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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
CIVIL DIVISION

17

PUBLIC.RESOURCE.ORG, INC,, Case No. 34-2021-80003612

Petitioner, | RESPONDENT CALIFORNIA OFFICE
OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW’S

V. . ANSWER TO THE VERIFIED
' - PETITION FOR PREEMPTORY WRIT
_ OF MANDATE ORDERING
CALIFORNIA OFFICE OF . . | COMPLIANCE WITH THE :
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW, and the CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT
CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS : :
COMMISSION, Dept: 27 :
o Judge: Steven M. Gevercer
Respondents. | Trial Date: Not Set '

Action Filed:  March 17, 2021

Respondent California Office of Administrative Law (“OAL”) hereby answers the Verified
Petition for Peremptory Writ of Mandate (“Petition™) of Petitioner Public Resource Org, Inc.
Respondent OAL responds to the Petition by admitting, dénying, averring and alleging as

follo{?v's:
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ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S INTRODUCTORY ALLEGATIONS

1.  Answering paragraph 1 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits the California Public
Records Act is codified in Government Code sections 6250 ef seq. Respondent OAL also admits
the California Constitution' aﬂdresses the pﬁblic’s access to public records. (Cal. Const., art. I, §
3.) Respondent OAL admits that the referenced statutes and Californi'zl. Constitution speak for
themselves. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent QAL denies each and
¢very remaining a-llegation. contained in paragraph 1. |

2. Answering paraéraph 2 of the Petition, Respondent QAL admits it received a request
for records under the Public Records Act from Petitioner sometime between December 2020 and
February 2021. Rcspon'dcnt OAL denies that it refused the request and that its responses did not-
comply with the Public Records Act. To the extent this paragraph references correspondence
between Petitioner and Réspondent California Building Standards Commission (**‘BSC"),
Respondent OAL lacks sufficient knowledge to form a belief as to the truth of such allegations
and on that basis denies those allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above,
Respondent OAL denies eacﬁ and every r"emaining allegation contained in paragraph 2.

3.  Answering parégraph 3 of the Petition, the allegations in this paragraph constitute"
legal argument and conclusion, and on such basis Respondent OAL denies the allegations. To tile
extent the allegations pertaih to actions of Respondent BSC, or what Respondent BSC pOSSesses,
Respondent OAL lacks sufficient kndwledge to form a belief as to the truth of such allegations
and on that basis denies those allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above,
Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegatioh dontained in paragrapl-173.

4, Answe:r'in‘gr parégraphfi of the Petition, Respondent OAL denies that Petitioner is
entitled to the relief requested, or to any relief at all. Except as ofherwis;: admitted or.de.nie(i
above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining aliegafion contained in paragraph 4.

ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S DESCRIPTION OF THE PARTIES

5. Answering Iﬁaragraph 5 of the Petitioﬁ, Respondent QAL lacks éufﬁcient knowledge

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in said paragraph and on that basis denies each

and every allegation contained in paragraph 5.
. . . 2
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6. Answerlng the first sentence of paragraph 6 of the Petltlon Respondent OAL admits
the allegat1ons in said sentence. Answering the second sentence of paragraph 6, Respondent
OAL admits it is responsfole for reviewing administrative regulations from over 200 state
agencws and transmits approved regulatlons to the Secretary of State. Answering the third
sentence of paragraph 6, Respondent OAL denies that Title 6 has been revoked and admits the
remaining allegations in said sentence. -

7. Answering patagraph 7 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient knowledge
to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in said paragraph and on that basis denies each
and every allegation contained in paragraph 7. |

ANSWER ATO PETITIONER’S ALLEGATIONS REGARDING JU RISDICTION AND
| VENUE

8.  Answering paragraph 8 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits tnat this court has
jurisdiction. Respondent OAL admits the statutes speak for themselves. Except as otherwise - |
admitted or denied above, Resporident_OAL denies each and every remaining allegation
contained in paragraph 8. . |

9. Answering paragraph 9 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that venue is proper
and Respondent OAL isa public ageney that maintains an official ofﬁee in Sacramento. Except
as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining |
allegation contained in paragraph 9. |

