Legislative Action COMMITTEE
Corona Chamber of Commerce

904 East Sixth Street, Corona, CA 92879

 (951) 737-3350
Tuesday, June 20, 2006
8:00am
Presiding:
Tom Kenney, Chair
Call to Order and Roll Call

Chair’s Report

Meeting with the City of Corona regarding Redevelopment


UPDATE

New Business

1. May 2006 Minutes






ACTION

2. Strategic Growth Plan Initiatives





ACTION

3. Oil Severance Tax Initiative





ACTION

Old Business

4. Legislative Report #4






ACTION

Local, State, Federal Legislative Staff Updates

Announcements
· Presentation of Draft Advocacy-based Web site


INFORMATION

Adjourn
ACTION

Agenda Item 1
Legislative Action Committee

June 20, 2006
MAY 2006 MEETING MINUTES
Legislative Action COMMITTEE

Corona Chamber of Commerce

904 East Sixth Street, Corona, CA 92879

 (951) 737-3350

Tuesday, May 16, 2006

8:00am

Presiding: Tom Kenney, Chair

MINUTES

	
	
	
	Attended

	Chair
	Tom Kenney
	Key, Freeman and Kenney Agency
	X

	Chamber Chairman of the Board
	Cynthia Schneider
	American Security Bank
	

	
	Alex Braicovich
	Waste Management
	

	
	Dick Campbell
	RC Product Development
	X

	
	John Couts
	Couts Heating and Cooling, Inc.
	

	
	Frank Emerson
	Dos Lagos
	X

	
	Sandy Klein
	Re/Max All Stars
	X

	
	Chad Miller
	Plas-Tech Sealing Tech
	X

	
	Chris Miller
	Thomas Miller Mortuary
	X

	
	Jay Murphy
	Transglobal Consulting LLC
	X

	
	Ann Poloko
	Financial Investors Group
	X

	
	Javier Vasquez
	Miguel’s Restaurants
	X

	
	CC Vest
	Midpoint Bearing
	

	
	Sue Wakefield
	ASJ Industrial Hose and Fittings
	X

	Chamber President
	Bobby Spiegel
	Corona Chamber of Commerce
	X

	Chamber 
	Shaun Lumachi
	Corona Chamber of Commerce
	X

	Chamber
	Pam Cunningham
	Corona Chamber of Commerce
	X

	Chamber
	Tami Diaz
	Corona Chamber of Commerce
	X

	Guests:
	

	Board Member
	Mark Krakower
	Kraktronix – Laser Craft
	X

	Board Member/Chair of Economic Development
	Linda Wilson
	Countrywide Home Mortgage
	

	Representative
	Anne Stephens
	Supervisor John Tavaglione
	

	Representative
	Anahita Nemat
	Assemblyman Todd Spitzer
	

	Representative
	Clint Lorimore
	Assemblyman Russ Bogh
	X

	
	Steve Caseldine
	Citizen Bank
	X


Approval of April 2006 Minutes





APPROVED

Redevelopment
 






INFORMATION

Motion to SUPPORT – seconded and passed unanimously.

The Corona Chamber supports responsible and quality redevelopment of areas that are convincingly proven and documented as blighted and suffering from environmental decay that severely lags in economic vitality compared to the surrounding community.

1. Health and Safety Code Section 33031, describes the conditions in which many people live in our community are adequate and do not require reform.

2. The citizens living in these conditions should have the expectation of a better life in terms of the physical environment and a more robust economic base in the community.  

3. The burdens of blight upon a community should not be a physical and economic liability for a city, with no prospect of improvement since private enterprise acting alone cannot reverse a City’s patterns of decay.

4. The health, safety and general welfare of an entire blighted community should receive more consideration than the private property rights of a small number of persons.

Proposition 82: Pre-School Education for All Act


            OPPOSED

Motion to OPPOSE – seconded and approved.

Legislative Report #3






ACTION

ACTION
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Stategic growth plan initatives
Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

Recommended Position

The Corona Chamber of Commerce SUPPORTS all four bond initiatives scheduled for the November 2006 statewide ballot.

Background

The infrastructure investments of a half century ago are showing their age and straining to support a vibrant economy and a population much larger than they were designed to accommodate.  In 1955, the state's population was about 13 million; today it is about 37 million; by 2025 it will be 46 million. Governor Schwarzenegger’s Strategic Growth Plan anticipates and plans for this increase.

