Staff

Kyria Martinez, County Administrative Officer
Laurie Avedisian-Favini, County Counsel
Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board

Board Members

Joe Neves, District 1

Richard Valle, District 2

Doug Verboon, District 3 - Chairman

Rusty Robinson, District 4 — Vice-Chairman
Robert Thayer, District 5

Regular Meeting Action Summary

Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2025
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Place: BOARD of SUPERVISORS CHAMBERS, Kings County Government Center

1400 W. Lacey Boulevard, Hanford, California 93230

@ (559) 852-2362 < bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us < www.countyofkingsca.gov

The meeting can be attended on the Internet by clicking the Microsoft Teams hyper link below:
Join the meeting now

or by sending an email to bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us on the morning of the meeting for an automated
email response with the Microsoft Teams meeting link information. Members of the public attending via
Microsoft Teams will have the opportunity to provide public comments during the meeting. If the Microsoft
Teams connection malfunctions or becomes unavailable for any reason, the Board of Supervisors reserves
the right to conduct the meeting without remote access. *Microsoft Teams will be available for access, and
the Board Chambers will be open at 8:50 a.m.*
Members of the public who wish to view/observe the meeting virtually can do so on the internet at:
www.countyofkingsca.gov and click on the “Join Meeting” button or by clicking this link:

https://youtube.com/live/ZMbzGhms4Qw?feature=share
**Members of the public viewing the meeting through YouTube will not have the ability to provide public
comment.

Members of the public may submit written comments on any matter within the Board’s subject matter
jurisdiction, regardless of whether it is on the agenda for the Board’s consideration or action, and those
comments may become part of the administrative record of the meeting. Comments will not be read into
the record, only the names of those who have submitted comments will be read. Written comments should
be directed to bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us email by 8:00 a.m. on the morning of the noticed meeting to be
included in the record. Those comments received after 8:00 a.m. may become part of the record of the next
meeting. E-mail is not monitored during the meeting. To submit comments by U.S. Mail, send to: Kings County
Board of Supervisors, Attn: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, County of Kings, 1400 W. Lacey Blvd., Hanford,
CA 93230.

l. 9:00 AM CALLTO ORDER
ROLL CALL - Clerk of the Board
Chairman Verboon held a moment of silence in honor of Charlie Kirk
INVOCATION - Pastor Sylvia Gaston — Koinonia Church
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
ALL MEMBERS PRESENT
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UNSCHEDULED APPEARANCES

This is an opportunity for members of the public to address the Board on items of interest within the
Board's jurisdiction, and which are not already on the agenda. The Board will not answer questions
impromptu, and concerns or complaints will be referred to appropriate staff. For items which are on
the agenda, members of the public will be provided with an opportunity to address the Board as each
item is brought up for discussion. Speakers should limit their comments to not more than two (2)
minutes.

Catherine Venturella, Clerk of the Board stated that the Board received correspondence from
Stephen Varela and that they have been posted online and sent electronically to the Board. The
documents will become part of the permanent record of the minutes.

Daryl Terrell, resident of Riverside County, asked the Board to consider adopting an Unlawful
Possession of Catalytic Converter Ordinance to assist law enforcement with the ability to protect
the public by deterring catalytic converter thefts.

Alex C. Walker, Kings County resident, invited the community to attend the Sarah Mooney Museum
annual Lemoore Cemetery Walk on September 27, 2025, and the Lemoore Chamber of Commerce,
Salute to Ag Dinner on October 3, 2025 honoring Joe Neves and Keenan Farms, the Sarah Mooney
Museum open house mixer on October 23, 2025 and The Lemoore Rotary Club Crab Feed on
November 8, 2025.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. Report out of Closed Session from the regular meeting for September 9, 2025.

REPORT OUT: Laurie Avedisian-Favini, County Counsel stated the Board took no reportable action
in Closed session from the September 9, 2025 meeting.

B. Approval of the minutes from the regular meeting for September 9, 2025.

PUBLIC: None

ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (RR, JN, RV, RT — Aye; DV - Abstain)

CONSENT CALENDAR
All items listed under the consent calendar are considered routine and will be enacted by one motion.
If a Board member has questions, requests additional information, or wishes to comment on an item,
the vote should not be taken until after questions have been addressed or comments made, and the
public has had an opportunity to comment on the Consent Calendar items.
A. Community Development Agency:
1. a. Consider finding that the Notices of Partial Non-Renewal are exempt from
environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
Guidelines Section 15061(b)(3);
b. Approve the Notices of Partial Non-Renewal for the following Williamson Act Land
Conservation contract numbers: 301, 2077, and 2096.
2. Consider approving the Agreement with Willdan Engineering to provide Code Compliance
services effective October 1, 2025, through October 1, 2028. [AGMT 25-152]
3. Consider approving the Statement of Work with Ernst and Young for State Water Project
professional auditing services retroactively effective from July 1, 2025 through June 30,
2026. [AGMT 25-153]
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B. Human Services Agency:

1. Consider approving the Agreement with Evident Change for SafeMeasures, a web-based
data analytics tool, effective October 1, 2025 through September 30, 2028. [AGMT 25-154]

2. Consider approving the First Amendment to the Agreement with Fresno Pacific University
for employee social work program internship placement in the Human Services Agency
effective September 23, 2025 through July 22, 2028. [AGMT 24-134.1]

3. Consider approving the California Department of Social Services Privacy and Security
Agreement with the California Department of Social Services retroactively effective from
September 1, 2024, through September 1, 2028. [AGMT 25-155]

C. Probation Department:

1. Consider approving the Kings County Probation Department’s Application for Discharge
from Accountability for the collection of delinquent court-ordered criminal fines, fees,
penalties, and assessments and order that the accountability to collect the debts be
discharged.

D. Administration:

1. Consider appointing two new members to the Kings County Behavioral Health Advisory
Board.

2. Consider rejecting the Claim for Damages filed by Karla Carrillo Robles.

PUBLIC: None
ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (JN, RT, RV, RR, DV - Aye)

REGULAR CALENDAR
A. Behavioral Health Department — Lisa Lewis/ Polo Ortiz
1. Consider adopting a Resolution proclaiming the month of October 2025 as National
Substance Use Prevention Month. [RESO 25-066]
PUBLIC: None
ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (RR, JN, RV, RT, DV - Aye)

B. Probation Department — Leonard Bakker/Wendi Dibble
1. Consider approving the Agreement between the County of Kings and the California
Forensic Medical Group, Inc. for CalAIM Implementation Services. [AGMT 25-156]
PUBLIC: None
ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (JN, RT, RV, RR, DV - Aye)

C. Administration — Kyria Martinez/Gisselle Coyt/Matthew Boyett

1. Consider approving the response to the Grand Jury report titled, “Kings County Policy and

Procedure Manual Special District Disbursements” as the Board’s response.

