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Total Prop 36 Expenditures
FY -040 3

A % of counties spending below annual SACPA
allocation = 16%

A% of counties spending at their annual SACP.
allocation = 16%

A % of counties spending above their annual
SACPA allocation = 68%
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A % of counties budgeted at their annual SACP;
allocation =20%

A % of counties budgeted above their annual
SACPA allocation #¥6%



Source of Additional Funds

A Unexpended Prop. 36 Funds from Prior Years
A State Funds

A Local Funds

A Interest on Fund Balance

A Client Fees

A Court Service Fees

A Federal Dept. of Justice Grant

A Other Federal Funds



Service Reductions

% of counties making service reductions due to fund limitations
54%

Modifications and/or Service Reductions Made (in order of
frequency of responses):.

A Reduced length of client stay in residential treatment facilities
(78%)

A Providing outpatient care instead of residential treatment (709

A Reduced residential capacity (67%)

A Reduced length and/or intensity of outpatient treatment (59%

A Reduced the amount of available ancillary services (48%)

A Transitioning individuals to less intensive level of care (48%)



Service Reductions (pg 2)

A Combining outpatient care with housing in lieu of
residential treatment (44%)

A Establishment of waiting lists for treatment services
(41%)

A Reduced detoxification services (30%)

A Reduced length and/or intensity of aftercare services
(30%)

A Delayed client entry into assessed levels of care (26"

A Other modifications:
0 Revised screening process
0 Reduced probation supervision