· Over the next 20 years, California's population is expected to increase by as much as 30 percent and it is estimated the state faces more than $500 billion in infrastructure needs over that same period.

· Governor Schwarzenegger's Strategic Growth Plan (SGP), which shows foresight, is the first phase of a 20-year investment to meet these expected needs for Californians. 

· SGP public works infrastructure package is an investment in California’s future.  The proposal was approved as a single package by the California legislature on May 5, 2006.

· The plan leverages $68 billion dollars in General Obligation (GO) Bonds over the next 10 years to invest more than $222 billion in the state's infrastructure over the next 20 years, without raising taxes.

Highlights
The Governor’s 10-Year public works proposal is designed to lay the foundations for the next generation and require beneficiaries of the new infrastructure improvements to pay the costs of these improvements.  The plan maximizes resources through innovative financing mechanisms such as expanded authority to fund and deliver projects through maximizing federal resources and public-private partnerships.

· The ambitious public works plan would rely on Go bonds to finance a variety of public works projects in four major areas provide financing for four major areas:

	Education:




	$10.4 billion

	Housing




	$2.85 billion

	Levee Repair and Flood Control
	$4.09 billion

	Transportation.
	$19.9 billion


· State Constitution requires GO bonds, which are backed by the State’s General Fund, to be approved by a two-thirds vote of the legislature and a approval of a majority votes on the November 2006 ballots.  

· As of November 2005, the state had almost $53 billion of outstanding General Fund debt, including $35 billion in GO bonds.  In addition, about $30 billion in bonds have been authorized, but not yet issued, for projects that are in progress or not yet begun.

· Capital projects are inherently long term investments and the use of bonds to cover their costs results in a slow and gradual increase in debt service levels, which California can well afford over time.

· In the next ten years, over 600,000 more students will be attending our colleges and universities.  Additionally, our K 12 schools will experience net increases in student enrollment approaching a quarter of a million students.  As our system of over 8,000 school sites continues to age, the need for modernization funds will continue to increase during this period.

· The Ten Year Strategic Growth Plan includes GO bond measures totaling $11.7 billion for higher education facilities needs. The higher education bond is proposed to fulfill the commitment agreed to in the Compact with UC and CSU. In addition, it provides a like amount for the community colleges.

· The Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan will invest $35 billion to maintain and improve our levee and flood control system and provide for safe, reliable water supplies, including $6 billion over the next 10 years to strengthen California's levee and flood management system.

· SGP invests $1.8 billion to provide affordable homeownership through CalHome and California Down payment Assistance Program, and intends to construct affordable Rental Housing Construction for low income workers, the elderly, the disabled, and veterans.

· $19.9 billion GO bonds will fund repairs, reduce congestion, improve bridge safety, expand public transit and improve port security, and includes proposal to authorize public/private transportation partnerships.
Bond Initiatives In Depth

Proposition 1B: Transportation
The $19.9 billion transportation bond will be Proposition 1B on the November ballot. 

If approved by voters in November Proposition 1B will enact a $19.9 billion general obligation bond to fund repairs, reduce congestion, improve bridge safety, expand public transit, and improve port security statewide. The bond proposal also authorizes public/private transportation partnerships, application of the Design-Build method for these projects, and legislation to streamline the environmental review process.

Proposition 1B also provides:

· The SGP transportation bond includes funding and provisions that will help
improve air quality statewide. 

· $200 million for school bus retrofit and replacement, to reduce air pollution and

children’s exposure to diesel exhaust. 

· $1 billion to the State Air Resources Board for emission reductions related to the

movement of goods. 

· Funds will expand capacity, enhance operations, and improve travel times in

high-congestion travel corridors. 

· Projects include new capital outlay, rehabilitation, capital service enhancements 
and improvements to safety, modernization, and bus rapid transit projects.  

· Sea, land, and airport infrastructure: $3.1 billion to relieve traffic congestion

along major trade corridors, improve freight rail facilities, and enhance the movement of goods from port to marketplace.  

· $1.0 billion is designated for air quality improvements that will achieve emission 
reductions from activities related to port operations and freight movement. 

· State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP): $2.0 billion to augment funds 
for STIP, a five-year capital improvement program for state and regional transportation projects. 

· Local streets and roads: $2.0 billion for improvements to local transportation 
facilities that will repair and rehabilitate local streets and roads, reduce local traffic congestion, improve traffic flow or increase traffic safety.  

· Matching funds for counties: $1.0 billion for counties that have raised local 
money for transportation projects. 

