require a probationer to obey all federal, state and
local laws and regulations and to comply with all conditions of probation.

18. Standard Condition 2 (Submit Quarterly Reports) would be amended to
reference the current version (1/11) of the LATC’s Quarterly Report of
Compliance form. Additionally, the Quarterly Report of Compliance form
would no longer be included as an attachment in the Disciplinary
Guidelines.

19. Standard Condition 5 (Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-
State Non-Practice) would be amended to require a probationer to provide
information to the Board regarding the existence and status of each
license and registration held in all states, United States territories, and
elsewhere in the world within 30 calendar days of the effective date of the
decision, and to inform the Board, within 10 calendar days, if he or she
applies for or obtains a landscape architectural license or registration
outside of California during the probationary period. The condition would



also be amended to expand and clarify the definitions of tolling and non-
practice as they relate to the terms and conditions of probation.

20. Standard Condition 6 (Violation of Probation) would be amended to clarify
that if an accusation or petition to revoke probation is filed against a
probationer, or the matter is referred to the Attorney General’s office, prior
to the conclusion of the probationary period, the Board shall have
continuing jurisdiction and the probationary period shall be extended until
the matter is final.

21.Optional Condition 9 (California Supplemental Examination) added to
Optional Conditions.

22.0Optional Condition 10 (Written Examination) would be amended to state
that failure to pass the required examination no later than one year prior to
the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of probation.

23.Optional Condition 11 (Continuing Education Courses) would be amended
to require a licensee to successfully complete and pass professional
education courses approved in advance by the LATC or its designee, and
failure to complete the required coursework no later than one year prior to
the termination of probation shall constitute a violation of probation.

24.Optional Condition 13 (Restitution) would be amended to require the
payment of restitution no later than one year prior to the termination of
probation.

25.Optional Condition 14 (Criminal Probation Reports) would be amended to
clarify that a probationer is required to provide the Board with information
regarding his or her criminal probation in the event of conviction of any
crime.

2. Anticipated benefits from this regulatory action: This proposal is anticipated to
protect consumers by providing standards for the consistent application and
enforcement of the laws and regulations under the Board’s jurisdiction. This
proposal is also anticipated to benefit Administrative Law Judges, Deputy
Attorneys General, and others involved in the disciplinary process by providing
updated guidelines to reference when imposing disciplinary action against
licensees and applicants.

Factual Basis/Rationale

The LATC’s mandate is to regulate the practice of landscape architecture in the interest
and for the protection of the public health, safety, and welfare. The Board has



established a fair and uniform enforcement policy to deter and prosecute violations of
LATC'’s laws and regulations within its jurisdiction to provide for the protection of the
consumer. The Board has an active enforcement program designed to ensure that the
laws and regulations governing the practice of landscape architecture are enforced in a
fair and judicious manner. Staff follows the priorities established by the LATC with the
highest priority to protect consumers by employing its authority to investigate and take
disciplinary action against licensees and applicants for licensure who endanger the
health, safety, and welfare of the consumer.

BPC section 5630 authorizes the Board to adopt, amend, modify, or repeal rules and
regulations as are reasonably necessary to carry into effect the provisions of the
Landscape Architects Practice Act. Section 5660 authorizes the Board to discipline a
license.

Government Code section 11425.50(e) provides that a penalty in an administrative
disciplinary action may not be based on a guideline, criterion, bulletin, manual,
instruction, order, standard of general application, or other rule unless it has been
adopted as a regulation in accordance with the Administrative Procedure Act.

The Disciplinary Guidelines were developed to establish consistency and transparency
in disciplinary penalties for similar offenses on a statewide basis, and include general
factors to be considered, probationary terms, and recommended penalty guidelines for
specific violations of the laws and regulations within its jurisdiction. The Disciplinary
Guidelines are used as a guide to impose the most appropriate penalty for violations of
the laws and regulations governing the landscape architectural practice in administrative
disciplinary actions, and are intended to assist Administrative Law Judges, attorneys,
licensees, and others involved in the Board’s disciplinary process.

