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1. Cumulative Compliance




Farrell - Cumulative Compliance
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most current compliance level for all of the Farrell-related audit items, as assessed by the
various Farrell Experts and the Office of the Special Master from their most recent audit reports. The pie chart captures the
compliance ratings for all six Farrell Remedial Plans, plus Dental Services. The possible compliance ratings that may be assessed by
the Farrell Experts and the Special Master include substantial compliance (SC), partial compliance (PC), beginning compliance (BC),
or non-compliance (NC). The line graph (below, right) identifies the historical progress DJJ has made in achieving substantial
compliance.
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Farrell - Compliance by Remedial Plan and Dental Services
As of July 1, 2013
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Farrell - Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013

FARRELL COMPLIANCE BY AUDIT SITE
As of July 1, 2013
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Farrell Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Farrell Compliance — Cumulative Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013
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2. Education Services




Education Services — Cumulative Compliance Results
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most recent cumulative compliance data provided by the Education Experts for the three
remaining facilities that are required to be audited under the Education Services Remedial Plan. The pie chart compliance percentages
The bar graph (below, right) demonstrates the historical cumulative
compliance progress made to date through the first eight rounds of audits. Currently, the cumulative average increase in substantial

are derived from the Experts’ seventh round of audits.

compliance from one round to the next is 8.2%
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Education Services — Current Compliance by Audit Site
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services — Historical Compliance by Audit Site
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services — Compliance Trends
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services — Cumulative Compliance Trend
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Education Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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3. Wards with

Disabilities Program




WDP - Cumulative Compliance Results
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most recent cumulative compliance data provided by the WDP Expert for the four remaining
sites that are required to be audited under the Wards with Disability Program Remedial Plan. The pie chart compliance percentages
are currently derived from the Expert’s seventh round of audits. The bar graph chart (below, right) identifies the historical cumulative
compliance progress made to date through the first seven rounds of audits. Currently, the cumulative average increase in substantial
compliance from one round to the next is 7.4%.
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Source Documents for Compliance Data — For Rounds 1-7: Compliance data obtained from the WDP Expert’s Annual Reports for Fiscal Years 2005-‘06
through 2011-*12.
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WDP - Current Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013
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WDP - Historical Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013
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WDP - Compliance Trends

As of July 1, 2013

WDP Progress Trend - N.A. Chaderjian
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WDP - Cumulative Compliance Trend
As of July 1, 2013

WDP Progress Trend - Cumulative
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WDP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1 ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 ROUND 5 ROUND 6 ROUND 7
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WDP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013
ROUND 4 ROUND 5 ROUND 6 ROUND 7

(From 0910 Annual Report) (From 10411 Annual Report) (From Site Reports)
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WDP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1 ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 | ROUND 5 | ROUND 6 | ROUND 7
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WDP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 4 ROUND 5 ROUND 6 ROUND 7
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4. Sexual Behavior

Treatment Program




SBTP — Cumulative Compliance Results
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most recent cumulative compliance data provided by the Sex Behavior Treatment Program
(SBTP) Expert for the three sites that are required to be audited under the SBTP Remedial Plan. It should be noted that the SBTP
Remedial Plan and Audit Tool was rewritten and revised prior to the start of Round 4. The pie chart compliance percentages are
currently derived from the Expert’s sixth round of audits. The bar graph chart (below, right) demonstrates the historical cumulative
compliance progress made to date, through the first six complete rounds of audits. Currently, the cumulative average increase in

substantial compliance from one round to the next is 11.9%.
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Source Documents for Compliance Data — For Rounds 1-4: Compliance data obtained from the SBTP Expert’s Annual Reports for years 2007-2011.
For Rounds 5-6: Compliance data obtained from the SBTP Expert’s site audit reports.
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SBTP - Current Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment
Sexual Behavior Treatment Program | =sveniel =oan | Sexual Behavior Treatment Program

aunTs O.H. Close N.A. Chaderjian
AUDIT DaTE March 18-20, 2013 March 18-20, 2013
NSC 25 Suostantal Comglance)  96% k1] Sucatantial Comphance|  Gd%
#® TEWS HFC 1 Fartal Comglance 4% #TEMS N FC 2 Fartial Comghance 6%
& [TEMS W B o Begrnng Comglance| % & TEUS B B 0

% SBTP . OH. Close - Round & g SBTP - N.A. Chaderjian - Round &

3
- T v ——
-~ s,
e ™, / ~,
O Substantial Compliance O substantal Compliance
OPFartial Compliance Bih oPartial Compliance
o

96
: DB Enning Compliance

D Beginning Compliance

l\ ONon-compliance /I nNm-cmnphanm
Y . i
\""H-____ﬂa-' x“"ﬁ-__ -
Latest Assesament
zEirEDiaL et | Sexual Behavior Treatment Program
ALDIT SITE DJJ Headquarters
AUDIT DATE March 18.20, 2013

¥ TEMS M S 33 Subatantal Complance]  97%

& MEMS N P 1 Partal Comphance %

Begnning Compliancs 0%

Ner-comphance 0%

SBTP - DJJ Headquarters - Round &

e
' ‘“a\\
\, o Substantial Compliance
OPartial Compliance
ar% oBeginning Compliance

OMon-compliancs

26



SBTP - Historical Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013
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SBTP — Compliance Trends

As of July 1, 2013
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SBTP — Cumulative Compliance Trend
As of July 1, 2013
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SBTP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

[From Experts' Annual Report]
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°© NC | 12152 [40.0% | me | 2452 | O94%  stax) NC | 13| 38% ) 3 Mc | e | DA% | MA JNc | 0ds | 0.0% | e e | 0fEe | 0.0% | 00
MNA | 2252 | [30) | ma | 314563 [22] MA [ 11137 (28] NA | 23061 (2] MNA | T3 [27] NA | 0/2E [26]
May 25, 2007 April 29, 2008 March 9, 2009 September 20-22, 2010 July 30, 2012 - August 3, 2012 March 18-20, 2013
Fiatin | # Rated | Adjusted | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted] = Fiatin | # Rated | Adjusted] = Fatin | #FRated | Adjusted] = Fiatin | # Rated | Adjusted] = Fiatin | # Rated | Adjusted] =
E g | P Total # kA g | P Total # *% ] Chang g | Total# % ] Chang g [d Total # k4 Chang g | f Total # kA Chang g | f Total # b Chang
? sc | 252 | 6.7% | sc | s 38.55:.1: Hex ] sC | WiIT 4.4,[]::.,: BEx | sC | 1ie0 [ 33.3% | ma | sc | 2803 | B4.8% | s15x ) sc | 21433 | 03.9% | A
E PC | 462 [ 53.3% ] pe | 12i53 | 50.0% 1 23 Jpe | 9057 | 56.0%I1 60x | pe | 15460 | 38.5% | MA JPC | B3 [ 152% | 2] Pe | 243 | 6% | S
E{ BC | M e | ec | M mie | WAl BC | A Mia | M fBe | SiE0 [ 12.8% ) MA Jec | 0034 | 00% | zex]ec | oz | 0.0% | oo
; NG | 12/52 | 40.0% ) NC | 3053 11.5%! bl Ne | 03w | 0.0% ! e | NG | Gf60 | 154% | mea fuc | o3 [ D0% | B4 N | O/c | D.0% | oo
NA | 22052 | [30) | ma | 27053 (28] MA | 12037 [25] NA | 21160 (23] MNA | 1134 [33] NA | 0433 [33])
MIA Unknown June &, 2009 February 7. 2011 March 5, 2012 March 18-20, 2013
" Fatin | # Fated | Adjusted]  * | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted] ™ | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted] | Ratin | # Rated [Adjustedl  ** § Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted] %
5 LR I e BT C G T el I R I ek B A L T e B CR G T e
F=u sSC 1162 11.15:ui Ma | sC 2113 12.5::.1i 14 | 5 | Bi29 |67 7% e | 5 | 20434 | 88B.2% | 206 sc | 22434 | OF. 1% | 2.9
§-| Site not Audited Ll IR 22.2".:: na [ee | i [43.7%] 25| pe | 7rzs [26.9% | wa Jec | s | 20% 2o pe | s | 220% | oo
f BC hltA, T, ! na | BC [ATE Tt Ma | B | 4129 [ 154% | s JBe | 0434 | 0.0% (B4 BC | 0034 | 0.0% | 00x
3 NC | &/53 ss.mi Ma [ NC | 7013 [ 43.7%) 230 Ne | 0029 | 0.0% | Ma [ e | 3034 | B.8% | ssx | NC | 0034 | 0.0% | 33
- NA | 44153 [ NA | 3t (18] NA | 329 (28] MNA | 034 [34] MNA | 034 [34]
July 26, 2007 May 21, 2008 May 7, 2009 February £, 2011 NiA NiA
Fiatin | # Fated | Adjusted | Fatin | # Rated [ Adjusted? 2 | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted? 3¢ | Ratin | # Rated [Adjusted? %
g | P Total # kA g | P Total # %, Chang g | Total# %, Chang g [d Total # k4 Chang
ol sc | 22 | 67% | sc | B2 45.8:5ui M| s5c | 97 3?.5‘:ui aam | sC | 12043 [ B201% | MA
E pe | 5z | 533%  pe | niss (4580 rec pe | eer {5000 s e | rres | 249 ] e Facility Closed Facility Closed
E BC ALY Mia | BC LS mia | MA QL BC | MiA M | MeA B | 3143 | 10.3% ( mea
WC | 12052 (40.0% ) NC | 2052 | B.3% | T NC | 3037 [12.5%) 42 fNC | 143 | 3.4% | WA
NA | 22052 | [30) | ma | 23053 [24) MA | 13037 [24) | NA | 14143 [29]
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SBTP Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1