· Includes $250 million for traffic light synchronization projects and other 
technology-based improvements to improve safety operations and the capacity of local streets and roads.  
Proposition 1C: Housing

The $2.85 billion housing bond will be Proposition 1C on the November ballot. 

The bond will provide funding for financial assistance to first-time homebuyers, incentives to build affordable rental housing, construction of temporary and permanent homeless shelters and helping urban communities develop vacant parcels:

· $850 million for infill incentive grants for activities that promote infill housing development, including park creation, development or rehabilitation; water, sewer or other public infrastructure; transportation improvements; traffic mitigation; and brownfield cleanup.
· $725 million to help an estimated 23,600 families become or remain homeowners. This includes funding for the Building Equity in Neighborhoods Program, CalHome and the California Down Payment Assistance Program. 


$345 million to provide affordable rental housing to an estimated 4,000 families. 

· $135 million to provide rental and affordable ownership opportunities for more than 2,800 farm worker families. 

· $245 million to build more than 2,400 permanent housing units for the homeless, homeless transition facilities and foster care youth. 

· $50 million to build and expand homeless shelters and transitional housing for the homeless. 

· $200 million for urban, suburban and rural parks. 

Proposition 1D: Education

The $10.4 billion education infrastructure bond will appear on the November ballot as Proposition 1D. 

The $7.3 billion bond allocation for K-12 education includes:

· $500 million in supplemental grants for career technical education facilities; 

· $500 million for charter school facilities; 

· $1.9 billion for new construction;

· $3.3 billion for modernizing facilities; 

· $1 billion to deal with overcrowding in schools; 

· $100 million for green schools; 

· $29 million for joint use facilities.

The amounts for new construction and modernization include $200 million for a new seismic safety program for schools identified as having the highest risk for potential seismic damage; and $200 million for small schools. 

The $3.087 billion allocation for higher education includes:

· $1.58 billion for the University of California and California State University systems; and 

· $1.5 billion for the California Community Colleges. 

Proposition 1E: Levees/Flood Control

The $4 billion levee repair and flood control bond measure, AB 140 (Núñez; D-Los Angeles) will be Proposition 1E on the November ballot. 

It includes $3 billion for evaluating, repairing and replacing levees and flood control infrastructure in the Central Valley and the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 

The Delta is made up of more than 1,100 miles of levees and is the source of drinking water for two-thirds of California’s population, as well as irrigation water for millions of acres of crops. The Delta also offers vital flood protection for the California Central Valley flood plains. 

The bond funds will leverage federal and local monies to pay for flood prevention projects and improve disaster preparedness. 

Programs to be funded by the bond include:

· evaluation and repair of the state/federal flood control system, addressing ongoing erosion, seepage and stability distress; 

· modifications and improvements to increase flood protection for urban areas, such as modifying Folsom Dam, American River Common features, south Sacramento streams and other projects; 

· ongoing local assistance for Delta levee subventions and special flood control projects to reduce the risk of Delta levee failure. 

· $500 million to help pay the state’s share of flood control projects outside the Central Valley;

· $290 million to create new levees in coordination with the construction and preservation of setback levees, flood corridors and bypasses, as well as complete flood hazard and alluvial fan floodplain mapping needed to guide flood infrastructure investment; 

· $300 million for grants to local entities to cost share storm water runoff projects as part of an integrated regional water management plan. 
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Oil severance tax

Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

Recommended Position

The Corona Chamber of Commerce OPPOSES the Oil Severance tax scheduled for the November 2006 statewide ballot.

Summary

1. Establishes a program intended to reduce oil and gasoline use, with research and production incentives for alternative energy, alternative fuel vehicles, energy efficient technologies, and for education and training. 

2. Funding will be provided by a tax of 1.5% to 6%, depending on oil price per barrel, on producers of oil extracted in California. Prohibits producers from passing tax on to consumers. 

3. Specifies spending $4 billion in 10 years administered by California Energy Alternatives Program Authority. 

Background


1. California onshore and offshore oil production totaled 268 million barrels of oil—approximately 733,000 barrels per day. 

2. Oil production (excluding federal offshore production) represents approximately 12 percent of U.S. production. California is the third largest oil-producing state, behind Texas and Alaska. (2004 data)

3. Oil production in California peaked in 1985, and has declined, on average, by 4 percent to 5 percent per year since then. California oil production supplies approximately 42 percent of the state’s oil demand, with Alaska production supplying approximately 22 percent, and foreign oil supplying about 36 percent. 