The Board last revised the Disciplinary Guidelines in 2000, and CCR section 2680 was
subsequently amended in 2000 to incorporate by reference the 2000 edition of the
guidelines.

The Board recently revised the Disciplinary Guidelines in XXXX by adding
recommended penalties for violations of an additional statute and a recently adopted
regulation within its jurisdiction, amending the probationary terms and general factors to
be considered, and making technical changes to clarify existing language.

Consequently, the reference date in CCR section 2680 needs to be amended to reflect
the appropriate edition of the Disciplinary Guidelines, as it currently references a
previous edition of the Disciplinary Guidelines.

The following describes the basis for the revisions made to the 2000 edition of the
Disciplinary Guidelines:

1. The Table of Contents was added for clarification of the Disciplinary Guidelines.



. The “CAB” acronym for the California Architects Board was removed and replaced
with “Board” where it appears in the Introduction because its inclusion is
unnecessary as the term “Board” is used consistently throughout the Disciplinary
Guidelines to represent the California Architects Board.

. Added language explaining where copies of the Disciplinary Guidelines could be
obtained.

. Under “General Conditions,” the Factors to be Considered were amended to
establish consistency with existing language in CCR section 2656 (Criteria for
Rehabilitation).

. Standardized heading language in recommended penalty guidelines for violation of
BPC sections 5640 (Unlicensed Person Engaging in Practice — Sanctions) and 5668
(Impersonating Landscape Architect — Practice Under Assumed Name).

. California Supplemental Examination was added to Optional Conditions for
probation to provide more options and specificity in ordering an examination. It also
resulted in the renumbering of the subsequent Optional Conditions, as well as the
suggested Optional Conditions in all the violations.

. Optional Condition “California Supplemental Examination” was added to the
following BPC sections: 5671 (Negligence, Willful Misconduct in Practice), 5672
(Gross Incompetence in Practice),and 5675.5 (Disciplinary Action by a Public
Agency), and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence), to provide more options and
specificity in ordering an examination.

. Optional Condition “Written Examination” was added to BPC sections 5671
(Negligence, Willful Misconduct in Practice) and 5675.5 (Disciplinary Action by a
Public Agency) and CCR section 2670(a) (Competence) to provide more options
and specificity in ordering an examination.

. The length of suspension recommended in BPC 5672 (Gross Incompetence in
Practice) was changed from “90” days to “120” days.

10.The language in the heading for violations of BPC section 5675.5 (Disciplinary

Action by a Public Agency) was amended from “Public Agency — Disciplinary Action”
to “Disciplinary Action by a Public Agency,” to clarify disciplinary actions taken by
public agencies and not taken by the Board.

11.Optional Conditions of probation “b. Continuing education courses” and “d.

Restitution” were deleted from violation of BPC section 5676 (Plea of Nolo
Contendere — Criminal Conviction — Sanctions) to standardize language with Board’s
Disciplinary Guidelines.



12.The length of suspension recommended in BPC section 125.6 (Discrimination by
Licensee), was changed from “90” days to “60” days, to standardize the penalty with
the Board’s Disciplinary Guidelines.

13.The description of BPC section 480(a) (Denial of Licenses) was amended for
consistency with existing law, subsection 480(a)(3)(B) of the Business and
Professions Code, which states that a license may only be denied pursuant to this
subdivision if the crime or act is substantially related to the qualifications, functions,
or duties of the business or profession for which the application is made.

14.BPC section 490 (Conviction of Crime; Suspension, Revocation — Grounds) was
added.