ROU

ND 2

| ROUND 5 | ROUND 6

[From Experts’ Annual Report] | [From Experts’ Annual Report] [From Expert’s Annual Repart] [From Exzp Fep ] [From Expe Feports]
Fatin | # Rated | Adjusted| Fatin | # Fated .ﬁ.diustedi | Fatin | # Fated Adiustedi "
=l o [tToms| x g [#Toag| x RO g dTowag| o Thena
1]
] s5c | 2152 | B.7% | sc | 763 35.8‘:ulan.1z SC | 8137 32.0‘:u!4.3z
‘g PC | ®i82 | 53.3%) PCc | W53 | 57.9%1 +&x | PC | 15437 | B0.0%I1 2 Facility Closed Facility Closed Facility Closed
E BC | MNA Mie | BC 1T mie | Mis | BC 1T PtE, |N|’.ﬁ.
Z| ne | s [400% | ne | s | 53% L ser| e | 2 | 8Os ] 2
MNA | 22452 | [30) | WA | 34{52 [13] MA | 12437 [25]
NiA April 28, 2008 NiA
Fiatin | # Rated [ Adjusted,
g | Total # % g Chang
sC | 553 | 35.7%I1 Ma
5 T
site not Audited Tkl AR kil i Facility Closed Facility Closed Facility Closed Facility Closed
Be | ma | ma | owe
NC | 4/52 [ 28.6%]1 Mo
MA | 39453 [14)
ROUMD 1 ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 ROUND & ROUND &
Fatin | # Rated | Adjusted| Fatin | # Fated | Adjusted]l ™ | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted]  ** | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted]l | Ratin | # Fated | adjusted] | Ratin | # Rated | Adjusted]
g g |4 Total#| g ¢ Total#| x 1ChAIl o (g Toras| s IEhEI) g 1 Torae| s DChEAl o |p Toraig| o IChEdl o g Toas| o | Chena
— - rl rl - - -
| sc | 2208 | G.7% | sC | 4532 | 30.5% ) 28| sC | 42067 | 36.2% ) 23w | sC [ 624133 | 40.2% | Ma | sC | ;10102 | BE.2% | 3wox] sC | 29493 [ 95.7% | a5x
=L - - - - - -
| PC [ B4f20% [ 53.3% ] PC | 51133 44.?~'u|3.sz PC | E1/167 52.5*:.' s lpe | 290192 | 30.9% | Ma e | Wiz [ 10.6% | 2oz pe | 4492 | 4.3% | eam
=2
=[|Bc | MA Mia L BC | MA MiA [ mia L BC | MA Mia [ s Jec | 154193 | 11.9% | WA JBC | 0f0z | 0.0% | nex ]l ec | 0493 | 0.0% | 00
=2
Of NC | 450202 | 40.0% ] N | 138 [ 15.8% 0] 24zl Ne | 13067 | 11.2% ) 4ex f NC | 00192 | FL9% | s I Mc | 300z | 3.2% | 47 Nc | 0093 | D08 | nam
NA | BEiz02 | (120) § WA | 2041318 [114] MA | 511167 [116] MA | 71133 [128] MNA | E102 [94] NA | 0193 (93]
Adjusted - "MWA" [Maot &pplicable] and "MNE" [Maot Fated] rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Mumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators used to calculate the "Adjusted 3"
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5. Health Care Services




Health Care Services — Cumulative Compliance Results

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most recent cumulative compliance data provided by the Health Care Experts for the four
remaining sites that are required to be audited under the Health Care Services Remedial Plan. The pie chart compliance percentages
are currently derived from the Experts’ fourth round of audits. The bar graph chart (below, right) identifies the historical cumulative
compliance progress made to date, through the first four rounds of audits. Currently, the cumulative average increase in substantial
compliance from one round to the next is 5.9%.

Latest Assessment Historical Progress

REMEDIAL PLAN: Health Care Services Cumulative
AUDT STTE: Cumulative [esumsriac R—— — N
O-udstanial i ompiance Oramnslompliansse Ohon-compliancs
AUDIT DATE: Round 4
# MEWMS IN 5C: Substantial Compliance o
# 2058 p 89% 100% -
. 14%;, 14% 1%
# TEMS N PC: 13 Partial Compliance 1% Q0% 268, o
1% T
# TEMS IN NC: 246 Mon-compliance 11% 80%
60% R
. : 847
Health Care Services - Round 4 ’ i
50%
’ 71%
40%
O Substantial Compliance 30%
O Partial Compliance 70%
oMNon-compliance 10%
0% T T
Round 1 Round 2 Round 2 Round 4
8/07-6/08 8/ 08-10/09 101210 B11-1112

Source Documents for Compliance Data — For Rounds 1-4: Compliance data obtained by the Health Care Services Experts’ revised and final facility audit
reports.
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Health Care Services — Compliance by Audit Site

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment
Health Care Services RE Health Care Services
O.H. Close N.A. Chaderiian

January 9-11, 2012

January 9.1, 2012

B9%

Substantial Complance

Health Care - O.H. Close - Round 4

O Substantial Compliance

OPartial Compliance

Health Care -N.A. Chaderjian-Round 4

O Substantial Compliance

oPartial Compliance

91% oNon-compliance oo aNon-compliance
Latest Assessment Latest Assessment
REMEQIAL PLA Health Care Services REMEDIAL PLA Health Care Services
AUDIT STE Ventura AUDIT SE DJJ Headquarters
AUDIT DATE August 1517, 2011 AUDIT DATE December 7-8, 2011
TEMS M SC: 599 Substantial Compliance| 87% £ TEMS M SC 15 Substantial Complance| T5%

-Ventura - Round 4

O Substantial Compliance
OPartial Compliance

oNon-compliance

Health Care - DJJ HQ - Round 4

0 Substantial Compliance
oPartial Compliance

ONon-compliance




Health Care Services — Historical Compliance by Audit Site

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

Historical Progress Historical Progress

N.A.Chaderjian O.H.Close
[ DScestantial Compiiance DPartal Complance BNon-complisnce] [ oubstantial Compliance DPartial Compiance Bon.compliancd
100% 100%
80% s0%
B0 BD%:
0% 0%
BO% B0%
50% 50%
40% 4%
0% 0%
0% 20%
10% 0%
o5 0%
A R TR I A S AT

Historical Progress Historical Progress

Ventura

OSuipstantial Compliance DPartial Complance BNgn-com :':rwl

DJJ Headguarters

l DiSubstantial Compliance OPanial Complance D‘JE"-:U":."'&"C#

100% 100%
0% 0%
20% B0
0% 0%
B0 B0%
50% 50%
40% 40%
0% 0%

20%
0%
%

0%
0%

0%

Round 1 Rouwnd 2 Round 3 Round 4
&8 1009 12410 1211

Round 1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
Lra 1308 o a1

34



On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan

Health Care Services — Compliance Trends

that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

i g

38 %8 8§

3

3

Health Care Services Progress Trend - O.H. Close

e uttantial Comphance * Partal Compliancs LT T |

Round 1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
L B3 B0 112

Health Care Services Progress Trend - N.A. Chaderjian

= St Comehance ® o Compance = ticn complanes. |

Round 3 Round 4

Round 2
2109 50 Mz

g

§

#

2

:

3 %333

3

Health Care Services Progress Trend - DJJ Headquarters

[

& Partial C {0 RSN I

Round 1
608

Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
10108 1210 1211

E

e

E

:

:

EEEE

Health Care Services Progress Trend - Ventura

——honc ]

Comphance * Partial Complance

Round 4
81

Round 1

Round 2 Reund 3
1207 1208 Ao
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Health Care Services — Cumulative Compliance Trend

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

Health Care Services Progress Trend - Cumulative

g S bstantial Compliance & Partial Compliance g N on-compliance

100% -

89%

87%
90% 85% —

80% /_

?1%/
70%

60%

50%

40%

30% 27%

20% .\
\1£fo 13%
—— 11%

10%
2.% 1% 0% 1%
U% T L T L ] T L 1
Round 1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
9/07-6/08 8/08-10/09 2/10-12/10 811112
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Health Care Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

ROUND 1 ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 ROUND 5
{From Experts' Facility Reports) (From Experts' Facility Reports) (From Experts' Facility Reports) (From Experts’ Faciiity Reports)
June 2-4, 2008 June 1-3, 2009 May 24-27, 2010 January 9-11, 2012 TBD
i 2.
Rating Rating Rating Rating : Chanes
g }
' T o 51015 of | 8 5
3 SC |440/768| 80.0% | SC sC SC |T15i915) 81.2% 1 2% | Round 3 audits are expected to
| pc g/ 7RE 1.4% PC PC PC 1/915 0.1% : .25, |take place in fiscal vear 2012/2013
d L]
NC |102/768| 18.5% | MC HC NC |&8/915 | B.7% : 2.1
NANE | 218 /768 |22 INAMNE 113882 (769} NAJNE | 128/ 748 (620} MAJNE [ 1317315 (784)
Denominatoer Denominater Denominator Denominator
February 25-29, 2008 February 17-19, 2009 May 24-27, 2010 January 811, 2012 TEBD
| - |
c Rating Rating | Chanee Rating Rating |
g L !
- T T
= 531932 o g ! L} | & a0 {87 LT | 8 .
g SC |4537/920| 60.9% SC |631/914| 80.9% 1 20.0% SC SC [72g/952| BB.8% 1 8.2% Tt & sifm are expected .
S| pc |1orez0| 25% | PC | ereis | 14% I 145 | PC PC | 27852 | 0.2% | 0.5% take place m fiscal year 201212013
2| nc |272/020] 36.6% | NC [1407914| 17.9% | 18.7% | NC [140/893| 18.7% | osw | NC | s0/0s2 | 11.0% | 77
NANE | 1751220 |5 T8 INAINE | 134 1914 (780) NA/NE | 145/ 893 (745) NA/NE | 131/ 852 (821)
enominator] Denominater Denominater Denominator
December 5-7, 2007 December 4-6, 2008 March 22-24, 2010 517, 2011 TBD
I I
P--: I =i =i I
Lating | Rating Rating |
! !
= [ =Tl a A ! a i g I { o, i & .
é SC |530/822| 75.8% SC |B10/808| 79.6% 1 3.8% SC SC |592/908| B86.6% 1 1.0% Round 5 audits are expected to
: L] L] .
S| pc | 11/822| 16% | PC | 11/908 | 1.4% | 02% | PC PC | 5/908 | 0.7% | 02% take place m fiscal vear 201212013
] ]
NC 155 /822 22.6% NC [145/908| 18.9% | 3.7% NC NC ga/o08 | 12.7% | 0.8%
NAMNE | 1237822 | 99 InamE| 1421008 (768) MA/NE | 123/ 227 (804) MAINE | 216/ 208 (692)
Denominater Denominater Denominater Denominator
Adjusted % - "NA" (Not Applicable) and "NE™ (Neot Evaluated) rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
MNumkers in the gray =haded area are the dencminaters used to calculats the "Adjusted %"
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Health Care Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

ROUND 1

ROUND 2

ROUND 3

ROUND 4

ROUND 5

(From Experts’ Facility Reports)
June 2-4, 2008

(From Experts' Facility Reports)

October 7-8, 2009

(From Experts’ Faciity Reports)
November 30 - December 1, 2010

(From Experts’ Facilty Reports)

December 7-8, 2011

TBD

Adjusted % -

NA™ (Mot Applicable) and "ME” (Not Evaluated) rated items are exclu
Mumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators used to calculats the "Adjusted %"

Jed

from cempliance calculation.

T T T
» Rating Rating ) I Chanes Rating | Chanes Rating 31 Chanes
o 1 1 1
E o, o i o, i o i
209 I 8 o 5 0% 519 & .
E_ sSC 3120 20.0% sC 11/20 55.0% : 35.0% SC 101720 50.0% : 5.0% sSC 151720 75.0% : 25.0% Round 3 audits are expected to
g| pc | 1120 | 73.3% | PC | 920 | 45.0% | 283% | PC | 9/20 | 45.0% | 0.0% | PC | 5/20 | 26.0% | 20.0% |take place in fiscal year 20122013
I ] ] ]
:-'_' NC 1120 6.7% NC 0720 0.0% : 6.7% NC 1120 5.0% : 5.0% NC 0r20 0.0% : 5.0%
ja . T
NAMNE| 520 |9 Iname| orzo (20) NAMNE| 0/20 (20) NAMNE| 0720 (20)
Denominator Denominatar Denominator Denominator
January 28-31, 2008 March 10-12, 2009 & April 1-3, 2009 April 26-28, 2010 HA Ha
T
: o,
Bating Rating Rating : Chanes
Q ]
o] SC |[500/872| 721% sSC SC |697/952| 86.4% 1 2.0%
'g : Facility Closed Facility Closed
=1 PC 131872 1.8% PC PC 47952 0.5% | 0.2%
w ]
NC |180/872| 26.0% NC NC (1087952 13.1% : 2.3%
naME | 1797872 | B9 TnamE | 1077047 (840) NA/NE | 145/ 952 (807)
Denominator Denominatar Denominatar
September 5-7, 2007 August 25-28, 2008 February 23-25, 2010
T T
! | Adjusted ® : = : 2,
Rating Rating (NANE) : Chanes Rating : Chanes
] ]
E SC |554/839| 77.6% | SC |752/984| BB.0% : 8.4% SC |717/780| 91.9% : 5.7%
= 1 1 Facility Closed Facility Closed
= PC 9/838 1.3% PC g/884 0.6% | 0.7% PC 31780 0.4% | 0.2%
] ]
NC |151/838| 21.1% NC 117 /984 | 13.4% : 7. 7% NC G0/780 1.7% | A5
NANE | 1251830 |31 NANE 1107984 (874) NA/NE| 0/780 [?ap:
enominator| Denominator Denominator
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Health Care Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown

On February 15, 2013, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Health Care Remedial Plan
that relates solely to Medical Care in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

ROUND 1

(From Experts’ Facility Reports)

ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 ROUND 5

(From Experts’ Facility Reports) (From Experts® Facility Reports) (From Experts® Facility Reports)