PUBLIC: Victor Chavarrin Jr., representing himself in a personal capacity, stated that while he served
on the Armona Community Services District Board the ARPA money that was disbursed by the
County to the special districts went to help special districts who were excluded from any ARPA
funding to survive by covering residents’ utility arrearages and services to continue to do business.
ACTION: TABLE THE ITEM UNTIL THE SEPTEMBER 30, 2025 MEETING TO ALLOW STAFF TO INCLUDE
ADDITIONAL LANGUAGE TO THE RESPONSE.
ROLL CALL: (RV, RT, RR, DV - Aye; JN - No)

2. Consider adopting a Resolution approving the Final Fiscal Year 2025-26 Kings County
Budget. [RESO 25-067]
PUBLIC: None
ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (JN, RT, RV, RR, DV - Aye)
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VI.

3. Consider confirming the appointment of Rick Bradford to the position of Kings County
Sheriff effective November 24, 2025.

PUBLIC: Sheriff Dave Robinson stated that he is the 15t Sheriff for Kings County and the second
longest serving, Orvie Clyde served as Kings County Sheriff for 30 years. He recognized Daryl Terrell
who spoke under unscheduled appearances and stated that an Unlawful Possession of Catalytic
Converter Ordinance would be helpful for law enforcement. He stated that the process to appoint
a Sheriff to fulfill an unexpired term is written in the constitution and limits the Board of Supervisors
in what authority they have on the process, the Undersheriff automatically becomes the Sheriff and
the voters decide in the next election which will be in 2028, the last time this happened in Kings
County was in 2005 and that is why his letter of retirement was submitted so early to allow time to
complete the processes. He stated that he has confidence that Rick Bradford will do a great job as
Sheriff when he retires and stated that Rick has no intention of running for Sheriff in 2028 and hopes
that will allow for a good pool of candidates for the election.
Laurie Avedisian Favini, County Counsel stated that the process is dictated by State Law and
California Government Code.
Mark Kairis, Hanford City Council member, stated that Rick Bradford is our choice.
Scott Holwell, Veterans Service Office, stated that Rick Bradford is a United States Marine Corp
veteran and had previous White House duties as part of the “8*" and I” the oldest post in the Marine
Corps.
Johnathan Brewster, Deputy Sheriff’s Association President, stated that we support Rick Bradford.
Sarah Hacker, District Attorney, stated that she extends deepest gratitude to Sheriff Dave Robinson
and is looking forward to working with Rick Bradford in the future.
Rick Bradford thanked everyone for their confidence in him and Sheriff Dave Robinson for his
leadership and legacy as our Sheriff.
ACTION: APPROVED AS PRESENTED (JN, RT, RV, RR, DV - Aye)

STUDY SESSION
A. Behavioral Health Department — Lisa Lewis/Christi Lupkes
Kings County Homelessness Collaborative — Mark Kairis/Jeff Garner
1. Receive an update on the Kings County Homelessness Collaborative annual report and
initiatives.
Public: None
The Board received an update from various stakeholders, and no official action was taken.

STUDY SESSION
B. Community Development Agency — Chuck Kinney/Yesenia Kharufeh
1. Receive an update on the establishment of the General Plan Advisory Committee.
Public: None
The Board received an update, and no official action was taken.
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ViIl. S BOARD MEMBER ANNOUNCEMENTS OR REPORTS
On their own initiative, Board Members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their
own activities. They may ask questions for clarification, make a referral to staff or request staff place
a matter of business on a future agenda (Govt. Code Section 54954.2a).
Supervisor Robinson stated he virtually attended the California State Association of Counties
meeting, attended the Rural Counties Representatives of California annual conference, and
attended a “Water 101” training with Supervisor Thayer.

Supervisor Valle stated he attended the City of Corcoran Prayer breakfast with the Mayor and Vice-
Mayor, has been working with staff and will have a Townhall meeting in Kettleman City on
September 24. 2025 at 6:00 p.m. where highlights will include curb, gutter and sidewalks, the
pedestrian bridge project, the Caltrans Highway 41 roundabout and broadband connectivity.

Supervisor Thayer stated he assisted a constituent with a complaint, he attended a “Water 101”
training with Supervisor Robinson, and thanked Jesse of the CenCal Fallen Heroes Memorial Truck
and Trailer for adding of two names this morning.

Supervisor Neves stated he attended the Lemoore High FFA dinner, attended the Lemoore College
9-11 Remembrance Memorial, attended the Kings County Extreme Heat & Community Resilience
Workgroup meeting, attended the Carnegie Museum reception, participated in the Soroptimist of
Hanford child shopping spree, attended the Kings County Homelessness Collaborative meeting, he
barbequed for the Human Services Agency Staff Appreciation luncheon, attended the CalViva
meeting, attended the South Fork Kings Groundwater Sustainability Agency meeting. He stated that

the Kings Commission on Aging Senior Day at Burris Park was canceled due to rain, attended the
Coalinga College football game, attended the Hanford Blues & Roots Festival, and attended the Kings
County Behavioral Health Advisory meeting.

Supervisor Verboon stated he attended the Valley Voice trip to Washington D.C. with eleven other
counties where they met and discussed transportation issues, and he attended the Rural Counties
Representatives of California annual meeting.

¢ Staff Updates and/or Reports: John Devlin, Information Technology Director, gave an update on
Broadband Last Mile with Comcast for areas of Kings County and AT&T in Kettleman City and
shared maps which will also be posted online for the public.

¢ Board Correspondence: Kyria Martinez stated the Board received the following
correspondence: an invitation from the Maddy Institute for their 25" Anniversary Celebration,
which will take place on September 24, 2025; a letter of resignation dated September 18, 2025
from Scott Holwell, Public Guardian/Veterans Service Officer that he will resign from his
position on December 30, 2025 and the Kings County Department of Finance August 2025
Investment Pool Portfolio Management Summary, Treasurer’s report of Cash and Investments
and Monthly Fund Balance.

