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Alameda County Mental Health Board Minutes 

June 9, 2014 ◊ 12:00pm-2:00pm 

The Redwood Conf. Room 

1100 San Leandro Blvd. San Leandro, CA. 94577 
 

Meeting called to order @ 12:05PM by Chair Alane Friedrich     
 

HOUSEKEEPING 
 

Roll Call/Introduction of Guests 
 

 Mental Health Board Members:   
Present: Carmen Balingit, Jeff Davidson, PhD, Rochelle Elias, Alane Friedrich, Janelle Hargrove, Luvenia Jones, 

Dorothy King, Sheldon Koiles, Laura Mason, PhD, Jaseon Outlaw, PhD and Abu Rahim  

 

BHCS Staff:   Agnes Catolos, Peter Dating, Manuel Jimenez Jr., Rosa Warder, and Toni Tullys 

Liaison:   Margot Dashiell (ACFC)   
 

Public: Ginny DeMartini (BOS District 2), Benjamin Blake (BACS) and Moria Wong 
 

ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION 

Approval of MHB 

March and May 2014 

minutes  

Dr. Outlaw made a motion to approve MHB March 2014 minutes. 

 

Approval of May 2014 minutes. Mr. Friedrich related that Mr. Rose asked that correction be 

made on page 12 to his public comment, it should read, “he wants to give a presentation on 

Mentors on Discharge to the MHB”  

 

Mr. Rahim made a correction on page 4 first paragraph; the entire last sentence should be 

deleted. 

 

Ms. Dashiell made a correction on page 10, it should read, 2 meetings instead of 8 meetings.  

 

Ms. Elias made a motion to approve May 2014 minutes with the 3 corrections made.  

March 2014 minutes  

M/S/C Dr. Outlaw/ 

Ms. Elias  

3-abstained 

8-yeas 

Motion passed 

 

 

May 2014 minutes 

M/S/C Ms. Elias/ 

Dr. Outlaw 

Motion passed  

Director’s Report  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mr. Jimenez talked about the following: 

 He met with a number of employees as well as contract providers e.g. Crestwood in 

Fremont.  

 He is still learning more about what services Alameda County provides to its residents and 

also what the challenges are.  

 He participated in the discussion on violence with Sup. Miley last Thursday  

 He participated in AB1421 workgroup meeting.   
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ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION 

Director’s Report 

(Cont.) 
 Help desk hours have been expanded to be able to address staff needs primarily ACCESS 

staff.  

Discussion Items 

A. Review any county 

agreements or 

contracts entered into 

pursuant to Section 

5650 of the Welfare 

and Institutions Code. 

This refers to the 

County Mental Health 

Plan Contract from the 

State Dept. of Health 

Care Services (DHCS) 

CA Medicaid Agency 

Ms. Friedrich stated that part of board’s mandate and duties is to review the County Mental 

Health Plan contract from the DHCS. She mentioned that a CIMH workbook on roles and 

duties of the MHB distributed to board members gives some examples of what the board might 

want to do and how they might want to review the contract.  

 

Board members expressed that they never seen the workbook before and felt that they need 

more time to look at it.  

 

Ms. Tullys provided a summary on the MHP Contract:  

▫ The contract represents the relationship between the State of CA and Alameda County as a 

Medi-Cal Managed Care Plan to provide services to individuals with serious and 

persistent mental illness.  

▫ The Federal contracts with the states and the funding provided is called Medicaid 

(federal) and Medi-Cal (state) and with the Affordable Care Act (ACA), funding is now 

income based and not medically based.  

▫ The contract contains all of the regulatory requirements that the county must follow as a 

managed care plan; those requirements is like their guide on how they plan things and 

how they operate and they are connected to the work of the EQRO, the work for Quality 

Improvement and DHCS.  

 

Mr. Rahim felt that the state audit could give the board a summary of where they could focus 

to begin to understand how they can articulate the contract.  

 

Ms. Walkover stated that QI Dept. put together a table of contents. She suggested that the 

board look at the table of contents and pick a section that they feel they are familiar with and 

read the section that will help them figure out the language.  

 

Ms. Elias felt that the board could divide up different areas of interest or expertise.  

 

Dr. Davidson would like to suggest that the board look at the document and choose certain 

areas to be examined and have discussion at the next meeting.  

 

Ms. Walkover wanted to underscore that the document is a fix contract and cannot be 

changed. It’s the contract that the state gives to counties and it’s a matter of learning what the 

county’s obligations are. She mentioned that at the top of the table of contents there’s a 

hyperlink of the contract. 

Hardcopies of the 

DHCS MHP contract 

will be mailed to 

board members.  
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ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION 

B. EQRO Report  

 

The MHB had a 

presentation on the 

EQRO report in 

March.   The full report 

is still available on the 

BHCS Website at 

www.acbhcs.org 

Ms. Friedrich stated that the discussion on EQRO Recommendations (included in the packet) 

is whether the board should support those recommendations.  

 

Dr. Outlaw felt that EQRO recommendations seem great recommendations because they 

include important issues that the board would like to focus on e.g. 5150 policy, quality, access, 

timeliness.  

 

Ms. Friedrich felt that what a board member could do is suggest putting a motion on the next 

agenda to support EQRO recommendations.  