October 31 - November 2, 2007 January 13-15, 2009 ik
T
\ \ |
s #Rated/ | Adjusted %] . . #Rated/ |Adjusted %) %
e Rating Totzl# | (-NANE Rating Total# | (-NANE) | Change
— |
o
E T
Y| SC [421/818| 64.1% SC |721/978| B4.2% 1 20.1%
o : Facility Closed Facility Closed Facility Closed
g PC 211818 3.2% PC 4976 0.5% 1 2.7
E t
£ NC |215/818| 32.7% NC 1317876 15.3% : 17.4°
NAMNE [ 1817818 |5 {221 INAMNE | 120 1075 (856)
enominator Denominator
ROUND 1 ROUND 2 ROUND 3 ROUND 4 ROUND 5
! crd RE
- Bating I Bating | Chanes Bating | Chanes
= | | |
l: ) ! E[E.0 414% | CRD | B AR | A2 | B 25 | FTOE i 8,
5 SC |ze0t/s0%8) 71.2% SC  [#14zi3821 84.5% : 13.3% | SC |2282/4220| B6.B% : 2.3% SC |zose/z7ss| BB.8% : 2.0% Round 5 audits are expected to
2| Pc 2.3% | PC |sasseat | 14% | 12% | PC | 2772220 0.7% | 04% | PC | 12/2795 | 0.6% | 0.1% |take place in fiscal year 201212013
] ] ]
a NC 26.5% | NC |703/2831| 14.4% : 1214% | NC |470/4220| 412.4% : 2.0% NC |2¢5/2735( 10.6% : 1.8%
NAJNE [o87/soss | 0720 Typ g | 722 1621 (4905 NAJNE | 541/ 2220 (3779 NAJNE | 78/ 2785 (2317)
Dienominator, Deneminator Deneminator Deneminator
Adjusted % - "NA" (Mot Applicable} and "NE” (Mot Evaluated) rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Numbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators uzed to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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6. Satety & Welfare




Safety & Welfare — Cumulative Compliance Results
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the current cumulative compliance data for the Safety & Welfare Remedial Plan for the fifth
round of audits. The bar graph chart (below, right) identifies the historical cumulative compliance progress made to date, through the
five rounds of audits. The cumulative average increase in substantial compliance from one round to the next is 10.1%.

Latest Assessment Historical Progress
REMEDIAL PLAN: Safety & Welfare . -
v ) Cumulative by Specific Round
AUDM SMTE: cumUIatlvE oSubstantial Compliance oOPartial Com pliance
AUDIT DATE: Round 5 oBsginning Complizncs oMan-compiznos
# TEMS IN 5C: Substantial Compliance o
306 ° 83% 100% 6o %7 Q
#IMENMS N PC: 36 Partial Compliance 10%, 15%, = ) 10%
90% T " 14%
% [TEMS IN BC: 0 Beginning Compliance| 0% 20%
A
# TEMS IN NC: 2 Mon-compliance| 1% 80 s 21% 89%
. 21%
o Safety & Welfare - Cumulative - Round 5 60% :
1% 5% 76%
]
40% BT %
O Substantial Compliance 30%
. . 48%,
89 OPartial Compliance 20%
]
- oBeginning Compliance
Dy
oOMon-compliance 10%
u::"ii =T T 1

Round1 Round2 Round3 Round4 Round?

Source Documents for Compliance Data — There are three sets of compliance monitors responsible to monitor the Safety & Welfare Remedial Plan, the Safety
& Welfare Expert, the Mental Health Experts, and the Office of the Special Master. Compliance data is taken from the monitor’s most recent audit report from
each applicable site.

40



Safety & Welfare — Cumulative Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment

REMEDIAL PLAN Safety & Welfare RELEDIAL PLAN Safety & Welfare
AUDIT SITE O.H. Close MN.A. Chaderijian

ALDIT DATE Round 5 Round 5
& TEMS B 5C 63 Substantial Complance 91% 2 MEMS N SC &1 Substantial Complancs 87%
# MEMS N PC 6 Partinl Complance| 9% # MEMS M PC 9 Partial Complance|  13%
% TEMS 1 B 0 X 0 Begnning Com 0%

I5 ® I5 i 0 ton-complance| 0%

o

o Substantial Compliance
oPartial Compliance
87% oBepinning Compliance
D Mon-compliance

O Substantial Compliance
o Partial Compliance
OBeaginning Compliance
ONon-compliance

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment

REMEDUAL PLAN Safety & Welfare REMEDIAL PLAN Safety & Welfare
AUDIT STE Ventura ALIDAT SITE DJJ Headquarters
AUDT DATE Round 5 Al LTE Round 5
# TEMS N 5C 58 Subsiantal Complance 83% 2 MEMS N S( 124 Substantial Complance 9%

=ariial Complance

Safety & Welfare . Ventura - Round 5 Safety & Welfare - DJJ Headqguarters - Round 5

1%

//1?%‘0 et
O Substantial Compliance

oPartial Compliance

o Substantial Compliance

oPartial Compliance
oBeginning Compliance

83% oBeginning Compliance 2% aNon-compuance

ONon-com pliance
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Safety & Welfare — Historical Compliance by S&W Expert

As of July 1, 2013

Historical Progress

O.H.Close - S&W Expent

Historical Progress

N.A.Chaderjian - S&W Expert
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@ton-comolance
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a0k
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Found? Roundl Round$
104 1209 T

Historical Progress
Ventura - S&W Expert

100%
904
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0%
60%
50%
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0%
0%
10%
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1 4 1:.
i 15%
Fi
i 2
48 15' bad
| B
[7a%
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54
Round1 Round2 Round3d Round4  Rounds
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Historical Progress
DJJHQ - S&W Expert

DPartial Compliance
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DSutstantial Complipnge
OB&ginning Compliancs
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BMon-comphande

OSubstantal Compliance
DBeqinning Complance

100%
20%
0%
To%
E0%
50%
40%
0%

Raund 1
3oa
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0]

Round}
510

Round4 Round &

&A1 B2

100%
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B0t
T0%
B0%
50%
40%
%
20%

10%

0%

Round 1
109

Round 2
1109

Round} Round4
M0 1001

Round &
[0
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Safety & Welfare — S&W Expert Compliance Trends

As of July 1, 2013

Safety & Welfare Expert Progress Trend - O.H. Close Safety & Welfare Expert Progress Trend - N.A. Chaderjian

[ —o—sue Rr— ——tion compaance | | £ Rr—. " tancs |
100 100%
W 0%
[ 0%
Tt 0%
B B0
[ BO%
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2% 20%
Rl 0%
3 v [

Round 1 Rownd 2 Round 3 Rownd 4 Round & Rawnd 1 Rownd 2 Rownd 3 Round 4 Round &
1108 L 1208 il Tz T 200 ot an T2

Safety & Welfare Expert Progress Trend - Ventura Safety & Welfare Expert Progress Trend - DJJ HQ
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Safety & Welfare — Historical Compliance by Special Master

As of July 1, 2013
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Safety & Welfare — Special Master Compliance Trends

As of July 1, 2013
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As of July 1, 2013
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1