¢ Upcoming Events: Kyria Martinez stated Kings County Behavioral Health will host its Veterans
Support Group on September 23, 2025 from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. at the Veterans Memorial
Hall in Hanford, Kings County Library will host its Family Game Time at the Stratford Branch on
September 24, 2025 from 2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m., Kings County in partnership with the Economic
Development Corporation will host its 2025 State of the County event on October 16, 2025
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VIIL.

from 11:00 a.m. to 1:30 p.m. at the Tachi Palace, tickets for the event can be purchased online
at Eventbrite.

Information on Future Agenda Items: Kyria Martinez stated the following items will be for the
September 30, 2025 agenda: Administration — updated food vendor program, CalVans
termination agreement, an amendment to agreement for Indigent Defense Services and a claim
for damages for Mercury Insurance Company on behalf of Jerry Garcia; Agriculture Department
— a cooperative agreement for the Asian Citrus Psyllid Detection program; County Counsel — a
Tulare Lake Reclamation District Election Board appointment; Community Development
Agency — appointment for members for the King County General Plan Advisory Committee;
District Attorney — the continued participation in the Victim Witness Assistance Grant Program;
Department of Finance — property tax advance loan request by the South Fork Kings
Groundwater Sustainability Agency, and an amendment to the agreement with Baker Tilly to
exclude the Transportation Development Act audits for the City of Avenal; Public Health —
Women, Infants, and Children Program three year agreement; Human Resources — a Resolution
proclaiming October as National Retirement Security month; Human Services Agency — amend
an agreement with Reading and Beyond for Employment and Training Program Services and
Memorandum of Understanding with Kings County Job Training Office; Information
Technology Department — NeoGov Subscription and Maintenance Renewal Agreement; Public
Works Department — replacement of fleet vehicles for fiscal year 2025-26, 16'" Avenue at Tulare
Lake Canal Bridge Replacement Agreements, approve appraisal summaries for the Headrick
Trust properties relating to the Houston Avenue at Cross Creek Bridge Replacement Project,
approve the construction agreement with Katch Environmental Inc. for the construction of the
Hanford and Lemoore Branch Libraries Remodel Project, and approve the consultant
agreement with APSI Construction Management for the construction management for the
construction management services for the Hanford and Lemoore Branch Libraries Remodel
Project; University of California Cooperative Extension — proclaiming National 4-H Week.
Supervisor Neves added that the Administration item for the Grand Jury response will be on
next agenda.

CLOSED SESSION

1.

Government Code section 54957
PUBLIC EMPLOYEE PERFORMANCE EVALUATION
Title: County Administrative Officer
Government Code section 54957.6
CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS
Agency designated representatives:
Kyria Martinez
Carolyn Leist
Laurie Avedisian-Favini
Employee Organizations:
Unrepresented Management
Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL — EXISTING LITIGATION
Name of Case: Keri Rosas v. County of Kings, et al., Kings County Superior Court
Case No. 25CU0383
Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Name of Case: Nereida Madrigal v. County of Kings, et al., Kings County Superior Court
Case No. 25CU0134
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5. Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Name of Case: Joshua Cunningham v. County of Kings, et al., Kings County Superior Court
Case No. 24CU0469
6. Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL - EXISTING LITIGATION
Name of Case: Karla Baday vs. County of Kings U.S. District Court
Case No. 1:20-CV-00644-KES-SKO
7. Government Code section 54956.9
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL — ANTICIPATED LITIGATION
Significant Exposure to Litigation Pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (d) of section
54956.9 of the Government Code: Five Cases.
8. Government Code section 54956.9(d)(1)
CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL — EXISTING LITIGATION
Name of Case: County of Kings v. Green Galaxy Builders, Inc.,
Case No. 24CU0528
Public: None
County Counsel, Laurie Avedisian-Favini, announced there was no reportable action taken in
closed session.
IX. ADJOURNMENT
The next regularly scheduled meeting will be held on Tuesday, September 30, 2025, at 9:00 a.m.
X. 11:00 AM CALIFORNIA PUBLIC FINANCE AUTHORITY REGULAR MEETING
Xl. 11:00 AM CALIFORNIA COMMUNITY HOUSING AGENCY REGULAR MEETING
XIl. 1:00 PM BOARD OF EQUALIZATION SPECIAL MEETING

FUTURE MEETINGS AND EVENTS

September 30 9:00 AM Regular Meeting

October 1 4:00 PM City-County Coordinating Meeting — Kings County - Host
October 7 9:00 AM Regular Meeting

October 14 9:00 AM Regular Meeting

October 16 11:00 AM State of the County — Tachi Palace

October 21 9:00 AM Regular Meeting

October 21 1:00 PM Board of Equalization Regular Meeting

October 28 9:00 AM Regular Meeting

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this meeting,
please contact the Board of Supervisors office at (559) 852-2362 by 9:00 a.m. on the Monday prior to this meeting.

Agenda backup information and any public records provided to the Board after the posting of the agenda for this meeting
will be available for public review within 24 hours of receipt of said documents, at the Kings County Board of Supervisors
office, located at 1400 W. Lacey Blvd., Hanford, CA 93230 or at
https://www.countyofkingsca.gov/departments/board-of-supervisors/calendar-agenda-and-action-summary



https://www.countyofkingsca.gov/departments/board-of-supervisors/calendar-agenda-and-action-summary













SERVICE LIST — DISTRIBUTION RECORD

(All recipients addressed directly in the “To” field unless otherwise noted)

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.
18.

Officer, Hanford Police Department / Records Division — Email:
jsolorio@hanfordca.gov

Records Supervisor, Hanford Police Department — Email: khunter@hanfordca.gov
City Clerk, City of Hanford — Email: ncorral@hanfordca.gov

Human Resources, City of Hanford — Email: HR@hanfordca.gov

Attorney, Griswold LaSalle Law Firm — Email: tmizote@griswoldlasalle.com

Interim City Manager, City of Hanford — Email: ctavarez@hanfordca.gov

Council Member, City of Hanford — Email: kregan@hanfordca.gov

Clerk of the Board, Kings County — Email: Catherine.Venturella@co.kings.ca.us
Deputy Clerk of the Board, Kings County — Email: Francesca.Lizaola@co.kings.ca.us
Deputy Clerk of the Board, Kings County — Email: Diane.Badasci@co.kings.ca.us

Supervisor, District 3, Kings County Board of Supervisors — Email:
doug.verboon@co.kings.ca.us

Supervisor, District 1, Kings County Board of Supervisors — Email:
joe.neves@co.kings.ca.us