., ANSWERTO PETITIONER’S DESCRIP‘I'ION OF FACTS

10. Answering paragraph 10 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits it ensures that

‘agency regulations are clear, necessary, legally valid, and ayailable to the public. Respondent

OAL further admits it reviews regulations from over 200 state-agencies transmits apptoved
regulations to the Secretary of State, and manages the publication of the California Code of
Regulations {except for Title 24.) Respondent OAL admits it contracts with a third party, West
Publishing Corporation (“West”), to publish the Calzfomla Code of Regulations. Respondent
OAL admits Exhibit A speaks for itself. Respondent OAL admits that a prior version of the

contract is attached as Exhibit B and that it is no longer the operative contract and that Exhibit B
t ‘ .
' 3
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speaks for itself. Respc;ndent OAL further admits that the current contract between OAL and '
West at page 9 stafés in part:
The contractor shall maintain the Official California Code of Regulations (CCR) in an
electronic database, which for purposes of this contract shall be referred to as. the “Master
Database.” To ensure that all CCR products accurately reflect the Official CCR content, the
Master Database must be the source for all hard copy text and electronic produgts as well a.s

the source for the contents of the Internet CCR.

_Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining

allegation contained in paragraph 10.
11. Answering paragraph 11 of the petition, Respondent OAL admits Exhibit B speaks
for itself and that Exhibit B is not the curréntly operative contract. Except as otherwise admitted

or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in

 paragraph 11,

12.  Answering paragraph 12 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits West provides an
online version of the California Code of Regulations to the public. Except as admitted or denied
above, Respondent OAL iacks sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of the

additional allegationé contained in said paragraph and on that basis denies each and every

additional allegation contained in paragraph 12.

13. Answering paragraph 13 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits it réce_ivéd_a '
request for records on or about December 29, 2020 that is attached to the Petitioﬁ as Exhibit C.
Respondent OAL admits that Exhibit C speaks for itself. Except as otherwise admitted or denied
above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 13.

| 14. Answering paragraph 14 of tﬁe Petition, Respondent OAL admits that its responses to
the request for records on January 8, 2021 and January 22, 2021 are attached to the Petition as
Exhibit D at pages numbered by Petitioner with BATES numbers 00036-00037 and 00035-00036
respectively. Respondent OAL admits Exhibit D speaks for itself. Except as otherwise admitted
or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in

paragraph 14.
4
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15. Answering paragraph 15 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that sometime after

February 3, 2021 it received a letter from Petitioner. Respondent OAL admits that the letter dated

Fel;mﬁry 3, 2021 speaks for itself. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondeﬁt
OAL denies each and évery remaining allegation contained in paragraph 15.

16. Answering paragraph 16 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Exhibit E speaks
for itself. To the ;axtent paragraph 16 contains argument and legal conclusions, Respondent OAL
denies those allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies
each and every rem.aining allegation contained in paragraph 16. |

17. Answering paragraph 17 of the Petition, Respondent QAL admits that Exhibit E
speaks for itself. To the extent paragraph 17 contains argument and legal conclusions,
Respondent OAL denies those allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or deniled above,
Respondent OAL denies each and every remainiﬂg allegation contained in paragraph 17.

18. Answering paragraph 18 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that it sent a
communication to Petitioner on February 17, 2021 which is attached to the Petition as Exhibit D
at pages numbered by Petitioner with BATES numbers 00033-00034. Respondent OAL further
admits that Exhibit D spéaks for itself. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, -
Respondent OAL cienies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 18.

19.  Answering paragraph 19 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that it received
additional communications from Petitioner on or about February 19, 2021 and February 24, 2021
which are attached to the Petitipil‘as Exhibit D at pages numbered by Petitionér with BATES
numbers 00033 and 00032-60033 respectively. Respondent OAL admits it sent communications
to Petitioner on February 26, 2021 and March 2, 2021 which are attached to the Petition as
Exhibit D at pages numbered by Petitioner with BATES numbers 00031-00032 and 00031
respectively. Respondent OAL further admits that Exhibit D speaks for itself. Except as

otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remairﬁug

- allegation contained in paragraph 19.