15.0n August 11, 2007, Title 16, CCR section 2670 (Rules of Professional Conduct)
was amended to include an additional rule [subsection (b)] prohibiting a licensee
from committing willful misconduct. In response to this regulatory amendment to the
Rules of Professional Conduct, guidelines for violations of subsection 160(b)
(Informed Consent) were added to the Disciplinary Guidelines. The proposed
penalties for violating this new subsection are consistent with existing penalties for
violations of other subsections of the Rules of Professional Conduct.

16.Under Conditions of Probation, Standard Condition 1 (Obey All Laws) was amended
to require a probationer to obey all federal, state, and local laws and regulations and
to comply with all conditions of probation.

In the previous edition of the guidelines, probationers were only required to obey all
federal, state, and local laws and regulations governing the practice of landscape
architecture in California. All licensees currently have a duty to obey the laws and
regulations governing the practice of landscape architecture, and keeping the
existing language would place probationers on the same level as undisciplined
licensees.

Probationers have already violated provisions of the laws and regulations governing
the practice of landscape architecture warranting disciplinary action against their
licenses; therefore, probationers should be held to a higher standard of conduct to
effectively protect the health, safety, and welfare of the public. Probation is a period
of time for a probationer to prove to the Board that he or she is rehabilitated from a
previous violation of law, and a violation any law while on probation, whether related
to the practice of landscape architecture or not, may not demonstrate rehabilitation.

17.Standard Condition 2 (Submit Quarterly Reports) was amended to reference the
current version (1/11) of the LATC’s Quarterly Report of Compliance. Minor, non-
substantive revisions were made to the form and it is necessary to update this
condition of probation to reference the appropriate version of the form. Additionally,



the form has been removed as an attachment to the Disciplinary Guidelines because
it is provided to a probationer at the initiation of probation and is also available from
the Board upon request.

18. Standard Condition 5 (Tolling for Out-of-State Practice, Residence or In-State Non-
Practice) was amended to require a probationer to provide the information to the
Board regarding the existence and status of each license and registration held in all
states, United States territories, and elsewhere in the world within 30 calendar days
of the effective date of the decision, and to inform the Board, within 10 calendar
days, if he or she applies for or obtains a landscape architectural license or
registration outside of California during the probationary period. This information will
assist the Board in accurately tolling probation for periods of non-practice within the
State of California.

This condition was also amended to clarify that probation is tolled if, and when, the
probationer ceases practicing in California. Non-practice is defined as any period of
time exceeding thirty days in which the probationer is not engaging in any of the
activities defined in Business and Professions Code section 5615 (Landscape
Architect — Practice of Landscape Architecture).

This condition was further amended to require a probationer to maintain an active
and current license with the LATC, and to state that it is a violation of probation to
allow probation to remain tolled for a period exceeding a total of five years. This
allows the Board to effectively monitor the probationer by limiting the amount of time
probation may be tolled to no longer than a total of five years.

19. Standard Condition 6 (Violation of Probation) was amended to state that if an
accusation or petition to revoke probation is filed against a probationer, or the matter
is referred to the Attorney General’s office, prior to the conclusion of the probationary
period, the Board shall have continuing jurisdiction and the probationary period shall
be extended until the matter is final. This will allow the Board to effectively pursue
appropriate action against a probationer who does not comply with the terms or
conditions of probation by extending the probationary period until the petition to
revoke probation or accusation has been heard and decided.

20.Optional Condition 9 (California Supplemental Examination) was added to Optional
Conditions. In addition to a national examination, applicants for licensure in
California are required to take a Supplemental Examination to demonstrate
knowledge of the diverse ecosystems throughout the state. The option of requiring a
probationer to retake the Supplemental Examination will allow the Board to require
the probationer demonstrate the required knowledge California has deemed
appropriate to ensure the health, safety, and welfare of California consumers.

21.Optional Condition 10 (Written Examination) was amended to require a probationer
to pass the required examination no later than one year prior to the termination of



probation. The deadline to pass the required examination was updated from 100
days to one year prior to the termination of probation to ensure the Board has
sufficient time to refer the matter to the Attorney General’s office and file a petition to
revoke probation prior to the conclusion of the probationary period in the event the
probationer fails to comply with this condition of probation.