Supervisor, District 2, Kings County Board of Supervisors — Email:
richard.valle@co.kings.ca.us

Supervisor, District 4, Kings County Board of Supervisors — Email:
rusty.robinson@co.kings.ca.us

Supervisor, District 5, Kings County Board of Supervisors — Email:
richard.fagundes@co.kings.ca.us

County Counsel, County of Kings — Email: Ifavini@lozanosmith.com
Kings County District Attorney — Email: sarah.hacker@co.kings.ca.us
Kings County Board of Supervisors (General Contact) — Email:
bosquestions@co.kings.ca.us
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OPENING STATEMENT

Stephen Varela

9170 Indiana Ave #201

Riverside, CA 92503
ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com

Date: September 10, 2025

SUBJECT:

FOR OFFICIAL RECORD, ACTION & PUBLIC AWARENESS - REFERRAL TO DISTRICT
ATTORNEY FOR NON-CRIMINAL BROWN ACT INVESTIGATION, NOTICE OF CPRA &
BROWN ACT COMPLAINT, AND INTENT TO LITIGATE

This correspondence is transmitted collectively to all listed recipients to ensure full
transparency, eliminate any claim of non-receipt, and establish a unified record of notice.

The matter concerns actions and decisions taken by multiple offices and officials within the
City of Hanford and the County of Kings. The sequence of events, documented
communications, and statutory deadlines require that all recipients be fully aware of the facts
and the procedural posture as of the date of this notice.

This transmission — including its recipients and timestamp — forms part of the evidentiary
record for purposes of public accountability, potential administrative review, and any subsequent
legal proceedings.

For purposes of public awareness and escalation, this notice is being transmitted to all parties
listed in the Service List, with simultaneous blind-copy distribution to select media outlets,
government-accountability organizations, and higher elected officials. These additional
recipients are not parties to this matter and are therefore not included in the formal Service List.

For the sake of legacy, accuracy, and a complete record, it is noted that all correspondence
related to this matter prior to the date of this notice was transmitted from my personal email
account. Effective immediately, and for all future communications, all email and related
correspondence regarding this matter shall be directed exclusively to
ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com. This measure is taken to ensure a clear separation
between this matter and any personal affairs, and to preclude any allegation that the two have
been commingled.

DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S ROLE IN BROWN ACT ENFORCEMENT (NON-CRIMINAL)
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Under Government Code § 54960, any interested person — including the District Attorney —
may bring a civil action in the name of the people to stop or prevent violations of the Ralph M.
Brown Act by local legislative bodies. This authority is separate from the criminal penalty
provision in § 54959 and is designed to secure compliance through injunctive and declaratory
relief rather than criminal prosecution.

The District Attorney’s civil enforcement powers include:

e Seeking a court order to compel the legislative body to comply with the Act's
open-meeting requirements.
Obtaining judicial invalidation of actions taken in violation of the Act (§ 54960.1).
Recovering costs and attorney’s fees on behalf of the public (§ 54960.5).

Because the violations documented herein involve the omission of timely public comment from
the official record, diversion of public submissions away from the legislative body, and the
mishandling of written-comment procedures, they fall squarely within the scope of the District
Attorney’s non-criminal enforcement authority. Referral to the District Attorney is therefore
appropriate to ensure prompt corrective action and to safeguard the public’s statutory right to
participate in local government decision making.

Accordingly, this matter should be formally referred to the Kings County District Attorney,
Sarah Hacker, by the party most directly responsible within the recipient list — namely, Doug
Verboon, Chair of the Kings County Board of Supervisors — for immediate review and potential
civil enforcement action.

Please govern yourselves accordingly.

— Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES

This matter has been pursued through every available administrative channel within both the
City of Hanford and the County of Kings. The record reflects that | have not only met, but
exceeded, the legal prerequisite of exhausting administrative remedies before seeking judicial
intervention.

The following actions were taken in good faith, with the intent to resolve the issues without
litigation, and in many cases went beyond what was strictly necessary under statute:

1. INITIAL REQUESTS AND DIRECT AGENCY CONTACT - CITY OF HANFORD

- Submitted initial CPRA request to Hanford Police Department on June 24, 2025.

- Engaged directly with the responding officer to clarify scope and request unredacted factual
narratives.

- Followed up by telephone on August 6, 2025, escalating to the City Clerk for formal handling.

2 FORMAL WRITTEN CPRA REQUESTS - CITY OF HANFORD

- Filed formal CPRA request on August 2, 2025 citing Gov. Code §§ 7920.000 et seq.,
§7922.525, and § 7922.535(a).

- Received August 8, 2025 denial from City Clerk citing § 7923.605(b) without segregability
analysis.

- Submitted formal complaint and pre-litigation notice to City officials on August 16, 2025.

- Received August 21, 2025 blanket denial from City Attorney, again without segregability
analysis.

- Only after escalation to a City Council member was a partial unredacted release made on
August 23, 2025 — confirming prior wrongful withholding.

3. PUBLIC COMMENT AND CPRA REQUESTS - KINGS COUNTY BOARD OF
SUPERVISORS

- Submitted August 25, 2025 public comment and CPRA request to the Board of Supervisors,
timely under published policy.

- Clerk acknowledged receipt but diverted the comment to County Counsel, omitting it from the
August 26 meeting record.

- Submitted supplemental public comment and CPRA request on August 29, 2025 documenting
the omission and reiterating requests.

- No acknowledgment or determination was issued by the September 9, 2025 statutory deadline.

4, FORMAL COUNTY COUNSEL DETERMINATION AND CONTINUED WITHHOLDING
- Received September 4, 2025 letter from County Counsel partially producing records,
withholding others under broad claims of privilege, “public interest balancing,” and inapplicable
“other-law” exemptions.

- County Counsel announced intent to delay further response until after a November 4, 2025
hearing — an extension not authorized by statute.
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- Demanded “clarification” before conducting a comparable-handling audit, contrary to the duty
to assist under § 7922.600(b).

5. MULTIPLE UNNECESSARY BUT GOOD-FAITH ATTEMPTS

- Engaged in repeated follow-up communications with agency staff, elected officials, and
counsel to clarify scope, narrow requests, and facilitate compliance.

- Provided statutory citations, procedural guidance, and opportunities to cure deficiencies
without court involvement.

- Extended professional courtesies and reasonable time allowances beyond statutory deadlines
in the hope of voluntary compliance.

