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C. D. Michel - S.B.N. 144258
Scott M. Franklin — S.B.N. 240254
Sean A. Brady — S.B.N. 262007
MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
180 E. Ocean Boulevard, Suite 200
Long Beach, CA 90802
Telephone: 562-216-4444
Facsimile: 562-216-4445

Email: cmichel@michellawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

DAVID GENTRY, JAMES PARKER,
MARK MIDLAM, JAMES BASS, and

CALGUNS SHOOTING SPORTS
ASSOCIATION,

Plaintiffs and Petitioners,

VS.

KAMALA HARRIS, in Her Official

Capacity as Attorney General for the State
of California; STEPHEN LINDLEY, in His
Official Capacity as Acting Chief for the
California Department of Justice, BETTY
YEE, in Her Official Capacity as State
Controller for the State of California, and

DOES 1-10.

Defendants and Respondents.
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Plaintiffs request the Court take judicial notice, pursuant to Evidence Code section 452,
subdivisions (c), (h), and section 453, of the following facts, which are relevant to Plaintiffs’
abovementioned discovery motion as described therein.’

1. That the Department of Finance’s (“DOF”) Glossary of Budget Terms defines

“baseline budget” as follows.

! All statutory references herein are to the Evidence code, except where noted.
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A baseline budget reflects the anticipated costs of carrying out the current level of

service or activities as authorized by the Legislature. It may include an adjustment

for cost increases, but does not include changes in level of service over that

authorized by the Legislature.
Exhibit 5 to the Declaration of Scott M. Franklin in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel
Further Responses to Requests for Production, Set Three (the “Franklin Decl.”) is a true and
correct copy of DOF’s Glossary of Budget Terms’s definition of “baseline budget[,]” which was
obtained from http://www.dof.ca.gov/html/bud_docs/glossary.pdf in April 2016. (§ 452, subds.
(c), (h).)

2. That DOF’s Finance Glossary of Accounting and Budgeting Terms defines

“Baseline Budget” as synonymous with “Workload Budget[.]” DOF’s Glossary of Budget Terms

was available online, as of April 11, 2016, at http://www.dof.ca.gov/html/bud_docs/glossary.pdf.

Exhibit 6 to the Franklin Decl. includes a true and correct copy of DOF’s statement in its Finance
Glossary of Accounting that “baseline budget” is synonymous with “workload budget.” (§ 452,
subds. (c), (h).)
3. That DOF’s Finance Glossary of Accounting and Budgeting Terms defines
“Workload Budget” as follows.
The budget year cost of currently authorized services, adjusted for changes in
enrollment, caseload, population, statutory cost of living adjustments, chaptered
legislation, one-time expenditures, full-year costs of partial-year programs, costs
incurred pursuant to Constitutional requirements, federal mandates, court-ordered
mandates, state employee merit salary adjustments, and state agency operating
expense and equipment costs adjusted to reflect inflation.

DOF’s Glossary of Budget Terms was available online, as of April 11, 2016, at

http://www.dof.ca.cov/html/bud docs/glossary.pdf. Exhibit 6 to the Franklin Decl. includes a true

and correct copy of the definition of “workload budget” found in the Glossary of Budget Terms.
(§ 452, subds. (c), (h).)
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Finally, Plaintiffs wish to make it clear that they believe all of the facts described above
cannot be reasonably disputed because of the context in which they arose. If, however, Defendants
raise a facially plausible basis upon which to dispute one or more of the facts described above,
Plaintiffs will withdraw the relevant request(s) for judicial notice and then perform discovery to

verify the veracity of Defendants’ position on any such issues.

Dated: April 25, 2016 MICHEL & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

Yy -

)Slcott M/F ranklin, Attorney for the Plaintiffs
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I, Laura Quesada, am employed in the City of Long Beach, Los Angeles Couﬁty,
California. Iam over the age eighteen (18) years and am not a party to the within action. My
business address is 180 East Ocean Blvd., Suite 200, Long Beach, CA 90802.

On April 25, 2016, the foregoing document(s) described as

REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL
FURTHER RESPONSES TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, SET
THREE, PROPOUNDED ON DEFENDANTS KAMALA HARRIS AND STEPHEN
LINDLEY

on the interested parties in this action by placing
[ ] the original
[X] a true and correct copy
thereof enclosed in sealed envelope(s) addressed as follows:

Kamala D. Harris, Attorney General of California
Office of the Attorney General

Anthony Hakl, Deputy Attorney General

1300 I Street, Suite 1101

Sacramento, CA 95814

(BY MAIL) As follows: Iam "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and
processing correspondence for mailing. Under the practice it would be deposited with the
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Long Beach,
California, in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion of the party
served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date is more than one day after
date of deposit for mailing an affidavit.

Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.

X (VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL ) As follows: I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice
of collection and processing correspondence for overnight delivery by UPS/FED-EX.
Under the practice it would be deposited with a facility regularly maintained by UPS/FED-
EX for receipt on the same day in the ordinary course of business. Such envelope was
sealed and placed for collection and delivery by UPS/FED-EX with delivery fees paid or
provided for in accordance with ordinary business practices.

Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.

(PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused said document(s) to be personally delivered by a
courier to each addressee.
Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.

X (VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL) As follows: I served a true and correct copy by electronic
transmission. Said transmission was reported and completed without error.
Executed on April 25, 2016, at Long Beach, California.
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X (STATE) Ideclare under penalty of pexj ¢ s-of the State of California that
the foregoing is true and correct. P
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