22.0ptional Condition 11 (Continuing Education Courses) was amended to clarify that a
probationer must successfully complete and pass professional education courses
approved in advance by the Board or its designee, and the probationer is
responsible for paying all costs associated with the fulfillment of this condition. The
language of this condition has been expanded to provide clarity and consistency with
the Board’s current practices associated with continuing education coursework as a
condition of probation.

In addition, the deadline to successfully complete the continuing education
coursework has been updated from 100 days to one year prior to the termination of
probation to ensure the Board has sufficient time to refer the matter to the Attorney
General’s office and file a petition to revoke probation prior to the conclusion of the
probationary period in the event the probationer fails to comply with this condition of
probation.

23.Optional Condition 13 (Restitution) was amended to require the payment of
restitution no later than one year prior to the termination of probation. The previous
edition of the guidelines required the completion of restitution prior to the termination
of probation. This condition has been updated to ensure the Board has sufficient
time to refer the matter to the Attorney General’s office and file a petition to revoke
probation prior to the conclusion of the probationary period in the event the
probationer fails to comply with this condition of probation.

24.Optional Condition 14 (Criminal Probation Reports) was amended to clarify that a
probationer is required to provide the Board with information regarding his or her
standard conditions of criminal probation, copies of all criminal probation reports,
and the name of his or her probation officer in the event of conviction of any crime.
The existing language did not specify the initial action necessary to prompt the
submittal of the required information regarding criminal probation.

It would be impractical and inefficient to publish the text of the Disciplinary Guidelines in

the California Code of Regulations. The Disciplinary Guidelines are available on the
LATC’s website and from the LATC upon request.

Underlying Data

Minutes of the February 10, 2015 LATC meeting
Minutes of the August 6, 2015 LATC meeting



Minutes of the XXXX Board meeting
Disciplinary Guidelines [2000]
Landscape Architects Practice Act

Business Impact

The LATC has made an initial determination that the proposed regulatory action would
have no significant statewide adverse economic impact directly affecting business,
including the ability of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states.
The proposed regulatory action only impacts licensees and applicants who are
disciplined by the Board for violations of the laws and regulations within its jurisdiction.
The Board does not have the authority to take administrative action against a business.

The following studies/relevant data were relied upon in making the above determination:

The LATC currently regulates over 3,500 landscape architects. The proposed
regulatory action only adversely affects a negligible number of licensees and applicants
who, through their conduct, subject themselves to disciplinary action for violations of the
laws and regulations within the Board’s jurisdiction. Any “adverse economic impact”
would only occur as the result of a disciplinary order following a formal administrative
proceeding and a finding of fact affirming a violation of the laws and/or regulations
within the Board’s jurisdiction. Any potential “adverse economic impact” may be
avoided simply by complying with the laws and regulations governing the practice of
landscape architecture in California.

Economic Impact Assessment

This regulatory proposal will have the following effects:

e It will not create or eliminate jobs within the State of California because the
proposal imposes specific requirements on a negligible number of licensees and
applicants who, through to their conduct, are subject to disciplinary action due to
violations of the laws and regulations governing the practice of landscape
architecture. The Board does not have the authority to take administrative
action against a business, and does not maintain data regarding the number or
percentage of licensees and applicants who own businesses. Therefore, the
number or percentage of businesses that may be impacted cannot be predicted.
Businesses operated by or employing licensees and applicants who are in
compliance with the laws and regulations within the Board’s jurisdiction will not
incur any fiscal impact. Therefore, the overall economic impact on jobs is
insignificant.