20. Answering paragraph 20 of the Petition, Respondent QAL lacks sufficient

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragraph and on

Respondent California Office of Adr_uinistrative Law’s Answer to Petition (34-2021-80003612)
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that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 20 including the allegations
contamed in footnote 2.

21, Answenng paragraph 21 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufﬁcwnt
mformatlon to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in sald paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 21.-

22, Ahswering paragraph -2.2 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegatipns contained in said paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 22, “

23. Answering paragraph\2'3 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient ‘
information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 23. . .

‘ ,24; Answering paragraph 24 0"f the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragraph and on
that basia denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 24.

25. Answering paragraph 25 of the Petition, Responc}ent OAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of tﬁe allegations contained in said paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 25.__'

26. Answering paragraph 26 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufﬁcient

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragralah and on

- that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 26.

27. Answering paragraph 27 of the Petition, Respondent QAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation oontamed in paragraph 27.

28.  Answering paragraph 28 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient

" information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations containied in said paragraph and on

that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 28. .

6
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- 29, Answeriﬁg paragraph 29 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of the'allega,tion.s contained in said .paragraph and on
that basis denies each and every allegation contained in paragraph 29. _

30. Answering paragraph 30 of the Petition, Respondent OAL lacks sufficient
information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in said paragraph aﬁd on
that basis denies each and every allégation contained in paragraph 30. 7
ANSWER TO PETI'-I‘IVONER’S OVERVIEW OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS

ACT : )

31. Answering paragraph 31 of the Petition, Respondent QAL admits the California
Public Records Act was enacted in 1968 and is codified at Govemment.(.lode sections 6250let
seq. Respondent QAL further acimits the California Constitﬁtion addresses the publié’s access to
public records. (Cal. Const., art. [, § 3.) Reépondent OA[; also admits the statute and the ;
Caiifornia Constitution sl.aeak' for themselves. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above,
Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 31.

32. Answering paragraph 32 of the Petition, ReSpondent OAL admits that Government
Code secﬁbn 6253.9 spéaks for itself. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent
OAL denies each and every reméihin'g allegation contained in paragraph 32. |

33. Answeting pﬁragraph 33 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that Government
Code sections 6252 and 6253 speak for themselves. To the extent paragraph 33 contains
argument and legal conclusions, Respoﬁdent OAL denies those allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every rerﬁaining allegation
confaineci in paragraph 33. _ |

34. Answering paragraph 34 of the Petition, parégraph 34 constitutes argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respc')l;dent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, '_Respondent QAL denies each and every remaining allegation
contained in paragraph 34.

35.  Answering paragr:gph 35 of the Petition, Respondent QAL admits that Government

Code section 6252 speaks for itself. Réspondent OAL further admits that the California Code of
., _
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Regulations speaks for itself. Ekcept as otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL
denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragrapﬁ 35.

36. Answering paragraph 36 of the Petit'ioﬁ, Respondent OAL admits there is a statutory
framework governing the California Code sf Regulaﬁgns. Respondent OAL admits Government
Code sectioﬁ 11342.4 and Health and Safety Code section 18930, subdivision (a), speak for
themselves. Except as otherwiss admitted or deniéd above, Respondent .OAL denies each and
every‘ remaining allegation contained in paragraph 36. _ |

37. Answering paragraph 37 of the Petition, paragraph 37 contains argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation’
contained in paragraph 37.

38. = Answering paragraph 38 of the Petition, paragraph 38 contains argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegatlon
contained in paragraph 38 1nclud1ng the allegations contained in footnote 3.

39. Answering paragraph 39 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits the language of
Exhibits D and G speak for themselves. To the extent paragraph 39 constitutes Petitioner’s legal -
argument and legal conclusion, Respbndent OAL denies such allegations. Insofar as paragraph
39 alleges nﬂateria_l facts relating to Respondent BSC, Respondent OAL lacks knowledge to admit
the allegations and on that basis denies all such all‘cgations. Except as otherwise admitted or
denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in
paragraph 39.

40. Answering paragraph 40 of the Petition, pasagraph 40 constitutes argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation
contained in paragraph 40.

