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California Proposition 23, the Dialysis Clinic Requirements Initiative, is on the ballot in California as
an initiated state statute on November 3, 2020.
The proposition authorizes State regulation of kidney dialysis clinics and establishes minimum staffing
requirements.

A "yes" vote supports this ballot initiative to require chronic dialysis clinics to: have
an on-site physician while patients are being treated; report data on dialysis-related
infections; obtain consent from the state health department before closing a clinic;
and not discriminate against patients based on the source of payment for care.
A "no" vote opposes this ballot initiative to require chronic dialysis clinics to: have
an on-site physician while patients are being treated; report data on dialysis-related
infections; obtain consent from the state health department before closing a clinic;
and not discriminate against patients based on the source of payment for care.
Summary
PROPOSITION 23 would require chronic dialysis clinics to:



have at least one licensed physician on site during treatment at outpatient kidney dialysis
clinics. Authorizes Department of Public Health to exempt clinics from this requirement due to
shortages of qualified licensed physicians if at least one nurse practitioner or physician
assistant is on site.



report dialysis-related infection data to state health department and federal governments
(National Healthcare Safety Network (NHSN). Require the principal officer of the clinic to
certify under penalty of perjury that he or she is satisfied, after review, that the submitted report
is accurate and complete.



provide a written notice to the state health department and obtain consent from the state
health department before closing a chronic dialysis clinic.



not "discriminate with respect to offering or providing care" nor "refuse to offer or to provide
care, on the basis of who is responsible for paying for a patient's treatment."

The questions I am investigating are:
1.

What are the statistics, or can we even get them, for the need of a doctor on site in the clinic?

2.

How do nurses handle emergencies? Do they just call a doctor, 911, or?
Are clinics typically located near a hospital?

3.

Are profits going to be used to hire the doctor or are dialysis prices just going to
rise? Probably a silly question.

4.
5.
6.

What do doctors and patients think of this?
Is this another attempt to government regulate everything?
Is this another attempt to unionize all dialysis clinics?

The devil is clearly in the details of this Proposition.
Out of the depths of the full Ballot Initiative you will find:
(4) "Licensed physician" means a nephrologist or other physician licensed by the state pursuant to
Chapter 5 of Division 2 of the Business and Professions Code. How many physicians are
nephrologists?
NOTE: SEC. 10. Pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 10 of Article II of the California Constitution, this
Act may be amended either by a subsequent measure submitted to a vote of the People at a statewide
election; or by a statute validly passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor, but only to
further the purposes of the Act.
If this Proposition passes and someone in the government doesn't like something about it, this Act
may be amended by a statute validly passed by the Legislature and signed by the Governor, not
REQUIRED BY VOTE OF THE PEOPLE!
Clearly a lot more to review and report, but dialysis is critical to a patient's life and I don't
believe adding layers of control always makes situations better. More to come!
More info can be found at:
https://ballotpedia.org/California_Proposition_23,_Dialysis_Clinic_Requirements_Initiative_(2020)

California Proposition 20, the California Criminal Sentencing Parole, and DNA Collection Initiative is
on the ballot in California on November 3, 2020 as an initiated state statute.
The Initiative Statute restricts parole for non-violent offenders. Authorizes felony sentences for certain
offenses currently treated only as misdemeanors.

A "yes" vote supports this initiative to add crimes to the list of violent felonies for
which early parole is restricted; re-categorizes certain types of theft and fraud crimes
as wobblers (chargeable as misdemeanors or felonies); and requires DNA collection
for certain misdemeanors.
A "no" vote opposes this initiative to add crimes to the list of violent felonies for
which early parole is restricted; re-categorizes certain types of theft and fraud crimes

as wobblers (chargeable as misdemeanors or felonies); and requires DNA collection
for certain misdemeanors.
Summary
Imposes restrictions on parole program for non-violent offenders who have completed the full term for
their primary offense. Expands list of offenses that disqualify an inmate from this parole program.
Changes standards and requirements governing parole decisions under this program. Authorizes felony
charges for specified theft crimes currently chargeable only as misdemeanors, including some theft
crimes where the value is between $250 and $950. Requires persons convicted of specified
misdemeanors to submit to collection of DNA samples for state database.
California's State Imprisonment Rate
From 2011 until 2019 there was more than a 26 percent drop in the prison population. Do we believe
all those offenders were rehabilitated and are now law-abiding citizens? I would guess "No". Many
were back on the streets committing crimes that are no longer punished with prison time.
AB109, Proposition 47 and 57 decreased the prison population and placed criminals back on California
streets. PROP 20, California Criminal Sentencing Parole, and Collection Initiative seeks to correct the
problem they created.
Goal
Reform the unintended consequences of 2011-2016 reforms to better protect the public.
LET'S CORRECT THE WRONGS AND SUPPORT PROP 20.
More info can be found
at: https://ballotpedia.org/California_Criminal_Sentencing,_Parole,_and_DNA_Collection_Initiative_(202
0)#.XpZBSXUsYDo.email