e |t will not create new business or eliminate existing businesses within the State



of California because the proposal only affects a negligible number of licensees
and applicants who are disciplined by the Board for violations of the laws or
regulations governing the practice of landscape architecture. The Board does
not have the authority to take administrative action against a business, and does
not maintain data regarding the number or percentage of licensees and
applicants who own a business. Businesses operated by or employing
licensees and applicants who are in compliance with the laws and regulations
within the Board’s jurisdiction will not be affected by this proposal. Therefore,
the overall economic impact on businesses is insignificant.

e It will not affect the expansion of businesses currently doing business within the
State of California because the proposal only affects a negligible number of
licensees and applicants who are disciplined for violations of the laws or
regulations within the Board'’s jurisdiction. Businesses operated by or employing
licensees and applicants who are in compliance with the laws and regulations
within the Board’s jurisdiction will not incur any fiscal impact, including the ability
to expand business in California. Therefore, the overall economic effect on the
expansion of business in California is insignificant.

e This regulatory proposal benefits the health, safety, and welfare of California
residents because it would provide protection to California residents by
enhancing the Board’s ability to take appropriate action against licensees and
applicants who, through their conduct, expose themselves to administrative
disciplinary action for violations of the laws and regulations within the Board’s
jurisdiction.

e This regulatory proposal does not affect worker safety because it does not relate
to worker safety.

e This regulatory proposal does not affect the state’s environment because it is
not related to the environment in any manner.

Specific Technologies or Equipment

This regulation does not mandate the use of specific technologies or equipment.

Consideration of Alternatives

No reasonable alternative to the regulatory proposal would be either more effective in
carrying out the purpose for which the action is proposed or would be as effective or
less burdensome to affected private persons and equally effective in achieving the
purposes of the regulation in a manner that ensures full compliance with the law being



implemented or made specific.

Set forth below are the alternatives which were considered and the reasons each
alternative was rejected: the LATC considered keeping the status quo; however, this
alternative was rejected because the revisions made to the Disciplinary Guidelines will
provide assistance and clarity to those involved in the disciplinary process to impose
appropriate disciplinary action in the interest and for the protection of the health, safety,
and welfare of California consumers.



LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
PROPOSED REGULATORY LANGUAGE
Article 1. General Provisions
Amend Section 2680 as follows:
Section 2680. Disciplinary Guidelines.

In reaching a decision on a disciplinary action under the Administrative Procedure Act
(Government Code Section 11400 et seq.), the Board shall consider the disciplinary guidelines
entitled “Disciplinary Guidelines” [Rev. 20152060] which are hereby incorporated by reference.
Deviation from these guidelines and orders, including the standard terms of probation, is
appropriate where the Board in its sole discretion determines that the facts of the particular case
warrant such a deviation - for example: the presence of mitigating factors; the age of the case;
evidentiary problems.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 5622, 5630, and 5662, Business and Professions Code;_and
Section 11425.50(e), Government Code. Reference: Sections 125.3, 125.6, 480(a), 496, 5640,
5642, 5660, 5662, and 5666, 5667, 5668, 5669, 5670, 5671, 5672, 5673, 5675, 5675.5 and 5676,
Business and Professions Code; and sections 11400.20; 114002411425 and 11425.50(e),
Government Code.




Agenda Item |
REVIEW AND CONSIDER REQUEST FOR RE-LICENSURE

The Landscape Architects Technical Committee (LATC) received a re-licensure application for:

Applicant: Joshua Nash
Former License Number: LA 4567

License Issued: October 11, 2001
License Expired: March 31, 2011

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 5680.2(c) and California Code of
Regulations (CCR) section 2624, an applicant whose license has been expired for more than three
years, but less than five years, must obtain LATC approval for re-licensure.

BPC section 5680.2(c) reads as follows:

“The applicant takes and passes the examination which would be required of the applicant if the
applicant were then applying for the license for the first time, or otherwise establishes to the
satisfaction of the board that the applicant is qualified to practice landscape architecture.”

