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Oversight of Bond Expenditures 
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This report concludes that the Department of Water Resources (Water Resources) demonstrated 
effective oversight of general obligation bonds, but it could improve in certain areas. During our review 
of a sample of 10 projects, we noted that Water Resources made appropriate decisions when awarding 
bond funds and making payments for project activities. However, for two of the 10 projects, Water 
Resources could not demonstrate that it performed site visits or took other steps to ensure the projects 
achieved their expected outcomes. We also found that Water Resources lacks a documented review 
process to ensure information posted to the Bond Accountability Web site is correct. Our review of the 
Web site revealed instances where Water Resources posted inaccurate award information for certain 
projects and in some cases did not post any information at all. 

We also found that the Department of Finance (Finance) should do more to ensure transparency 
and accountability for bond spending related to the general obligation bonds approved by voters in 
November 2006 to fund the State’s Strategic Growth Plan. The former governor’s executive order 
from January 2007 required Finance to establish a Bond Accountability Web site that was to include 
information on the amounts spent on each bond-funded project. However, Finance’s approach to 
establishing the Web site required departments to post information on the amounts awarded and not 
the amounts spent. By not providing the public with periodic information on the amounts spent for 
each project—to then compare against amounts awarded—the public lacks a way to measure each 
project’s progress towards completion. In addition, Finance lacks a tracking process to ensure that state 
departments update the Bond Accountability Web site and describe the expected or realized benefits of 
bond-funded projects in terms the public can readily understand. Finally, we noted that the executive 
order requires state agencies to either contract with Finance for audits of bond expenditures or make 
alternative arrangements for audits with Finance’s approval. However, as of late April 2011, Finance had 
issued audit reports on only three of the state agencies administering the general obligation bonds that 
support the State’s Strategic Growth Plan, and none were of Water Resources.

In the report, the California State Auditor (state auditor) made the following recommendations to the 
Governor and the audited agencies. The state auditor’s determination regarding the current status 
of recommendations is based on Water Resources’ response as of June 2012 and Finance’s response 
as of July 2011.

Recommendation 1.1—See pages 22—27 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To ensure that its expenditures of bond funds achieve the intended purposes, Water Resources needs 
to strengthen its monitoring of project deliverables. For example, it should review the policies and 
practices of its various divisions, ensuring that periodic progress reports are obtained from grant 
recipients, and that final site visits document the results of the reviews performed.  

Water Resources’ Action: Fully implemented.

In its one-year response, Water Resources provided evidence that it updated various policy manuals 
establishing expectations for conducting site visits and ensuring that deliverables are obtained. 
For example, Water Resources’ division of flood management developed a desk reference manual 
that includes project close-out procedures and a checklist for staff to follow. Key aspects of this 
close-out process include ensuring and documenting that project objectives are met. Similarly, 
Water Resources’ Division of Integrated Regional Water Management developed written procedures 
establishing expectations for conducting site visits and specifying items to evaluate during such 
visits. Water Resources also provided examples of documented site visits it had performed.

249



California State Auditor Report 2013-406

February 2013

Recommendation 1.2—See pages 31—34 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To provide the public with accurate and complete information on the bond-funded projects it 
administers, Water Resources should develop and consistently use a formalized, documented review 
process that will provide greater assurance that project information posted to the Bond Accountability 
Web site is regularly updated and contains accurate information.  

Water Resources’ Action: No action taken.

In its one-year response, Water Resources indicated that it had implemented our recommendation 
but did not provide evidence to substantiate its assertion. We requested Water Resources provide 
evidence of a systemic and documented review process for information posted to the Bond 
Accountability Web site. Specifically, we asked Water Resources to provide evidence that its 
management had reviewed and approved the information posted for three projects listed on the 
Bond Accountability Web site. Water Resources was unable to provide documentary evidence of 
these approvals.

Recommendation 1.3—See pages 36—42 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To enhance transparency and accountability regarding the State’s use of general obligation bond funds, 
the governor should require administering agencies to report actual amounts spent on bond funded 
projects and update the expenditure information at least semiannually.  

Governor’s Action: Unknown.

We are unaware of any additional guidance issued by the Governor’s Office.

Recommendation 1.4.a—See pages 36—42 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To enhance the value of the Bond Accountability Web site, Finance should require administering 
agencies to provide information about the actual amounts of bond funds spent on posted projects at 
least semiannually.  

Finance’s Action: No action taken.

Finance does not intend to implement this recommendation. In its 60-day update to the audit, 
Finance stated that its current practice requires state departments and agencies to post the amounts 
awarded for specific projects on the Bond Accountability Web site. Finance further explained its 
expectation that state departments and agencies update a project’s awarded amount with actual 
expenditures if there is a difference once the project is complete. Finance maintains that its current 
policies comply with the former governor’s executive order. Further, Finance questions the benefits of 
this recommendation and stated that it would be costly for many state departments and agencies to 
implement. Finance did not provide a six-month or one-year response to the audit.

Recommendation 1.4.b—See pages 42—45 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To enhance the value of the Bond Accountability Web site, Finance should develop a tracking and 
review process to periodically assess the completeness of the project information posted to the 
Bond Accountability Web site. Such a process should include a review of whether state agencies 
are describing, in terms the public can easily understand, the expected or realized benefits of 
bond-funded projects.  
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Finance’s Action: No action taken.

Finance does not intend to take any additional steps to implement this recommendation. In its 
60-day update, Finance stated that it will continue to review state agencies compliance during 
department audits and during special project reporting compliance reviews. Finance explained 
that its audits include a review of whether state departments are appropriately reporting project 
information. Finance did not provide a six-month or one-year response to the audit.

Recommendation 1.5—See pages 45—47 of the audit report for information on the related finding.

To ensure that expenditures were consistent with bond laws and that the project achieved the intended 
benefits or outcomes agreed to when the project was originally awarded, Finance should conduct audits 
of, or approve and assure that, Water Resources and other agencies obtain audits of, Strategic Growth 
Plan (SGP) bond expenditures. 

Finance’s Action: Partially implemented.

In its 60-day update, Finance stated that since the audit was published, Finance has issued four 
additional audit reports, for a total of six SGP bond audit reports in fiscal year 2010–11. Additionally, 
Finance indicated that all state agencies administering SGP bonds have either entered into 
interagency agreements with Finance to conduct audits or have made arrangements with other 
entities, with the approval of Finance, to conduct the required audits. Accordingly, Finance intends 
to continue to conduct audits as required by the former governor’s executive order. Finance’s 60-day 
update did not provide any additional material to corroborate its assertions. Finance did not provide 
a six-month or one-year response to the audit.



251



California State Auditor Report 2013-406

February 2013

252