Despite these efforts — spanning direct staff contact, formal written requests, public comment
submissions, escalation to elected officials, and engagement with legal counsel — neither the
City of Hanford nor the County of Kings has provided full, lawful compliance with the California
Public Records Act or the Ralph M. Brown Act.

All reasonable administrative remedies have been exhausted. The failures documented herein
are not the result of misunderstanding or lack of opportunity to comply, but of repeated refusals,
improper denials, and procedural obstructions.

Accordingly, the conditions precedent to judicial relief have been satisfied, and this matter is
now ripe for the filing of a verified petition for writ of mandate and any other appropriate legal

action.

Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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LEGAL STANDING

I, Stephen Varela, bring forth this matter as both an interested person and an aggrieved party
within the meaning of the California Public Records Act (Gov. Code §§ 7920.000 et seq.) and the
Ralph M. Brown Act (Gov. Code §§ 54950 et seq.). My standing to assert these claims is
grounded in direct, personal involvement in the events described in The Paper War, as well as
in the statutory rights afforded to all members of the public under California law.

Under Gov. Code § 54960(a), “any interested person” may commence an action to stop or
prevent violations of the Brown Act by members of a legislative body. | qualify as an interested
person because | have actively participated in the public processes of the City of Hanford and
the County of Kings, including submitting written public comments, attending meetings, and
making formal demands for compliance with open-meeting laws.

Under Gov. Code § 7923.000 and related provisions of the CPRA, “any person” may request
public records, and Gov. Code § 7923.115 grants standing to any requester to seek judicial relief
when access is unlawfully denied. | have made multiple lawful CPRA requests to both City and
County agencies, each of which was either improperly denied, partially withheld without lawful
justification, or ignored in violation of statutory deadlines.

| am an aggrieved party because:
1. My lawful public comments were omitted from official meeting records, depriving me of
my statutory right to participate in local government decision making.

2. My CPRA requests were met with improper denials, excessive delays, and withholding
of records without the required segregability analysis.

3. These actions have caused concrete harm, including the loss of timely access to
information necessary for public oversight, the frustration of my ability to participate
meaningfully in government processes, and the diversion of significant time and
resources to compel compliance.

My interest in this matter is not abstract or generalized. It is specific, direct, and personal,
arising from my own exercise of statutory rights and the corresponding violations by public
agencies and officials. The relief sought — including injunctive, declaratory, and writ relief — will
redress these violations and prevent their recurrence, thereby vindicating both my rights and the
rights of the public at large.

This section is included to preempt any assertion that | lack standing to bring or support an
action under the CPRA or Brown Act. The record herein demonstrates that | have satisfied all
statutory prerequisites, that | am within the class of persons authorized to seek relief, and that |
have sustained actual injury as a result of the violations described.
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— Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)

FINAL NOTICE REGARDING CONTINUED
VIOLATIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC
RECORDS ACT, BROWN ACT, AND RELATED
DUE PROCESS RIGHTS

On September 9, 1850, California entered the Union as the 31st state — part of a nation
founded to break free from kings, to ensure the people would never again be ruled by monarchy,
secrecy, or the unchecked discretion of the few. One hundred seventy-five years later, in Kings
County, those promises are being tested. What would have sparked an uproar in the early days
of our Republic is now too often dismissed as a mere clerical or technical error.

On September 10, | will take legal, political, and public action to challenge a pattern of
concealment and rights violations that betray the very principles our state and country were built
upon. The fight for open government did not end in 1850 — it continues now.

This is my final attempt to resolve this matter outside of formal litigation. The inception of this
dispute lies in my efforts to seek a lawful remedy in an active judicial matter. That underlying
case will be litigated separately. Here, the issue is the City of Hanford’s and County of Kings'’
failure to provide public records that were or could have been used in that proceeding — a
separate and distinct violation of law.

CAUSE AND EFFECT:
e My efforts to seek a legal remedy led me to request public records.

e Your agencies’ repeated violations of the California Public Records Act (Gov. Code
§ 6250 et seq.; § 7920.000 et seq.) — including unlawful withholding — have created a
separate series of issues.

e These infractions are now the sole cause of the unnecessary stress, loss of time, and
deprivation of rights | am experiencing.

The harm | am enduring — emotional distress, wasted time, and deprivation of fundamental
rights, is a direct result of your misconduct, separate from my underlying legal matter. Your
continued, deliberate violations could constitute grounds for intentional or negligent infliction of
emotional distress in a subsequent civil action.

| have exhausted all reasonable administrative remedies. | expect all requested records to be
produced immediately. Any alteration, deletion, or destruction of public records from the
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inception of this issue will be treated as spoliation of evidence, a violation of your independent
legal duty under California law. All parties, from the City of Hanford to the County of Kings, were
and are obligated to preserve all information, formal or informal, related to this chain of events.
DOCUMENTED VIOLATIONS

Brown Act (§ 54950 et seq.):

e My August 25, 2025 public comment was timely, clearly marked for public awareness,
and transmitted directly to the Clerk of the Board and Board Chair Doug Verboon.

e The Board’s failure to include it in the August 26 record or address it publicly — admitted
by the Clerk’s office as a “misinterpretation” — bypassed public deliberation on a matter
of public interest.

e Routing my comment to County Counsel instead of including it in the meeting record
denied contemporaneous public participation rights under § 54954.3.
e CPRA (§7920.000 et seq.):

e  Willful misinterpretation of my requests — which specifically sought communications with
HPD, its employees, the Clerk, and the City Attorney — followed by blanket denials on
the pretext of inapplicable privileges.

e Failure to segregate privileged material and release the remainder (§ 7922.525).
e My August 29, 2025 CPRA request remains unopened in your system; under
§ 7922.535-7922.540, the 10-day determination period runs from receipt, not from when

you choose to open it. The deadline was September 9, 2025.

RESPONSE TO SEPTEMBER 4, 2025 CPRA DETERMINATION
Your September 4 letter constitutes a wrongful denial of public records:

e You attempted to use the confidentiality of child support records to evade your duty to
provide records of the agency’s own conduct — specifically, how DCSS verified a

parent’s legal name.

e That process record is not confidential under Fam. Code § 17212 or 42 U.S.C.
§ 654(26)(a).

e Delaying production until November 12, 2025 pending a court order is an unlawful
obstruction.

e Claiming my “audit” request is too broad, and shifting the burden of clarification to me,
violates § 7922.600(b), which places the duty to assist on the agency.
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e These actions, combined with the admitted omission of my August 25 comment from the
August 26 record, demonstrate a pattern and practice of non-compliance with both the
CPRA and the Brown Act.