CCR section 2624 reads as follows:

“An applicant whose landscape architect license has been expired for more than three years but
less than five years shall be eligible for a new license upon:
(@) Complying with the provisions of Business and Professions Code Section 5680.2;
(b) Completing the re-licensure application process as follows:
(1) Submitting application for examination and all fees required of first-time applicants (see
sections 2610 and 2649);
(2) Submitting work samples and supporting materials that demonstrate applicant’s current
knowledge and experience in landscape architecture; and
(3) Passing current sections of the national licensing examination, if any, designated by the
Landscape Architects Technical Committee.
(c) Passing the California Supplemental Examination.”

A re-licensure application packet was provided to LATC members David Allan Taylor, Jr. and
Nicki Johnson for review. The packet contained Mr. Nash’s Eligibility Application, current
resume, statement explaining the circumstances of the expired license and three work samples.
The members were asked to review his portfolio of information and provide a recommendation to
the LATC.

LATC Meeting August 6, 2015 Sacramento, CA



At today’s meeting, the LATC will be asked to determine whether: 1) Mr. Nash has demonstrated
minimal competence through the application packet and portfolio without examination, or 2) any
current section(s) of the national licensing examination must be passed prior to becoming eligible
for a new license.

ATTACHMENTS:
1. Re-Licensure Procedures

2. Re-Licensure Review Guidelines

LATC Meeting August 6, 2015 Sacramento, CA



Attachment 1.1

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTS TECHNICAL COMMITTEE
CALIFORNIA ARCHITECTS BOARD

Public Protection through Examination, Licensure, and Regulation

Governor
Edmund G. Brown Jr.

RE-LICENSURE PROCEDURES

Pursuant to Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 5680.2 and California Code of Regulations section 2624, a landscape
architect license which is not renewed within three years after its expiration, may not be renewed, restored, reissued, or
reinstated thereafter; however, an applicant whose license has been expired for more than three years but less than five years
shall be eligible for a new license if:

1. No fact, circumstance, or condition exists which, if the license were issued, would justify ifs revocation or
suspension,

2. The applicant pays all of the fees which would be required of the applicant if the applicant were then applying
for the license for the first time,

3. The applicant takes and passes the examination which would be required of the applicant if the applicant were
then applying for the license for the first fime, or otherwise establishes to the satisfaction of the Landscape
Architects Technical Committee (LATC) that the applicant is qualified to practice landscape architecture, and

4. The applicant takes and passes the California Supplemental Examination (CSE).

In order for you to legally practice landscape architecture in California, it will be necessary to obtain a new landscape
architect license. As outlined below, you may submit an eligibility application, CSE application, and portfolio for the LATC's
review that demonstrates your knowledge and skills in landscape architecture. If this review demonstrates to the LATC's
satisfaction that you are qualified to practice landscape architecture, the licensing examination or portions thereof, may be
waived. This option is available only to those individuals whose license has been expired for more than three (3) years but less
than five (5) years. Be advised that there are specific conditions associated with the portfolio review option.

The LATC requires that your portfolio include your most current work samples. If the samples are for work performed in California
after the expiration of your license, such work may constitute unlicensed activity, a violation of BPC section 5640, and grounds
for denial of a new license. However, where the unlicensed activity is not of a serious nature (e.g., does not involve consumer
harm or a pattern of disregard for the licensing laws), the LATC may choose fo address the unlicensed activity by issuance of
an administrative citation and the imposition of a fine rather than denial of the license application.

If you believe you qualify for a new license under the portfolio review alternative, thoroughly read and follow the instructions on
the subsequent pages. Your porifolio packet must be complete when submitted. Receipt of additional material after receipt of
original packet will not be accepted.