0sm

ROUND 2

0O.H. Close Roun 2

S&W Expert O5M IMH Experts 0.H. Close Round 1 S&W Expert IMH Experts
January 28-29, 2003 Oct. 16 & 21, 2003 October 16, 2003 Cumulative January 27-28, 2009 HNovember 5-5, 2009 HiA Cumulative
2z |2 $Z|2| 2z |2 e S z E zZ ) &
5|22 |z 2=z 22 |2 E E 3 E £l 6
@ ) = = = = = = = = = @ = =g #
2 sc| 19126 |63.3%]sc| 1246 |S0.0%]SC| 075 | 0.0% [sC| 32/87 [BR.3%|=2 |5C| 2439 |68.6%|5C| 2845 | 71.0% QEbiRSase s LRLIN 5C | 5284 70.3%:1?-D=-a
& _ _ o _ audit this site for —
:JPC| 5/36 |[16.7%|PC| 8/46 |308%|PC| 0/5 0.0% JPC| 13/87 [21.7%)| = |PC| 2/39 | 8.6% |PC| G/45 [15.4% A 9/84 |12.2%! a.5%
s I this round. |
Q|BC| 4/36 |133%|BC| 1/46 | 3.8% |BC| 4/5 |100%)BC| 9/87 |15.0%)o|BC| 5/239 |[143%]BC| 2745 | 7.7% 8/24 [10.8%I +.2%
NC| 2/36 | 6.7% NC| 4/46 |154%]NC| 0/5 0.0% Inc| &/87 NC| 3/39 | B.6% INC| 2/45 | 51% 5184 K
NA | G136 (30} A | 20746 [ (26) NA| 1/5 (4) [MA| 27/87 (@a) HA | 4/39 (35) JNA| Gid45 (39} 10184 (74)
S8\ Expert OsM IMH Experts HAC Round 1 58\ Expert asm IMH Experts A, Chaderjian Round 2
April 2-3, 2008 COct. 17 & 22, 2008 October 17, 2003 Cumulative F Now, 12-13, March 18-19, 2010 Cumulative
= |2 - (22|, = |& ~ . . NENEE e e
HEERE 33 (2= |2 33 B3 Zlzz |z2|8]| = 5= 1 5
glz| 22 |2 2z |22z 2z 2 2 & E 122|252 2 | S
= = = = == = = = = == = 2= &
= = 1
E SC| 18/37 | 54.5%]5C| 9/45 (409%)s5C| 0/5 0.0% |s5C| 27/87 E SC| 23/41 SC| 073 | 0.0% |5C| 45/82 59.2%!14-2=-u
5 PC| 8/37 |24.2%|PC| 6/45 |27.3%[PC| 1/5 |20.0%]PC| 15/87 6 PC| 11741 [30.5%) PC 173 [33.3%|PC| 18/82 23.?%i 1.3%
< |BC| 3/37 | 91% |BC| 1/45 | 45% |BC| 2/5 |60.0%|BC| 7/&87 . - BC| O/41 [00% |BC| 2/3 |6B6.7%|BC| G/82 | 7.9% i 3.8%
ZMc| 4137 [124%|nc| 645 |273%|uc| 115 |2000%|nc| 11087 ZMc| 5138 [138%|nc| 241 | 55% I nc | 0/3 | 0.0% Iuc| Trez2 9.1%
NA[ 4/37 [ (33) Ina| 23745 | (22) INA| 0/5 (5) na| 27/87 | (B0) NA| 1/38 | (37) InAa| 5741 | (38) [ na | 0/3 {3y Ina| &ra2 (76}
S&W Expenrt OsM IMH Experts Ventura Round 1 S&W Expert asm IMH Experts Ventura Round 2
March 5-6, 2003 December 17-18, December 1-3, 2008 Cumulative June 2-3, 2009 May 17-18, 2010 January 12-13, 2010 Cumulative
I = = =ElL D | B . | = I I L P =l Lz | B 2| = SR
Z| 2= 2= || = 2= || 2= E = 2= E | £E= 2= 1=z| = == | 2= E Z| 2 =1 3
=" |32 =" |32 =" |2 =" |2 =" |22 = =" |32 =" | 241 =
o ] i
SIsC| 22736 |73.3%|SC| 14/46 |51.8%])sC| 0/5 0.0% |5cC| 36/67 [60.0%] S |5C| 25738 [75.8%]5C| 24/38 SC| 0/3 | 0.0% |5C| 49/79 |¥0.0%I 15.8%
] o
E PC| G/36 [20.0%)PC| 7/46 |25.9%|PC| 1/5 |33.3%|PC| 14/87 |23.3% E PC| 4/38 [121%|PC| 10/238 PC | 3713 [MO00.0YPC| 17178 24.3%;11-2=:
= BC 36 | 33% |BC| 2/46 | FTA%|BC| 2/5 |66T7%|BC| 5/87 | B.3% = BC| 2/38 | 6.1% |BC 138 BC| 0/3 |0.0% |BC| 2/79 | 2.9% : 2.2%
HC [ 1/36 [ 3.3% JNC| 4/46 |[14.8%]NC| 0/5 0.0% |NC| 5/87 HC| 2/38 | 6A% NC| 0/38 | Q0% QNC | O/2 [ 0.0% NC| 2/79 2.2%
MA| &ia6 | (30) MA[ 1948 [ 27) |NA] 25 | (@) INA| 27087 [ (BO) MA| 5738 | (33) Iua| 4/38 [ @4 |na| or3 [ @) |na) 2/79 (70)
Adjusted % - "NA" (Mot Applicable) rated temz are excluded from compliance calculatien.
Numbers in the gray shaded area are the denominaters used to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1 ROUND 2

S&V Expert asm IMH Experts 0JJ HQ Round 1 S&VW Expert asm MH Experts 0 HQ Round 2
January 14-15, 2009 March 12, 2009 January 8-9, 2009 Cumulative November 9-10, 2009 November 2-3, 2009 April 15-16, 2010 Cumulative

.| = = ==.. . |22 -, | == e = =l =g -. |ZE1° 5%
2 ERE E Y HHEEREE g z |o - 2 EHE = EREE E = = =1 3
8z | 2 = ES N E = |28 £ 5 5 = = E zZ |2 B =12
£ = = == z = = = = = = = = =x ;&
g. SC| 40797 [43.0%])5C| 18/52 [43.9%]SC| 4/12 |33.3% 62 /161 [42.8% g. SC| 57/94 [B5.A%|SC| 2 SC | 11 85/154 53_4",.{.!20.9%0
E PC| 13/97 [140%]PC| 2/52 [21.9%]PC| 0/12 | 0.0% |PC|22/161|15.1% E PC| 20794 |23.0%)PC| 5/53 |125%| PC | 3/7 | 0.0% |PC|28/154 20_9%i 5.8%
L lec| 18/97 |19.3%]|BC| 2/52 |21.9%]8C| 7/12 |58.3%[BC|34/181(23.3%|=|8c| 7/94 | &0% |Bc| 4/53 |10.0%) BC | 2/7 |58.3%|BC|13/154 9.?%;13-8=:
) ]

3 NC| 22797 |23.7%NC| 5/52 [122%|NC| 1/12 | 8.3% [NC|23/161 3 NC| 3/94 | 3.4% INC| 4/53 |[10.0%] HC | 1/7 | 8.3% NC| 8/154 13.2%
NA| 4,97 | (93) INA| 11/52 | (413 INA| 0/12 | (12) JNA[ 157161 | (146) NA| 7/94 | (B7) INA| 13753 | (403 JNA | O/F (7} INA]20/154 (124)
S&W Expert O5M IMH Experts SYCRCC Round 1 S&W Expert O35M IMH Experts SYCRCC Round 2

NMarch 20-21, 2003 MMarch 17-15, 2009 April 16-17, 2009 Cumulative June 15-18, 2009 Dec. 10-11, 2009 MMay 13-14, 2010 Cumulative
| = . | Z . . - = T = . - | E A = - EEREE
E| =B = = = = E|l 2= = | 2 = ! Z 1 3
3| 2 5 E & 5 | 22 E 3|22 = =15
3= 3= = o ® F - & F i = ™ 1 ]
(&} (8] +
g SC| 23/36 146 |303%)5C| 1/5 |33.3%)sc| 35787 [69.3% E SC| 32/46 |80.0%]sC sC| 0/0 57192 | T2.4%]120.7%
:LE PC| 5/35 f46 [368.7%|PC| 0/5 0.0% JPC| 15/87 |25.4% :LE PC| 4/46 |12.8%|PC| 13/46 |328%|PC | 0/0 17192 21.5%:12.9==
Wlec| o0/38 145 | 3.6% |BC| 2/5 |667wm|BC| 2/87 | BA% | |BC| 0/48 [0.0% |BC| 0745 |0.0% |BC| 070 0/92 | 0.0% ! 5.1%
NC| 0/36 | 0.0% NC| G/46 |214%|NC| 0/5 0.0% uC| G/87 NC| 3/46 | 7.5% INC| 2/45 | 5.0% JNC | 0/0 | 0.0% |NC| 5/92
NA| B/36 | (28) INA| 18/46 | (28) NA| 2/5 (3) MA| 28187 | (59} NA| /46 | (38) INA| G/46 | (403 JNA | 0/0 {0y INA| 13792 (79)
S&W Expert O5M IMH Experts Preston Round 1 S&W Expert O5M IMH Experts Preston Round 2
May 27-28, 2008 February 8-11, 2009 July 18-19, 2008 Cumulative April 25-29, 2009 May 27-28, 2010 Now. 18-19, 2009 Cumulative
£ 3 £ - 2 - S - o — L
EENEE RN N EA 13232 |8] 22 |32 2
| 2 REE z Z| 25 | 2 2z 25 =10
= = :r_'_' 2w - = = = " 2z = = - = —.EIE’E‘-
= =
Ssc| 20/37 |58.8%|sC| 11/46 |39.3%|sC| 0/5 | 0.0% |SC| 31/88 |4F.0%] & |sC| 28/42 [67.4%sC| 24/36 sc | 0/5 |0.0% [sc| s52/83 |B7.5%) 20.5%
w w
@IPC| /37 [235%|PC| 9746 |324%|PC| 0/5 | 0.0% |PC| 17788 |265.8%) 2 |PC| 7r42 [16.3%)PC| G/38 PC | 4/5 |s0.0%|PC| 17783 22.1%: 3.7%
S 0ec| 4737 [118n]ec| 2748 [107n|ec| 35 [75.0%|ec| 10788 [15.4%| % [ec| <722 [o3% [ac BC | 1/5 |20.0%|BC| 5/83 | 6.5% 1 a5%
NC| 2/37 | 5.8% INC| 5/46 |[AF8%NC| 1/5 [25.0%|NC| &/88 NC| 3/42 | 7.0% INC| 0/35 [ 0.0% JNC | 0/5 | 0.0% |NC| 3/83
NA| 3037 | (34) INA| 18/46 | (28) HA| 1/5 {4) INA| 227188 | (B6) NA| 0/42 | (42) INA| G/36 | (30) JHA | 0O/5 (5) InA| B/83 7"