FINAL DEMANDS

1 BROWN ACT CURE & CORRECT
e Include my August 25, 2025 public comment in the August 26, 2025 Board record nunc
pro tunc.

e Place a “Cure & Correct” agenda item at the next regular Board meeting, with public
acknowledgment of the omission and reaffirmation of written-comment policies.

2 FULL CPRA COMPLIANCE
e Issue compliant written determinations for all outstanding requests within ten (10)
calendar days of this notice.

e Produce all non-exempt, reasonably segregable records in full within fourteen (14)
calendar days thereafter.

e Provide a privilege/exemption log for any withheld material, specifying the document,
custodian, date, statutory authority, and fact-specific justification.

3. EVIDENCE PRESERVATION
e Immediately implement litigation holds on all emails, text messages, internal notes,
drafts, metadata, and other records from June 1, 2025 to present across all named
custodians and systems, including personal devices/accounts used for public business.

e Any alteration, deletion, or spoliation of records will be documented and may give rise to
additional legal remedies.

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS AND LITIGATION INTENT

This letter is a final, non-waivable demand. No further administrative correspondence is
required. All statutory deadlines have passed, and no excuse — ignorance, oversight, or
internal policy — provides a defense.

Accordingly, treat this as my Notice of Intent to Pursue Litigation against the County of
Kings, the City of Hanford, and all involved parties. | will file a verified petition for a writ of
mandate in Superior Court to compel disclosure of all wrongfully withheld records and to seek
attorney’s fees and costs as the prevailing party (§ 7922.580, § 7923.610, Code Civ. Proc.

§ 1095).
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You must now preserve all information related to this matter, including but not limited to:
e All records previously requested from the City and County;

e Allinternal communications, drafts, routing emails, attachments, audit logs, and
metadata;

e All other information required by law to be preserved upon notice of litigation.

e | will not provide further clarification or engage in additional correspondence. Your next
and final response should be a complete, legally compliant release of all requested
public records.

Executed September 10, 2025, at Riverside, California.

Stephen Varela

9170 Indiana Ave #201

Riverside, CA 92503

ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com

(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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FACTUAL TIMELINE

e June9, 2025 — Welfare check conducted by Hanford Police Department; responding
officer provides detailed verbal narrative of the incident over the phone.

e June 24, 2025 — Informal records request submitted to Hanford PD; responsive records
provided in almost blank form. Stated a subpoena was required.

e June 24, 2025 — Sought City Clerk intervention through Natalie Corral, was told would
look into the issue and return the call. Never did.

e August 2, 2025 — Formal CPRA request submitted to Hanford PD citing Gov. Code
§ 7920.000 et seq.

e August 6, 2025 — Follow-up telephone inquiries made through Supervisor Officer Keri
Hunter; matter escalated to City Clerk Natalie Corral for handling.

e August8, 2025 — City Clerk cites exemptions under Gov. Code § 7923.605(b) as basis
for withholding records.

e August 16, 2025 — Formal complaint and pre-litigation notice transmitted to City of
Hanford official, District B Council Member Kimber Regan.

e August 21,2025 - City Attorney Ty Mizote issues blanket denial of CPRA request.

e August 22, 2025 — Pre litigation notice sent to City of Hanford official, District B Council
Member Kimber Regan.

e August 23, 2025 — Partial unredacted report released following escalation to City of
Hanford official, District B Council Member Kimber Regan.

e August 25, 2025 — CPRA request and public comment submission delivered to Kings
County Board of Supervisors (BOS); routed to County Counsel and omitted from the
August 26 BOS meeting record.

e August 29, 2025 — Supplemental CPRA request submitted to Kings County Board of
Supervisors (BOS) seeking correspondence logs and public comment policy & additional
public comment submission. Only public comment email was opened, as of 9/10/25
remains unopened.

e Sep 2, 2025 — Response stating "All of your correspondence will be included in the
September 9, 2025 meeting public comment portion, it was not my intention to not
include it in the record of August 26, 2025, it wasn't clear to me that was the request, my
apologies for the misinterpretation.”
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September 4, 2025 — County Counsel issues denial of the August 25 CPRA request.

September 9, 2025 — Statutory CPRA determination deadline for the August 29
supplemental request expires. Correspondence never opened.

The request was received by the BOS on August 29, 2025 but was never opened or
processed. Under Gov. Code § 7922.535-7922.540, the 10-day determination period runs from
the date of receipt, not from the date an agency chooses to open or review the request. Failure
to act by this date constitutes a violation of the CPRA’s mandatory timeline requirements.

September 10, 2025 — Formal notice transmitted via email to all parties listed in the
Service List, with simultaneous blind-copy distribution to select media outlets,
government-accountability organizations, and higher elected officials for purposes of
public awareness and escalation. For the sake of legacy, accuracy, and a complete
record, it is noted that all correspondence related to this matter prior to this date was
transmitted from my personal email account. Effective immediately, all future
communications regarding this matter shall be directed exclusively to
ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com to ensure a clear separation from personal affairs
and to preclude any allegation of commingling.

September 10, 2025 — Formal notice transmitted via email to all parties listed in the
Service List, with simultaneous blind-copy distribution to select media outlets,
government-accountability organizations, and higher elected officials for purposes of
public awareness and escalation. For the sake of legacy, accuracy, and a complete
record, it is noted that all correspondence related to this matter prior to this date was
transmitted from my personal email account. Effective immediately, all future
communications regarding this matter shall be directed exclusively to
ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com to ensure a clear separation from personal affairs
and to preclude any allegation of commingling.
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DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

|, Stephen Varela, declare:

1.

| am the author and compiler of the document entitled The Paper War, including the
Factual Timeline and all other sections, exhibits, correspondence, and supporting
materials contained therein.

| have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in The Paper War in their entirety, and if
called as a witness, | could and would testify competently thereto.

All statements of fact, dates, events, and descriptions contained in The Paper War —
including but not limited to the Factual Timeline, procedural history, notices, demands,
and supporting exhibits — are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.

The events described have been documented in good faith, based on direct
involvement, first-hand observation, and contemporaneous records, and reflect my own
actions and the actions of public officials and agencies as they occurred.

This declaration is made for the purpose of establishing the truth and accuracy of the
record for use in administrative review, judicial proceedings, and any other forum where
the facts may be examined.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct.

Executed on September 10, 2025, at Riverside, California.

Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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BROWN ACT CURE & CORRECT DEMAND

Pursuant to Government Code § 54960.1
Date: September 10, 2025

NOTICE OF STANDALONE EFFECT

This demand is a standalone legal instrument, incorporated into the accompanying The Paper
War packet for convenience, but independently served and intended to trigger the 30-day cure
period under Gov. Code § 54960.1.

TO:
Clerk of the Board and Members of the Kings County Board of Supervisors

SUBJECT: Omission and Mishandling of Timely-Submitted Public Comments — August 26 and
September 9, 2025 Meetings

|. LEGAL AUTHORITY
This demand is made pursuant to the Ralph M. Brown Act, Government Code §§ 54950 et seq.,
specifically:

e Gov. Code § 54954.3(a) — Every agenda for regular meetings must provide an
opportunity for members of the public to directly address the legislative body on any item
of interest before or during its consideration.

e Gov. Code § 54957.5 — Writings distributed to all or a majority of the legislative body in
connection with an agenda item must be made available to the public without delay.

e Gov. Code § 54960.1(b) — A written demand to cure and correct must be served within
90 days of the challenged action (or 30 days if the violation occurred in an open
meeting).

THE CALIFORNIA ATTORNEY GENERAL’S BROWN ACT: Open Meetings for Local
Legislative Bodies manual, formal opinions, and current Open Meetings guidance consistently
interpret these provisions liberally in favor of public participation. The Brown Act is a “sunshine
law” intended to ensure the public’s right to attend and participate in meetings of local legislative
bodies, and any exceptions or limitations are to be construed narrowly.

MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY REQUIREMENT - The “opportunity” to address a legislative
body must be real: the body must be able to hear, read, or otherwise receive the substance of
the comment in time to consider it before acting.

NO SECOND-CLASS CHANNELS - Once a legislative body adopts an alternative method of
public comment — such as email, web form, or other remote submission — that channel
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becomes part of its Brown Act compliance obligations. Mishandling that channel, whether by
delay, omission, or stripping content, is legally equivalent to cutting off an in-person speaker.

TIMING IS ESSENTIAL — As held in Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility Dist. (2008) 167 Cal.App.4th
1063, the violation occurs when the meeting moves past the agenda item without the comment
being presented; later inclusion in minutes or a “permanent record” does not cure the defect.

EACH MEETING IS ITS OWN OPPORTUNITY — In Preven v. City of Los Angeles (2019) 32
Cal.App.5th 925, the court confirmed that each meeting is a separate opportunity for public
comment and cannot be satisfied by pointing to another meeting or by a hollow
acknowledgment without substance.

These authorities, read together, make clear that the Board’s omission of my August 25, 2025
comment from the August 26 meeting record, and its failure to substantively present it on
September 9, 2025, constitute independent Brown Act violations requiring cure and correction.

Il. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

AUGUST 25 SUBMISSION & AUGUST 26 OMISSION

On August 25, 2025, at approximately 5:42 AM., | submitted a written public comment titled
“Formal Complaint — Apparent CPRA Violations and Administrative Misconduct in District 3" via
the County’s official public comment email channel, well before the published 8:00 a.m. deadline
for inclusion in the August 26 Board meeting packet.

At 7:32 AM., the Clerk’s office acknowledged receipt, confirming the comment met the criteria
for timely submission under the Board’s own process. Despite this, at the August 26 meeting my
comment was neither included in the agenda packet nor referenced in the official minutes.
Instead of being distributed to the Board for deliberation, it was routed exclusively to County
Counsel, depriving both the Board and the public of timely access. In a subsequent email, the
Clerk’s office admitted the omission resulted from a “misinterpretation” of procedure.

SEPTEMBER 9 MISHANDLING

Following the August 26 omission, the Clerk assured me in writing that my August 25 comment
would be included in the September 9 public comment portion. At the September 9 meeting,
during the public comment period, the Clerk announced “none.” Roughly 34—40 minutes
later—after the public comment period had closed and shortly before adjournment—the Clerk
stated: “Correction — there was an electronic submission, hard copies from Stephen Varela,
that will be a part of the permanent record.”

No content was read or summarized, and the Board was not given the substance of my
comment before or during the relevant agenda item. No explanation was provided for the initial
denial or the later correction, and there was no indication that the comment was distributed to
the Board or made available to the public as required by Gov. Code § 54957.5.

Page 21 of 37



[ll. Nature of the Violations
By omitting my August 25 public comment from the August 26 meeting record and mishandling
its promised inclusion on September 9, the Board:

e Denied the public the right to address the legislative body on matters within its
jurisdiction (Gov. Code § 54954.3(a)).

e Failed to maintain an accurate and complete public record of the meetings (Gov. Code
§ 54957.5).

e Created a misleading and incomplete record by first denying receipt, then later
acknowledging it without substance or context.

e Violated the Attorney General's guidance that once an alternative comment channel is
adopted, it must be administered in a manner that preserves the same rights as
in-person participation.

e Engaged in conduct that, under Galbiso v. Orosi Public Utility Dist. and Preven v. City of
Los Angeles, constitutes a completed Brown Act violation at the moment the meeting
moved past the agenda item without the comment being presented.

IV. Cure & Correct Demands
Pursuant to Gov. Code § 54960.1, | hereby demand that the Kings County Board of Supervisors:

1 Acknowledge the Violations — Issue a public statement in open session at the next
regular meeting acknowledging that the Board failed to include my August 25 comment in the
August 26 record and failed to substantively present it on September 9, in violation of the Brown
Act.

2. Include Comments Nunc Pro Tunc — Incorporate my August 25 correspondence into the
official records for both the August 26 and September 9 meetings, with notations indicating the

original submission date and the reason for delayed inclusion.

3. Adopt and Publish Written Procedures — Adopt, by formal motion or resolution, a clear,
written policy for handling timely-submitted public comments that:

a. Specifies cutoff times and submission methods;

b. Requires distribution of all comments to each member of the Board and inclusion in the
public agenda packet;

c. Prohibits routing comments to non-legislative bodies as a substitute for agenda
inclusion; and
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d. Is published on the Board's website and in every agenda packet moving forward.

4, Confirm Preservation of Records — Provide written confirmation, within fourteen (14)
calendar days, that all records and evidence relating to this matter from June 1, 2025 to the
present have been preserved, including the original August 25 email, routing records,
meeting-packet drafts, final agendas, internal communications, notes, audit logs, and metadata.