2420 Del Paso Road, Suite 105 ¢ Sacramento, CA 95834 « P (916) 575-7230 « F (916) 575-7285
latc@dca.ca.gov * www.latc.ca.gov
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE RE-LICENSURE APPLICATION PACKET
Portfolio packages must be received 60 days prior to the LATC meeting at which they will be considered. Visit www.latc.ca.gov
for meeting schedule. Portfolio packets received after that time will be reviewed at the next scheduled LATC meeting. All
materials submitted become the property of the LATC and will not be returned. You will be notified of the decision of the LATC
within 30 days of the meeting at which your information was reviewed.
To be considered for a new license, you must submit the following fees and documents:

1. A completed Eligibility Application and CSE application.

2. A check payable to the LATC in the amount of $345, to cover the eligibility application fee ($35), the California
Supplemental Examination (CSE) application fee ($35), and the CSE fee ($275).

3. Astatement to explain the circumstances of your expired license.
4. Vitae/resume of relevant professional practice and educational experience to date. Please list in chronological order.

5. A minimum of two references from landscape architects licensed in California to verify the period of your work
experience since your license expired.

6. Work samples that demonstrate your current knowledge and experience in the practice of landscape architecture.
Please submit two copies of each work sample.

The work samples must be complete and meet the criteria listed below.

1. Please submit your most recent work. Work submitted must be your own work. If part of the work samples includes work
other than your own, clearly identify the work you personally performed.

2. All work samples must be dated.

3. Each work sample must include a brief description and the content must be self-evident. Label, or in some manner,
identify the category under which each work sample is fo be considered.

4. Place your signatfure or initials on every page of each work sample submitted.

5. Submit work samples in a manner that demonstrates your knowledge, skills and abilities under each category as
described below.
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WORK SAMPLE CATEGORIES

Project and Construction Management

.

Project Management

O 0O 0O O OO0 0O OO WO o oo oo o oo o o oo

Determine Project Scope and Client Requirements

Establish and Monitor Project Budgets (or Statement of Probable Cost)
Establish Scope of Services and Required Outside Expertise

Develop Program

Prepare and Review Contractual Agreements

Coordinate Topographical Survey and Develop Project Base Map
Establish Project Schedule

Facilitate Meetings (e.g. staff, government regulations, consultants, clients)
Coordinate Other Discipline's Documents

Document Design Decisions and Project Base Map

Prepare Technical Memorandum and Graphics

Obtain Input from Stakeholders Regarding Project

Coordinate Construction Documents (internally, with clients, and with other consultants)
dding and Construction

Respond to Bidder Requests for Information

Issue Addenda to Construction Documents

Participate in Construction Meetings

Respond to Contractor Requests for Information
Review and Respond fo Shop Drawings

Prepare Change Orders

Conduct Construction Site Review and Documentation
Perform Substantial Completion Inspection

Perform Final Inspection

Inventory and Analysis

.
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o
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Design
.

Site Inventory

Determine Applicable Codes, Regulatfions, and Permitting Requirements
Conduct Onsite Investigation

Collect and Record Site Inventory

Identify Gaps and Deficiencies

Analysis of Existing Conditions

Analyze Codes and Regulations for Design Impact
Perform Site Use Analysis

Perform Circulation Analysis

Interpret Utility Analysis

Perform View Analysis

Perform Microclimate Analysis

Interpret Floodplain Conditions

Perform Vegetation Analysis

Perform Solar Analysis

Interpret Ecological Analysis (e.g. habitat, biodiversity)
Perform a Slope Analysis

Interpret Soil Analysis

Interpret Geotechnical Analysis

Perform Small-Scale Surface Hydrological Analysis
Interpret Stakeholder Input

Analyze On and Offsite Relationships

Concept Development

O O O O O O

Synthesize Site Opportunities and Constraints
Refine Program

Create Design Alternatives

Analyze Design Alternatives

Develop Concept Narratfive

Refine Conceptual Design(s)



o Prepare Conceptual Renderings
¢ Design Development
o Develop Master Plan Documents (e.g. land-use, circulation, phasing plan, and guidelines)
Perform Earthwork Analysis
Refine the Preferred Design Alternative
Develop Preliminary Site Plans, Sections, and