41. Answering paragraph 41 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that Exhibit B -

speaks for itself and that Exhibit B is not the currently operative contract. Paragraph 41 contains
8
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argument and legal c,onciusions, and 611 such basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations.
Except as otherwise admitted or denied abc;‘ve, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining
allegation contained in paragraph 41 .iﬁclu_ding the alleé,ations contained in footnote 4.

42. Answering paragraph 42 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Goverﬁment Code

section 6270 speaks for itself. Paragraph 42 contains Petitioner’s argument and legal conclusions,

-and on such basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or

denied ébove, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in
paragraph 42.

43. Answering paragraph 43 of the Petition, this paragraph contains argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise

admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation

contained in paragraph 43.

44. Answering paragraph 44 of the Petition, this paragraph constifutes Petitioner’s
arguments and legal conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations.
Insofar as paragraph 44 alleges material facts relating to Respondent BSC, Respondent OAL
lacks sufficient knowledge to admit the allegations and on that basis denies all such allégations.
Except as 6therwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and @avery remaiqing
allegation containe& in paragraph 44. _

45. Answering paragraph 45 of the Petition, paragraph 45 constitutes arguments and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admiﬁed or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and evex;y reﬁaining allegation
contained in paragraph 45. _ - .

46. Answering paragraph 46 of the Petition, paragraph 46 constitutes arguments and legal
conclusions, and on that basis- Respondent OAL denies such éﬂlcgatioxis. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every rémaihing allegation
contained in paragraph 46. | | ‘

47. Answering paragraph 47 of the Petition, paragraph 47 constitutes arguments and legal

conclusions, and on that basis Respondent QAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
o .
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admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allcggtion
contained in paragraﬁh 47.

48. Answering paragraph 48 of the Petition, paragraph 48 constitutes arguments and legal
conclusions and on that basis ReSp.ondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies :éch and every remaining allegation
contained in paragraph 4_8: | _

49. . Answering paragraph 49 of the Petition, Rcs.pondent OAL admits the Califomiét Code
of Regulations is currently widely avéilaﬁle in various formats. Respondent OAL admits that
Exhibits D and G speak for themselves. Paragraph 49 contains érgu:glents and legal conclusions,
and on that basis Respondent OAL denies those allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or
denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every femaining allegation contained in
paragraph 49, | ’
' 50. Answering paragraph 50 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits the regulations are |
published at the websites cited in paragraph 50. Respondent OAL further admits Eﬁ(hibits D and
G Speak for themselves. Paragraph 50 cdntains argument and legal conclusions, and on that basis
Respondent OAL denies ‘such allegations. Except‘ as otherwise admitted or &eméd above,
Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining éllegation contained in paragraph 50 including |
the allegations in footnote 5. |

51. Answering paragraph 51 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that Exhibit G and

Government Code section 6253.9 speak for themselves. Paragraph 51 contains argument and

_legai conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as

otherwise admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining
allegation contained in paragraph 51. ) |

52. Answering paragraph 52 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that Exhibit D and
Government Code section 6250 speak for themselves. Paragraph 52 contains argument and legal
conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegatiolns. Except as otherwise
admitted or denied a;bove, Respondent QAL denies each and every remaining allegation

contained in paragraph 52.
10
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53. Answering paragraph 53 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits that Government
Code sections 6254-6254.30 and 6255 speak for themselves. Paragraph 53 cdntains argument -
and legal conclusions, and on that ba51s Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as
otherwise admitted or denied above Respondent OAL denies each and every remalmng
allegation contained in paragraph 53.

- 54. . Answering paragraph 54 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Exhibits D, G and |
speak for themselves. Paragraph 54 contains argument and'legal conclnsions, and on that basis
Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above', :
Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 54.

ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S OVERVIEW OF WﬁIT PROCEDURE
55. Answenng paragraph 55 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Government Code
section 6259 speaks for itself. Paragraph 55 contalns argument and legal conclusmns and on that
basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwxse admitted or denied above,
Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 55.
\ 56. Answering paragraph 56 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Governrnent Code
section 6259 speaks for itself. Paragraph 56 contains argument and legal conclusions, and on that

basis Respondent QAL denies such allegations. 'Except as otherwise admitted or denied above,

~

~ Respondent OAL denies each and every remaining allegation contained in paragraph 56.

| 57. Answering paragraph 57 of the Petition, Respondent OAL admits Government Code
section 6258 speaks for itself. Paragraph 57 contains argument and legal conclusions, and on that |
basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise admitted or denied above, |
Respondent QAL denies each and every remaining.allegation contained in paragraph 57.

58. Answering paragraph 58 of the Petition, paragraph 58 contains argument and legal

- conclusions, and on that basis Respondent OAL denies such allegations. Except as otherwise

admitted or denied above, Respondent OAL _denies each and every remaining allegation

contained in paragraph 58.

"

"
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ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

59. - Answering paragraph 59 of the Petition, Respondent OAL hereby incorporates by
reference the admissions and denials contained in paragraphs 1-58 above, and except as expressly
alleged or admitted in paragraphs 1 through 58, Respondent OAL denies each and every
allegation; | .
60. AnsWeIing pﬁragraph 60 of the Petition, paragraph 60 c;)nstitute's aréument and lega.l.
cbnclusions, and on that basis Respondent QAL denies the allegations. Except as othefwise
adfnitted or denied above, Respondent OAL denies each and every rernainfng allegation
contained in paragfaph 60. . -

| ANSWER TO PETITIONER’S SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

61. Answering paragraph 61 of the Petition, Réspondent_ OAL hereby inéorpdrates by
reference the admissions and denials contained in paragraphs 1-58 above, and except as expressly
alleged or admitted in paragraphs 1 through 58, Respondent OAL denies each and every -
allegation. . | o

62. Answering paragraph 62 of the Petition, paragraph 62 corrls';:itutes_argument and legal
conclusions, and that basis Respondent OAL-deniés the allegations.  To the extent the allegations
pertain the actions of Respondent BSC, Respondent OAL lacks g_ufﬁcientlknowle‘dge to admit any
alfeged act or failure to act on the part-of Respondent BSC and on that basis denies such
allegations. o

Respondent OAL denies that Petitioner is entitled to the relief requested set forth in the
prayer for relief in paragraphs 63-65, or to any relief at all. b |

In addition, Respondent_ OAL asserts the following defenses based on information and
belief,
"
"

Y/

"

"
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| . FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
~ The Petition fails to allege facts sufficient to constitute a cause of action against Respondent
OAL.
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

~ Respondent OAL complied with all applicable laws at all relevant times including, but not

limited to, Government Code sections 11340 ef seq. and Government Code sections 6254,

subdivision (k), and 6255. . .
" THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
_ Respondent OAL has not knoﬁvingly or intentionally waived any exemption to disclosure,
applicable defense or afﬁrmaﬁve defenée. '
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
The Petition fails to allege facts Sufﬁcient to state a claim for attorneys® fees.
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
~ Any resﬁonswe records not dlsclosed by Respondent OAL to Petitioner are- exempt from
disclosure under the Public Records Act.
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
Because much of fhe Petition 1s alleged in conclusory terms, all affirmative defenses that
may be applicable cannot be fully anticipated. Accordingly, Respondent O.AL reserves the right
to assert additional affirmative defenses if applicable. “ |
WHEREFORE, Respondent OAL prays for relief as follows:
1. Deny Peti’tioner;s Petition for writ ofmandate; ‘
2. Deny Pefitioner’s reqneét for attorney’s fees and costs;
3. Enter jﬁdgement in favor of Respondent OAL'-
4. Award Respondent OAL all costs of suit; and

5. Award Respondent OAL such further relief that the Court deems just and proper.

4
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Dated: April 23, 2021

5A2021301395
34998035_2.docx

Respectfully Submitted,

* MATTHEW RODRIQUEZ

Acting Attorney General of Callforma
MICHELLE M. MITCHELL

L Superyl_smg Deputy Attorney General -

faunt {ud it

' - LAURA A. RANDLES-LITTLE

v
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Deputy Attorney General:
KEITH L. WURSTER

Deputy Attorney General
Attorneys for Respondent
Office of Administrative Law
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