V. DELIVERY DIRECTIVE

All acknowledgments, responses, and related communications concerning this demand must
be transmitted exclusively to:
ThePaperWar.CaseFile@Gmail.com
No phone calls, in-person communications, or unauthorized delivery methods will be accepted.
If physical copies are specifically authorized in writing, they must be sent only by trackable mail
to the address provided in that written authorization.

VI. SERVICE & ACKNOWLEDGMENT REQUIREMENT

Service of this demand is effected concurrently with the accompanying packet via the same
delivery methods. Written acknowledgment of receipt by the Clerk of the Board is required within
five (5) calendar days of delivery.

VII. RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

This demand is separate from any CPRA request or other correspondence. Failure to cure
and correct within the statutory period will result in immediate pursuit of all available judicial
remedies, including injunctive and declaratory relief, and recovery of attorney’s fees under Gov.
Code § 54960.5.

Proof of Service

Date of Service: September 10, 2025

|, Stephen Varela, declare:

On the above date, | served the attached Brown Act Cure & Correct Demand on the following
recipients by the method indicated:

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct.

Signature: Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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AGENDA COVER NOTE - PUBLIC COMMENT
SUBMISSION

Date: September 10, 2025

To: Clerk of the Board / City Clerk

From: Stephen Varela

Subject: Public Comment — Agenda Item X: “Systemic CPRA & Brown Act Violations by City
and County Agencies”

Pursuant to Government Code §§ 54954.3 and 54957.5, and the adopted written-comment
procedures of this body, the attached public comment is submitted for inclusion in the official

record of the above-referenced meeting.

This comment is to be:

1. Read aloud in its entirety during the Public Comment portion of the meeting.
2. Entered verbatim into the official minutes.
3. Appended in full to the agenda packet and any archived meeting materials, without

alteration, redaction, or summary.
Failure to present this comment as directed will be documented as a further violation of the

Ralph M. Brown Act and the California Public Records Act, and will be incorporated into my
ongoing enforcement record.
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AGENDA ITEM X: PUBLIC COMMENT -
STEPHEN VARELA

Subject: Systemic CPRA & Brown Act Violations by City and County Agencies
Date: September 10, 2025

Public Comment (to be read and entered into the official minutes):

My name is Stephen Varela. | submit this comment to demand an immediate, transparent
response to repeated violations of the California Public Records Act (Gov. Code § 6250 et seq.;
for DCSS, Gov. Code § 7920.000 et seq.) and the Ralph M. Brown Act (Gov. Code

§ 54950 et seq.) by your agencies.

Since June 2025, | have formally requested, under CPRA:

Records of the June 9, 2025 Hanford Police welfare-check at 222 E 2nd St.
(IR 250-609-0074 & 0145), including the officer’'s verbal narrative.

Four CPRA requests dated August 2, 13, 25, and 29, 2025 to HPD, Hanford City, County
Counsel, and DCSS.

My August 25, 2025 written public comment for the August 26 Board meeting, timely
submitted but omitted from the record.

To date, no agency has issued fully compliant determinations or produced all
non-exempt, segregable records. Instead, they have:

Missed statutory 10-day CPRA determination deadlines (Gov. Code § 6253(c);
§ 7922.535).

Asserted broad “other-law” or privilege exemptions without narrow tailoring or exemption
logs (Gov. Code §§ 6253(d); 7922.525).

Withheld factual narrative already on record, misdirected me to “subpoena” or seek court
orders, and refused to include my public comment in the official meeting packet.

REQUESTED ACTIONS:

1.

Formally acknowledge and include my August 25, 2025 comment nunc pro tunc in the
August 26, 2025 minutes, per Gov. Code § 54954.3.

Agendize a “CPRA & Brown Act Cure & Correct” item at the next regular meeting, with a
staff presentation on outstanding CPRA obligations and a compliance timeline.
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3. Direct staff to provide a sworn, detailed public status report on all pending productions,
including dates, custodians, exemptions claimed, and release dates.

4. Adopt a resolution reaffirming commitment to transparent public-records access and
public-comment inclusion, ensuring no future omissions.

5. Thank you for your prompt attention to these public-participation and transparency
obligations.

NOTICE OF STANDALONE EFFECT

This public comment is a standalone legal instrument, incorporated into the accompanying The
Paper War packet for convenience, but independently served and intended to form part of the
official meeting record and to trigger all applicable statutory obligations under the California
Public Records Act and the Ralph M. Brown Act.

Stephen Varela
(Authorized electronic signature pursuant to Civil Code § 1633.7)
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COMPREHENSIVE CPRA REQUEST FOR ALL
COMMUNICATIONS AND RECORDS

Date: September 10, 2025

NOTICE OF STANDALONE EFFECT

This request is a standalone legal instrument, incorporated into the accompanying The Paper
War packet for convenience, but independently served and intended to trigger all statutory
deadlines and obligations under the California Public Records Act, including those in
Government Code §§ 6253(c) and 7922.535(a).

To: All Public Records Act Coordinators, Records Divisions, Clerks, Counsel, and other
custodians of record for the agencies, offices, and officials served with this notice, including but
not limited to the City of Hanford, Hanford Police Department, City Attorney’s Office, Office of
the City Manager, Office of the City Council, Kings County Clerk of the Board, Office of County
Counsel, and Kings County Child Support Services (DCSS).

1. SCOPE OF REQUEST

Pursuant to the California Public Records Act, Government Code § 6250 et seq. (and, for DCSS,
Government Code § 7920.000 et seq.), | request copies of all writings and records as defined in
Government Code § 8252(e), created, received, or maintained by your office between

June 1, 2025 and the date of your response, that refer to, relate to, or discuss in any fashion:

1. The June 9, 2025 Hanford Police Department welfare-check incident (IR 250-609-0074 &
IR 250-609-0145) and the officer’s verbal narrative to me.

2. My formal CPRA requests dated August 2, August 13, August 25, and August 29, 2025
(and any subsequent submissions).

3. My August 25, 2025 public comment for the August 26, 2025 Kings County Board of
Supervisors meeting.

4. Any discussion, analysis, or determination of compliance or non-compliance with the
Brown Act (Gov. Code § 54950 et seq.) concerning my public comment or meeting

records.

5. Any discussion, analysis, or determination of compliance or non-compliance with the
California Public Records Act concerning my requests.

6. My August 13, 2025 Name-Verification & File-Correction Audit request to DCSS
(CSE Case No. 200000002847553) and any related communications.
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