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Response Compliance Report 
 

2025-2026 Amador County Grand Jury 

 

SUMMARY  

Governing boards of local government entities and elected county officials are required 
by law to respond to the findings and recommendations in reports the grand jury directs 
to them. The responses must be submitted to the superior court within a given 
timeframe and must include legally mandated wording.  

The 2025-2026 Amador County Grand Jury issued one report on June 25, 2025, that 
required a response from three entities. We found that one entity responded for all three 
entities in one letter dated October 7, 2025, two weeks beyond the 90-day deadline. 

 

METHODOLOGY  

The 2025-2026 Amador County Grand Jury evaluated responses to the findings and 
recommendations to determine their compliance with Penal Code sections 933 and 
933.05. The following criteria were considered:  

Timeframe: Were responses submitted to the judge in the timeframe required by 
the law?  

Findings: Did the governing board or elected county official indicate their 
agreement or disagreement with each finding? If there was disagreement, did 
they explain the reason for the disagreement?  

Recommendations: Did each response include one of the four statements 
required under Penal Code section 933.05(b) (1-4)? Did the response also 
contain the required content?  

 If a response stated a recommendation had been implemented, did the 
response include a summary of what had been done? (Penal Code section 
933.05(b)(1))  

 If a response stated a recommendation would be implemented, did the 
response include a summary and timeframe for what would be done? (Penal 
Code section 933.05(b)(2))  

 If a response stated a recommendation required further analysis or study, did 
the response include an explanation of the scope and parameters of the 
analysis or study, and a timeframe (within six months of receipt of the report) 
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for the matter to be prepared for discussion by the applicable public official, 
department head, or governing body? (Penal Code section 933.05(b)(3)) 

 If a response stated a recommendation would not be implemented because it 
was not warranted or not reasonable, did the respondent include an 
explanation supporting that position? (Penal Code section 933.05(b)(4))  

 

BACKGROUND  

Reponses to grand jury reports must adhere to California Penal Code sections 933 and 
933.05.  

For each finding, required respondents must either agree or disagree. If the respondent 
disagrees, they must explain what part of the finding they disagree with and explain the 
reasons for the disagreement.  

For each recommendation, respondents must choose one of the following four 
responses:  

1. That the recommendation has been implemented, with a summary of actions 
taken; or  

2. That it will be implemented within a specified timeframe; or  

3. That the recommendation needs further analysis, with an explanation, the scope 
of the analysis, and the timeframe (not to exceed six months from issuance of the 
report) as to when the response will be considered by the respondent; or  

4. That the recommendation will not be implemented because it is not warranted or 
not reasonable, with an explanation (Penal Code section 933.05(a)(1)-(4).)  

The 2024-2025 Amador County Grand Jury issued two reports during its term from July 
2024 through June 2025. One report required no response and the second report, 
“Poorly Maintained and Deteriorating County Roads,” (County Roads) contained 12 
Findings and 7 Recommendations (see Table 1). 

This report does not comment on the merit or wisdom of any disagreements expressed 
by any respondent to last year’s reports, but merely upon whether the responses 
complied with legal requirements. 
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Table 1. Summary of 2024-2025 Amador County Grand Jury Findings and 
Recommendations 

 

 

 

DISCUSSION 

The law requires county elected officials to respond to a grand jury report in writing. The 
elected official’s response must be submitted to the presiding judge within 60 days of 
receiving the report. Governing boards have 90 days after receiving a grand jury report 
to submit their response to the presiding judge. Although their response was due no 
later than September 23, 2025, responses from the County Administrative Officer, 
Public Works Director, and the Amador County Board of Supervisors were combined in 
one letter from the Board of Supervisors dated October 7, 2025.    
 
The respondents agreed with 4 of the 7 findings, as shown in Table 2. All “Disagree” 
responses to the 2024-2025 Amador County Grand Jury findings included what they 
specifically disagreed with and why. 
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Table 2. County Roads Findings Response Summary 

  F1  F2  F3  F4  F5  F6  F7  

Agree  X  X  X        X  

Disagree       X  X  X    
 
 

Respondents do not plan to implement any of the 12 recommendations made in the 
grand jury report. Table 3 breaks down why each recommendation was rejected. 

 

Table 3. County Roads Recommendation Response Summary 

 R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10 R11 R12 
Not 

Warranted X X X X X X  X X X  X 

Not  
Feasible 

      X      

Not 
Reasonable 

          X  

 

 

FINDING 

F1. The County Administrative Officer, Public Works Director, and the Amador County 
Board of Supervisors failed to respond to the Grand Jury report “Poorly Maintained and 
Deteriorating County Roads,” by September 23, 2025, the required 90-day response 
period.   

 

RECOMMENDATION 

No recommendation is required.  

 

REQUIRED RESPONSE 

No response is required.                                                                                 

  


