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May 10, 2021

The Honorable Lorena Gonzalez
Chair, Appropriations Committee
State Capitol Building, Room 2114
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: AB 1542 (McCarty) as amended April 29, 2021 — OPPOSE

Dear Assemblymember Gonzalez:

Disability Rights California (DRC), a non-profit advocacy organization that
advances and protects the rights of Californians with disabilities, opposes
AB 1542. This bill would authorize Yolo County to create a pilot program
allowing judges to sentence people convicted of “drug-motivated crimes” to
a secured residential treatment facility. This bill is scheduled for hearing in
the Assembly Health Committee on April 27, 2021.

We assume that the author and the proponents want better outcomes for
the people who would be arrested and forced into a locked facility.
However, AB 1542 is premised on the flawed notion that involuntary
treatment is desirable. Involuntary substance use disorder treatment is
neither effective nor ethical. Research demonstrates that offering readily
available, evidence-based treatment in the community produces better
outcomes than forcing people into treatment against their will. Involuntary
treatment can damage the relationship between treatment provider and
recipient and further traumatize individuals who have often experienced
severe hardship, diminishing the likelihood of successful outcomes from the
current treatment as well as engagement in future health services.
Requiring that people receive involuntary treatment in a locked residential
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setting much like a jail or prison, as AB 1542 would do, would only
exacerbate these harms.

Judges are not trained to assess peoples’ substance use needs and
determine the appropriate length of treatment and level of care. Yet, AB
1542 allows judges to determine the length of treatment and requires that
treatment be provided in a secure facility, even if not clinically appropriate.
This flies in the face of criteria developed by addiction professionals for
determining the appropriate level and length of care, which indicate that
these be based on professional assessment and individual circumstances.
Most people will likely be better served by services in the community.

AB 1542 would waste resources that could be better invested in voluntary
services in the community. The costs for prosecutors, defense attorneys,
judges, and whatever entity would be responsible for monitoring people
within the secure facility would likely take the lion’s share of any funding
allocated to this program: funding that could be going to treatment
providers. This program would also be unlikely to reduce criminal legal
system involvement, especially compared to expanding voluntary
community services. In addition to the ineffectiveness of involuntary
treatment, AB 1542 could actually increase the length of time people are
under supervision because people who do not complete treatment in the
locked facility could be resentenced to additional months or years of
incarceration.

We also fear AB 1542 would be used as a means for law enforcement to
temporarily remove people with substance use needs from the streets in an
attempt to say they are providing solutions for homelessness and public
disorder. As we know from 50 years of enforcing the war on drugs,
communities of color would bear the brunt of this enforcement, and Black,
Latinx, Indigenous, and other people of color would almost certainly be
disproportionately forced into locked treatment.

Instead of establishing an unnecessary, ineffective, and harmful involuntary
treatment program, resources would be better spent to expanding access
to voluntary substance use disorder treatment and harm reduction services,
permanent supportive housing, and access to other health and social
services.



For these reasons, among others, we oppose AB 1542 (McCarty). Please
contact me if you have any questions about our position or if | can provide
any further information.

Sincerely,

S dgory. Craman

Gregory Cramer
Senior Legislative Advocate
Disability Rights California

cc. The Honorable Kevin McCarty
Honorable Members, Assembly Appropriations Committee
Matthew Fleming, Assembly Public Safety Committee Consultant
Gary Olson, Assembly Republican Caucus