Adjusted % - "NA" (Not Applicable) rated itemz are excluded frem compliance calculation.
Numbers in the gray shaded area ars the denominators used to calculats the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1

ROUND 2

S&W Expert 0O5M IMH Experts HGS Round 1 S&W Expert 0O5M IMH Experts HGS Round 2
March 3-4 & April 7-8, | January 26-27, 2009 | October 2-3, 2008 Cumulative HiA NIA HiA Cumulative
Iz 2z [32]F)| 23
=1 = = 5 3 5 = 5 3 5 k4
— | = Cl I S = —
& —__ |- - &
- SC| 17/37 |50.0%|5C | 10/46 |40.0%|sC| 0/5 | 0.0% |5C| 27/88 |42.2% )
clrc| 5727 [178u]rc| 9/45 [36.0%|rc| 0/ |oo% [ec| 15788 |23.4%) = Facility Closed
m (3-]
Efsc| 2/37 |59% |BC| 1/45 | 40% |BC| 5/5 |100%[8C| /38 |12.5%|E
T luc| 9/37 |26.5%|Nc| 5/46 |20.0%|uc 015 0.0% QHUC| 14/88 I
HA | 3137 (34) JNA| 21/46 [ (25) JNA 0rs () HA| 24/38 (G64)
S&W Expert OsM IMH Experts Cumulative Rd 1 S&W Expert Qs IMH Experts Cumulative Rd 2
Cumulative Rd 1 Cumulative Rd 1 Cumulative Rd 1 All S8V Monitors Cumulative Rd 2 Cumulative Rd 2 Cumulative Rd 2 All 5&\W Monitors
. =z, EEEL NS = ] . ==, ol I w| = )
£ Iz |£ = =|lz| 22 Z - z = |z =1 E |22 E| 3 =1 5
mE ZE|E| 22 ||| 22 EERE T E 2 |2 1 EE S| 22 2205
= Z = ZZ = = = |= = : 3 = = 5| R
:: SC|152/ 216 | 56.4% | 5C [ 285/ 227 |43.6%)SC| S5/42 |13.9%)5C [250/525 [48.5% I..E SC | 122/297 | 68.9% | 5C | 151/252 | 68.9%] SC | 1/18 S5C|340/574 Bﬁ_'ﬁﬁ.hﬂ.z?u
| |
TPC| 21/ 218 [18A%|PC| 52/ 227 | 294%|PC| 2742 B.5% PC[111/625 (21.5%|2D |PC| 42/257 |16.4%PC| 51/250 | 23.3%] PC | 11/128 | 61.1%|PC | 108/574 20_3%: 0.7%
% BC| 22/218 | 11.3%|BC | 16/ 227 | 9.1% |BC | 256/4Z |T2.2%|BC| 78/662 14_3%% BC| Z2/287 | B1% |BC| 7/Z23% | 3.2% | BC | S/1& |27.8%|BC| 24/574 ﬁ_?%'S.F:
o HC | 407216 |14, 2% NC | 25/ 227 |1T7.8%NC| 2/42 8.3% |NC | 7a/885 o HC | 12/287 | T7.0% JNC | 107258 [ 46% | NC | 1/1& | 5.5% JNC| 20/574
HA [ 2&/316 [ (282) NA | 120/ 227 | (197)NA | &/42 (36) JNA | 170/885( (5715) HA| 227287 [ (2T3)INA | 207258 [ (219) ) NA | O/1& | (18) JNA | 647574
Adjusted % - "NA" (Mot Applicable) rated tems are excluded from compliance calculation.
Numbers in the gray shaded area are the denominaters used to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 3 ROUND 4

S&\W Expert 0.H. Close Round 3 S&\W Expert 0.H. Close Round 4
December 1-2, 2009 Ti& HiA Cumulative July 18-20, 2011 Ti& HiA Cumulative
. - - £ o | o = £ EE=l MH Experts did not audit = [
E_ = = 3 = ] 5 E_ = I = this site for this round. 5
z =) | z ]
@ i I = MH items rated by DACC #
E 5C 0SM did not audit | MH Experts did not i EY i were incorporated into I ] 6.0%
O this site forthis | audit this site for .- —1° .- .- — - 0
:I:. this round. - g — : Dual rated items were — - —
O |BC| 2/ 21 : / incorporated only into 5.7%
NC| 0/29 | D.0% 0/39 6.8 NC| 1/37 | 3.0% |NC| 2/42 | 5.1% 3179 4.2%
the Expert and 0SM
4739 (35) NA| 4727 [ @3) [na| 2742 [ (20 [Ne—— 7178 (72)

HA( 4739 [ (25)

N.A. Chaderjian Round 4
Cumulative

N S&\W Expert

A, Chaderjian Round 3

IMH Experts MH Experts
HiA HiA

August 15-16, 2011 NiA
i L 3 MH Experts did not audit = i z
# 1 5 = z thiz site for this round. =] 5
5 E = E E I 5
= Z = I = |= MH items rated by 0ACC : Z = | &
= OSM did notaudit | MH Experts did not 25137 |74.4%] 12.2% |8 | sc 5C “’“:h‘:;:g:a';;‘im“ sc | 58/79 [84.4%) 12.75
o P i el s : = 0 ¥ |
s this site for this |~ audit this site for 10/37 | 28.6%1 49% |5 |pc] 5738 [15.4%]pc] 5141 10179 [14.5%1 14.1%
/ round. this round. - ot - g . - m  Dual rated items were o 1 "
< 0/37 | 0.0% | 7.9% < BC| 0/38 | 0.0% |BC| 0/41 Rl incorporated only into 0.0% | 0.0%
Z|uc 17 | 0.0% 0137 EREA = [T RTINS ToS IR N the S&W Expert ratings if 1o
: the Expert and 05M
na| 237 | 29 2137 (35) HA| 5/38 (33) INA| 5141 [EN  ratings were the same.
S&W Expert Qs IMH Experts Ventura Round 3 S&W Expert Qs IMH Experts Ventura Round 4
IMay 24-25, 2010 s HiA Cumulative Iay 158-20, 2011 lid HiA Cumulative
_ =z - B | S - MH Experts did not audit B | o
2| 3 = =] = |- Y this site for this round. L=
I S| 52 N I 2
| = - == Z = : = - MH items rated by OACC = : #
= - . . . 1 ~ rere i i 1
'5 SC| 25740 4 O5SM did not audit | MH Experts did not 25740 |BT.BY%l 2.4% I5 sc| 22137 [ga 7l sc| 27142 “":hl:;;g:;::;mm 49770 |BT.A%] 0.5%
— 1z =1 1= - H 1z =1 T = - = T
E pC| 10740 this site for this audlt.thl.. site for 10140 | 27.0%) 2.7% E pc| 727 |zo6%lec| 7142 14 /79 [19.2% 7.5%
= - round. this round. - o | — = - — Drual rated items were = 4
BC| 2/40 2/40 | 5.4% 1 2.5% BC| 0/37 | 0.0% |BC| 0742 | 0.0% | -—, i 0.0% 1
NC| O/40 o 2.9%
- the Expert and 0SM
na| 3740 [ @0 3140 (36) /37 ) i Il ratings were the same.

Adjusted % - "MA" (Not Applicable) rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.

MNumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators uzed to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 3 ROUND 4

S&W Expert Qs IMH Experts 0JJ HQ Round 3 S&VV Expert MH Experts 0JJ HQ Round 4
September 15-16, 2010 Sept. 15-16, 2010 HiA Cumulative October 4-5, 2011 HiA Cumulative
- o o SN P MH Experts did not audit - sz oz
wlz| 2= |22 2 o = ER - P = » this sitefor thisround.  [ERRER BEETLEE
- H Z 3 3 : s |5lz 3 5|25 e 1 5
v=1 I - 3 - g 3 - - 21 2 |el” - MH items rated by 0acC [ =2 1 2
© © e .
S|sc| saros |73.0%| sc | 452 017+ [REUES gL bR L sC 112/ 147/ 80.0%) 16.6% | 2fsc| 7395 [sa.0ssc| 38153 ““:h‘;?;g:a':;‘im“ 117123\ BT +.7%
2 [rc| 19705 [206%| pc | 2 audit this site for 221147 [16.7%, 5.2 |@[ec| 12195 [13.0%|pc| 5/53 171148 13.0%, 2.7%
f — - this round. 0 — = — — - Drual rated items were 0 -
BC| 4/95 [43% | BC | O 4/147 | 2.8%  s.8% | EIBC| 0/95 | 0.0% |BC| 0/53 | 0.0% incorporated only into 14 0.0% ; 2.9%
) =2 ; f
S fNc| 1795 | 1A% fuc | 1) 21147 46% |PNC| 1795 | 1.2% |NC| 2/53 | 44% the SEW Expert ratings if
| - the Expert and 0SM :
HA [ 3/95 [ (82 HA | 4 71147 (140) HA| 9/95 | (B6) [NA| B/53 | (45) [Eeeeceremmmp gy (131)
S&W Expert IMH Experts SYCRCC Round 3 S&W Expert 0OsM MH Experts SYCRCC Round 4
April 21-22, 2010 HiA Cumulative HiA I HiA Cumulative
| 3 : O I -
£z e 5
2 2 o
=
L] . - O
O s ! Ftd OSM did not audit | MH Experts did not O
15 Ic this site forthis | audit this site for = Facility Closed
= this round. >=
LN e w
HC| 0/39 | 0.0%
HA [ 10/39 [ (29) 101739 )
S&\W Expert MH Experts Preston Round 3 S&\W Expert IMH Experts Preston Round 4
June 7-8, 2010 TIA HNiA Cumulai_tive HNiA TIA HNiA Cumulative
NEE NEN R
£ B2 |: E|Ez |22 ) &
= o 2 B =
2lZe R
E sc| 26739 0OSM did not audit | MH Experts did not 26130 (T2 2‘5{.; 4.7% E
[+ i . T : - ey
= PC| 10733 | 27.8% this site for this audit this site for 10739 2?.3%' 515 2 FB(‘.I].lt_V Closed
.n': round. this round. : DI:
BC| 0/39 | 0.0% 0/39 | 0.0% 5
HC [ 0/39 | 0.0% 0/39 3.9
HA [ 3/38 [ (36 3!
jadjusted % - "MA” (Not Applicable) rated items are excluded frem compliance calculation.
lumbers in the gray =haded area are the denominators uzed to calculats the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 3 ROUND 4

S&W Expert MH Experts HGS Round 3 S&W Expert MH Experts HGS Round 4
& TiA A Cumulative HiA & A Cumulative

Facility Closed Facility Closed

Heman G. Stark

Heman G. Stark

S&W/ Expert 0SsIM

IMH Experts Cumulative Rd 4
Cumulative Rd 4 All 5&8W Monitors

IMH Experts Cumulative Rd 3 S&W Expert Qs
Cumulative Rd 3 All 58W Monitors Cumulative Rd 4 Cumulative Rd 4

Cumulative Rd 3 Cumulative Rd 3
== [25]. =2 .z |21 B N == == 9 ==zls
E| 2 |22| £ E| 23 |22 | & £ z | £ £ IZ | &
3 3 |2 |28, 0 E: S E 3 221 9
= ZE ., = = : ZE, =
MH Experts did not 233/341 | 7B.3%] 9.5% 5C | 1507 207| 80.6% | 5C | 122/ 173| 83.0% LR S0t L bl 81.7%] 5.4%

Fa
Li=]
=y

SC 1947289 73.6%] S5C | #4/5
PC | 60/288 | 22.7%] PC k¥

audit any S&W items
for this round.

13.3%) 6.9%

audit anv S&W items
audit any S&W items 53/ 241 20.2%: 0.5
0388 U.U%: 2,9%

for this round.

PC| 2287207 | 15.0%PC | 18/178

(]
%]
=]
P
-

CUMULATIVE
CUMULATIVE

BC| 9/22¢ | 3.4% | BC | 0/22 | D.O% 9/ 341 2_9%= 3.8% Bc| o/207 | 0.0% |BC| 0/172
NC| 17289 | D4% | NC | 1452 27341 5.3% nc| z/z07 | 4.3% uc| g/7e 17 4 385 4.3%
na| 25289 [ (2e4)| na | 252 | (48 29/ 241 (312) na | 217207 [ (186) na| 127172 a0/ 288 (345)

Adjusted % - "MA”" (Not Applicable) rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.

= 2

Numbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators uzed to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 5

ROUND 6
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Bl g3 |B2|5|fE |5 cE |24 sled|selz| e |seli| e |2e|2| 8 2203
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Adjusted - "MWA" [Mot Applicable] rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Mumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators used to caleulate the " Adjusted .
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 6

ROUND 5

SYCRCC

NiA

S&\W Expert

Facility Closed

Closed

Adjusted ¥ - "MA" (Mot Applicable) rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Mumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators used to calculate the "Adjusted 3"

MH Experts Preston Round 5
NiA NIA Cumulative

SYCRCC

Preston

S&V Expert
NIA

Facili

Closed

Facility Closed
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=] (]
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Safety & Welfare Compliance — Facility Breakdown

As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 5 | ROUND 6

S8V Expert “ MH Experts HGS Round & S&W Expert IMH Experts HGS Round &
MNIA MiA Cumulative NIA MNIA NIA Cumulative

Facility Closed Facility Closed

Heman G. Stark
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S&WW Expert asn MH Experts Cumulative Rd 5 S&W Expert OSM IMH Experts Cumulative Rd &
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~ 2o ~ 2o -~ sl - 8T - 8T -~ ¥ o -~ 2l
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F213 niE 7 niE /324 0% 03 [:TH : “| Ezpected to Take Place in
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Adjusted - "MWA" [Mot Applicable] rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Mumbers in the gray shaded area are the denominators used to caleulate the " Adjusted .
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7. Mental Health




Mental Health — Cumulative Compliance Trends
As of July 1, 2013

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the current cumulative compliance data for the Mental Health Remedial Plan. These percentages
are derived using the compliance data from each Mental Health monitor for Round 2 audits. The bar graph chart (below, right)
demonstrates the historical cumulative compliance progress made to date, through the first two rounds of audits. Currently, the
cumulative average increase in substantial compliance from one round to the next is 8.9%.

It should be noted that the last Mental Health Expert audit occurred in May 2010. Since then, a new set of Mental Health Experts
have been assigned to monitor this plan and are working toward revising the existing Mental Health audit tool. Once this has been
accomplished, the Mental Health Experts will then begin to conduct their annual auditing cycles.

