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County Opposes Two State Propositions Related to 
 Non-Violent Drug Offenses and Victim’s Rights  

Administrative and Fiscal Impact on the County Considered in Board’s Decision  
 

Today, the County of Santa Clara Board of Supervisors voted on a series of measures that will be on the state 
ballot in November.  The Board’s position on the following two measures was unanimous:   
 

Proposition 5 – Nonviolent Offender Rehabilitation Act (NORA), relating to Non-Violent Drug Offenses: 
Sentencing, Parole, and Rehabilitation. The Board unanimously opposes Proposition 5, a measure that would 
expand and replace existing drug treatment diversion programs for nonviolent offenders with a tiered, three-track 
system and mandate State funding for these programs.   
 
Although philosophically aligned the County’s stance on substance abuse treatment, the Board opposes 
Proposition 5, because the measure presents serious policy, operational, and budget concerns. The measure 
does not identify a new revenue source for the funding. Rather, the costs would be absorbed within the existing 
State General Fund. The County currently experiences serious difficulties in providing adequate treatment 
resources for the current population. Any operational increases that cannot be paid by the measure’s funding will 
place additional stress on the County General Fund. The measure would also create a new juvenile drug 
treatment program, make significant changes to the State parole system, decrease the criminal penalty for 
possession of a small quantity of marijuana, and make various changes to the organization of rehabilitation 
programs at the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR).  
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Proposition 9 – Victim's Rights (Marsy's Law): Relating to Criminal Justice System. The Board unanimously 
opposes Proposition 9, a measure that would place a number of rights for victims of crimes in the California 
Constitution. It would provide fewer parole hearings to inmates with life sentences, and gives victims’ families 
earlier notice and more opportunities to testify at parole hearings. It would also require restitution for all crimes in 
which a victim has a loss, and require that fines and penalties obtained from the offender be paid to victims 
before going to other funds, which could impact County funds that are financed through certain fines.  
 
Although it agrees with the proposition’s goals and intent to honor and protect victims of crime, the Board 
unanimously opposes Proposition 9, because the measure represents a potentially significant impact to counties 
and county jail operations. Proposition 9 would disallow and restrict the early release of prisoners due to prison 
and jail overcrowding and would impose unfunded mandates on a least two County departments (the District 
Attorney and Public Defender). 
 
 
Proposition 6 – Safe Neighborhoods Act: The Board voted 4-1 to take a neutral position on Proposition 6, a 
measure which would establish stable funding streams for certain State and local law enforcement programs, and 
redistribute how some of that money can be spent. It would also toughen penalties for certain crimes. Although 
the measure provides guaranteed funding levels to certain programs, it does not identify a new revenue source for 
the expenditures. Rather, the costs would be absorbed within the existing State General Fund. While individual 
County law enforcement programs would benefit financially, the measure would place additional pressure on the 
State General Fund, inevitably reducing funding available for other County programs -- particularly health and 
human services. 
 
The measure also requires that 14 year old youth who commit certain crimes be tried as adults, admits hearsay 
evidence, requires Section 8 Housing applicants to submit to an annual criminal background check, and denies 
bail for undocumented workers.  Supervisor Blanca Alvarado voted against the neutral position, calling the 
measure repressive, she urged vigorous opposition to the proposition.  
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