 

Dr. Outlaw stated that he would like to make a motion for next month’s agenda to support 

EQRO Recommendations.  

 

Ms. Hargrove commented on EQRO Recommendation Item #1 on 5150 policies, she related 

that in South Alameda County there’s some good progress going on, last Wednesday, a 

meeting was held with Fremont and Union City Police Depts. about 5150 training and it was 

very successful.  

 

Mr. Koiles related his own personal experience with Berkeley Police concerning CIT.  

Executive Committee 

will place motion on 

the MHB July agenda.  

C. Annual Report to the 

BOS 

Ms. Friedrich stated that the Annual Report is supposed to be about the needs and 

performance of Alameda County Mental Health System so it’s what directed the annual report 

for this year, it’s based on data that was in EQRO report, data from QIC and different actual 

that she has. The report will include info e.g.: MHB actions and decisions, MHB mission 

statement, summaries of what was done, board recommendations, what were discussed in the 

motion or recommendations, some members of the committee provided info as well as liaison 

report.  

 

Ms. Elias expressed the need to establish a committee that will go through the Annual Report.  

 

Ms. Friedrich responded that the board will have a special meeting to review the Annual 

Report. Board members were asked to pick a date for the special meeting.  

 

 

 

Ms. Friedrich added that she received from the mail the final copy of the DHCS Compliance 

On-Site Review Report for Alameda County’s MHP. The document will be copied and will be 

sent to board members.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Special Meeting is set 

up to take place on 

Tuesday, June 24
th

 

following Executive 

Committee meeting.  



 

4 

ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION 

Committee Reports: 

Adult Committee 

Ms. Friedrich stated that the Adult Committee did not like the site visit review proposals 

because the committee felt that they are audits. She stated that the idea to have a form for a 

site visit has been dropped at the Adult Committee. 

 

Mr. Rahim felt that the board should discuss whether to pursue creating a form for a site visit 

or not.  

 

Measure A Ms. Elias related that Measure A Committee is on the process of reviewing agency funding. 

Their main charge is to make sure that Measure A funds are used for indigent community of 

Alameda County. They are working with a consultant to put reports together to create an 

annual report. She related that Measure AA was successfully approved by voters in June 

election. This funding will go through 2034 to provide funding for emergency medical 

services, mental health services and a broad array of county services to residence of Alameda 

County.  

 

Liaison Report: 

Alameda County 

Family Coalition 

(ACFC) 

Ms. Dashiell talked about some of the issues that they’ve been discussing at the meeting 

between 8 POCC members and 8 family members. Some of the areas that both groups are in 

agreement:  

 Assisted Outpatient Treatment (AOT) or court mandated treatment, aside from the court 

part if there is a 5150 there should be CIT trained officers and also to include a cultural 

competency component in CIT 

 Housing is very important and they would like to look at ways that the county can support 

initiatives that will allow for more safe and viable housing.  

 Treatment teams should include the presence or the voices of consumers and family 

members 

 There should be focus training provided to all outreach workers regarding the range of 

engagement strategies and it should be extended to all contracted workers and peer and 

family outreach workers.  

Some points of disagreement: 

 Involvement of the court in AOT and 5150 with the police presence and hospitalization 

should be reduced.  

 Causes of serious mental illness.  

Their next meeting will be this Sat.  

 

Election for MHB 

Slate of Officers  

FY 14/15 

 

 

 

Ms. Friedrich read the election process.  

 

Ms. King (Chair of the Nomination Committee) conducted the meeting while the election was 

being held.  

 

Ms. Jones nominated herself as secretary. 

 

 

Ms. King asked for 

any additional 

nominations from the 

floor.  
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ITEM DISCUSSION ACTION 

Election for MHB Slate 

of Officers  

FY 14/15 (Cont.) 

Nominees for MHB Slate of Officers FY 14/15 were: 

Chair- Rochelle Elias 

Vice-Chair- Abu Rahim 

Secretary-Luvenia Jones  

 

The results of election for MHB Slate of Officers FY 14/15:  

Chair- Rochelle Elias 

Vice-Chair- Abu Rahim 

Secretary-Luvenia Jones  

 

 

 

 

Board Comments 

 

Mr. Koiles would like to see some type of accountability or proof of evidence of CIT on the 

ground when patrol officers interact with the public because from his own experience the 

officers really thought of CIT as interfering with their real duty to get the bad guys.  

 

Mr. Jimenez responded that he will be more than happy to share some of the officers’ review 

about participating in CIT.  

 

Ms. Tullys felt that it will be useful to hear from Officer Neff who is the CIT point person from 

Oakland Police Dept. (OPD). The OPD has made the commitment to train every officer on 

their force and various other local jurisdictions have trained many of their officers as well. 

 

Mr. Jimenez related that there are approximately 23 law enforcements in Alameda County 

that participated in CIT and there are only 2 agencies (Hayward Eastbay and Albany) that 

have not participated.  He will be meeting with their chief to discuss what can be done to get 

them to participate.  

 

Ms. Jones stated that the State wants the board to know how to read data and she will bring 

info about it.  

 

 

 

 

 

  

Meeting was adjourned at 2:25 PM ◊ Minutes submitted by Agnes Catolos 