Latest Assessment Historical Progress
REMEDIAL PLAN: Mental Health .
) Cumulative - By Round
AUDIT STTE: Cumulative _ : : : :
- p— Round 2 o Substantial Compliance oPartial Compliance
AUDT DATE: oBeginningCompliance oMon-compliance
#TEMS IN 5C: B Substantial Compliance|  45%
#TEMS IN PC: 36 Partial Compliance|  27T% .
. 100% L]
#TEMS IN BC: 29 Beginning Compliance| 21% 238, 1
- an% 2%
#TEMS IN NC: 10 Mon-compliance 7% = 1
— === 80%
zorrews o] 36 [N
T0% :
Mental Health - Cumulative - Round 2 2T%
G0%
50% 24%
40%
O Substantial Compliance 1
) ) 30% ¢
oPartial Compliance S 45% I
OBeginning Compliance 20%
oMNon-compliance 10% ;
D[s{:l = T 1
Round 1 Round 2

Source Documents for Compliance Data — For Round 1: Compliance data obtained from the Mental Health Experts’ 2008/2009 Site Visit Summary and the
Office of the Special Master’s revised audit reports for the six audited sites. For Round 2: Compliance data obtained from the Mental Health Experts’ five draft
audit reports for their second round of audits and the Office of the Special Master’s six draft reports for its second round of audits.
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Mental Health — Current Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment
Mental Health ! Mental Health
Q.H. Close N.A. Chaderiian
Round 2 Round 2
4 Substantial Compliance|  80% 10 Substantial Comphance 67%
1 Partial Compliance 20% # MTEMS W PC 3 Partial Complance 20%
0 Seginning Complance | 0% # TEMS N BC 2 Beginning Compliance |  13%
0 Non-comphiance 0%

Mental Health - O.H. Close- Round 2 Mental Health . N.A. Chadarjian . Round 2

O 5ubstantial Compliance
oFartisl Compliance
©SBeginning Compliance

O Substantial Compliance

EPartial Compliance

BEBaginning Compliance
80% @ ' P

SHon-compliance oNon-compliance

Latest Assessment

Latest Assessment

REMEDIAL PLA Kental Health REMED AL PLAN KMental Health
Ventura DJJ Headquarters
AUDIT DATE Round 2 ALDIT DATE Round 2
#TEMS M SC 10 Substantial Compliance| 67% & MEMS M SC Fa | Substantisl Compliance| 28%
3 Partisl Complance 20% #MEMS N PC 25 Partial Complance 3%
1 Baginning Comphance T% Baginning Comphance 28%
1 Hon-compliance 11%
_15_ I

Mental Health -Ventura- Round 2 Mental Health -0JJ Headquarters- Round 2

o Substantial Compliance
OPartial Complianse
200 oEeginning Complianae

eMon-compliance

o Substantial Compliance
oPartial Compliance
BEeginning Compliance
aNor-compliance
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Mental Health — Historical Compliance by Audit Site

As of July 1, 2013

Historical Progress Historical Progress
O.H.Close N.A. Chaderjian
DSubstantal Compliance OPartial Complance ahklon-compliance oBeginningCompliance
OBeginningComplance oNan-compliance oPartial Complance oSubstantial Complancs
100%%
. 14% 20% 100%
908 o 0%
B0 80%
T 14% T0%
6% B 60%
5% 50%
40% 57% 20%
% 30%
W% 20%
10% 10%
0% 0%
Round 1 Round 2 Round{ Round 2
Historical Progress
Ventura DJJ Headquarters
Olon-compliance DEEgINfNgCOmphance | OMNon-compliance CBeginningCampiance |
OFartial Compliance DSubstantial Compliance OFartial Compliance DESubstantial Compliance
10075 1007% 1%
90°% W%
4%
80 0% 28%
T0% T
B0% B0
50% 0% % 33%
408 40%
0% 0% 7%
0% 2% 28%
0% 10% 14%
0% 0
Roumd 1 Roumd 2 Round 1 Round 2
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Mental Health Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013

ROUND 1 ROUND 2
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Adjusted % - "MAJDEF” rated itemz are excluded from compliance calculation.
ed o

PHumbers in gray shaded area are the denominaters used to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Mental Health Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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Adjusted % - "MAJ/DEF” rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
Numbers in gray ghaded area are the denominators uzed to calculate the "Adjusted %"
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Mental Health Compliance — Facility Breakdown
As of July 1, 2013
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8. Dental Services




Dental Services — Cumulative Compliance Results

On October 18, 2012, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Dental Care section that relates
solely to the Health Care Remedial Plan in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

The pie chart (bottom, left) identifies the most recent cumulative compliance data provided by the Dental Services Expert for the three
remaining sites that are required to be audited under the Health Care Services Remedial Plan. The pie chart compliance percentages
are currently derived from a combination of the Expert’s second, third, and fourth round audits. The bar graph chart (below, right)
demonstrates the historical cumulative compliance progress made to date, through the first four rounds of audits. It should be noted
that the fourth round of audits only included one audited facility. Currently, the cumulative average increase in substantial
compliance from one round to the next is 1.7%

Latest Assessment Historical Progress

REMEDIAL PLAN: Dental 5 i .
ehtal Services DDS - Cumulative

AUDIT SITE: Cumulative
OSubstantial Compliance OPartial Compliance OMon-compliance
AUDIT DATE: Round 2/3/4 P F P

# ITEMS IN SC: Substantial Compliance 100% =

# [TEMS I PC: Partial Compliance p 002,

# MEMS IN MNC: Mon-compliance t a0%,

# OF MEMS RATED: 70%

B0%

Dental Services- Cumulative - Round 2/3/4
3% 50%

40%

\ O Substantial Compliance 30%%
O Partial Compliance 0%,

OMon-compliance

10%
'_‘I"

0% 4 T T T 1
Round1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
(Justone
Facility)

Source Documents for Compliance Data — For Rounds 1-4: Compliance data obtained from the Dental Services Expert’s draft and final facility audit reports.
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Dental Services — Compliance by Audit Site

On October 18, 2012, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Dental Care section that relates solely
to the Health Care Remedial Plan in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

Latest Assessment Latest Assessment
REMEDIAL PLAN Dental Services REMEDIAL PLAN Dental Services
MO SITE O.H. Close AT SATE N.A. Chaderiian
AUDIT DATE June 22.23, 2010 ALDIT DATE August 3-4, 2011
= TEMS M SC q7 Substantial Complance % & TEMS N SC 93 Substantial Compliance 94%
# TEMS H PC 1 Fartial Complance 1% 2 TEMS N PC 3 Fartial Comgpliance %
= TEMS B NC 3 Hen-complance I% 2 MEMS M NC ___3__ Heon-compliance i
Dental Services. O.H. Close - Round 2 Dental Services- N.A Chaderjian - Round 3
1% 3% e_ 3

0 fubstartial Complance QSubstantal Compliance

O Fartial Cosspliance QP urtial Compliance

Q,E% BHom-cemplians AHNcrcompliancs
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AUCT STE Ventura
AUDIT DATE July 12-13, 2012
2 MEMS N 5C 114 Substantal Complance|  98%
& MEMS M PC ] Partial Comphancs 0%
& MEMS M NC 2 Hon-complance 2%

Dental 5ervices. Ventura - Round 4
& _

//.-""

O5Substantal Compliance
OiParfial Compliance

\ 98% DNon-compliance
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Dental Services — Historical Compliance by Audit Site

On October 18, 2012, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Dental Care section that relates solely
to the Health Care Remedial Plan in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.

Historical Progress Historical Progress

DDS - O.H. Close DDS - N.A. Chaderjian

| osubstantial Comslance oRartial Complance @Nan-compliance | | osubstantial Gompliance CPartial Compiance mMon-compiiancs |

Round 1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 1 Round 2 Round 3
B/08 A0 NiA 809 510 811
Historical Progress
DDS - Ventura

| DSubsiantial Compliance OFartial Complance BHon-compl -ar'cel

Round 1 Round 2 Round 3 Round 4
2g EM0 71 2
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Dental Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown

On October 18, 2012, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Dental Care section that relates solely
to the Health Care Remedial Plan in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.
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§[ Pc [ 112 | o% | Pc [z 1% 1 ren | pc [ainez| 25% 1 oorw | PC |onias| 0.0% 1 2% sipectedio tf;if,pizcl%mmcalyw
:-_., + T L L L a.
HC g1 5.0% HC 597133 8.3% | 3.3% NC 87133 6.8% 1 1.5% NC 27135 1.6% | 5.2%
1 i 1
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S Torae | MAINE) Dite to STCREC s imoendine @
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l% PC 2122 7.8 otaff o ) 't" May 1213 audit for SYCRCC for this round but did Facility Closed Facility Closed
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Adjusted 3 - "MA" [Mot Applicable] and "ME" [Mot Evaluated] rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
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Dental Services Compliance — Facility Breakdown

On October 18, 2012, the County of Alameda Superior Court dismissed the Dental Care section that relates solely
to the Health Care Remedial Plan in the Farrell vs. Beard lawsuit.
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Adjusted 2 - "MWA" (Mot Applicable] and "ME" [Mot Evaluated] rated items are excluded from compliance calculation.
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