4. In 2004, the total supply of oil delivered to oil refineries in California was 655 million barrels, including oil produced in California as well as outside the state. 

5. Of the total oil refined in California, approximately 67 percent goes to gasoline and diesel (transportation fuels) production.

6. In 2005, the production from the Wilmington Oil Field (Long Beach) totaled 14.9 million barrels (5th largest field in California). Long Beach produced 1.5 million barrels of oil last year. 

7. Oil producers pay the state corporate income tax on profits earned in California. California’s corporate income tax rate is among the highest of the top producing states.  Texas, in fact, does not have a corporate income tax at all which provides producers a competitive advantage over California in trying to attract capital investment.  

8. California producers also pay a regulatory fee to the Department of Conservation (regulates oil production in the state) that is assessed on production, with the exception of production in federal offshore waters.

9. California’s taxes on oil producers are among the highest in the nation. Currently producers pay a fee of 5.3 cents per barrel of oil produced which will generate total revenues of $13.8 million in 2005-06. 

10. Additionally, producers in California pay local property taxes on the value of oil extraction equipment (such as drills and pipelines) plus the value of the estimated recoverable oil in the ground.

Features

1. Beginning in January 2007, the measure would impose a severance tax on oil production in California. (The term “severance tax” is commonly used to describe a tax on the production of any mineral or product taken from the ground, including oil.)

2. The measure defines “producers,” who are required to pay the tax, broadly to include any person that extracts oil from the ground or water, owns or manages an oil well, or owns a royalty interest in oil. 

3. The severance tax would not apply to oil production on state lands (which includes offshore production within three miles of the coast) and would not apply to federal production (offshore production beyond three miles from the coast and production on federal lands in the state). Additionally, the severance tax would not apply to oil wells that produce less than ten barrels of oil per day (“stripper wells”), unless the price of oil at the well head was above $50 per barrel. 

4. The Legislative Analyst’s Office has estimated that tax would apply to about 165 million barrels of oil produced in the state annually, although others have suggested that the tax could be applied directly and indirectly to nearly all of the state’s production.

5. The measure states that the tax would be “applied to all portions of the gross value of each barrel of oil severed as follows:”

· 1.5 percent of the gross value of oil from $10 to $25 per barrel. 

· 3.0 percent of the gross value of oil from $25.01 to $40 per barrel. 

· 4.5 percent of the gross value of oil from $40.01 to $60 per barrel. 

· 6.0 percent of the gross value of oil above $60.01 per barrel and above. 

6. The wording of the measure regarding the application of the tax rates could be interpreted in two different ways:

· It is unclear whether the tax would be applied at a constant rate on the full gross value of oil per barrel (for example, if the gross value is $70 per barrel, the tax would be applied at a rate of 6.0 percent on the full $70) 

· Or applied on a marginal basis similar to the income tax (for example, if the gross value is $70 per barrel, the first $10 is not taxed, the value from $10 to $25 is taxed at 1.5 percent, and so on).

7. The issue of interpretation would presumably be resolved by regulations adopted by the California State Board of Equalization (BOE) and any related litigation. According to the measure, the cost of the severance tax is to be borne only by the producers of oil. The measure states that producers would not be allowed to pass on the cost of this severance tax to consumers through increased costs for oil, gasoline, or diesel fuel. 

Fiscal Effect

1. The California Taxpayers’ Association opposes this new fuel tax because Californians already pay the third highest taxes on gasoline in the country. 

2. California already faces a growing gap between ever-escalating demand for crude oil and gasoline and our current capacity to produce it. Placing an additional tax on California crude oil will discourage in-state production investments, making us even more dependent on imports – the very opposite effect initiative proponents claim as their goal.

3. Since the tax could not be applied to imported crude oil, foreign supplies would in essence prospectively gain a market advantage over locally and in-state produced crude.  Placing further reliance on imports could potentially exacerbate existing air quality issues relative to the region’s ports.

4. A large portion of these new taxes would go into the hands of a self-perpetuating huge new bureaucracy, with little accountability and oversight. The measure mandates this new agency to spend $4 billion within ten years – whether it can justify those expenditures or not. It allows members of the new agency to hire unlimited staff and make political appointments of commissioners who will also be paid at taxpayer expense.

5. Higher business costs imposed by this tax could cost Californians good-paying jobs and benefits, and harm the state’s economy by discouraging new businesses from investing here.

6. The Legislative Analyst in a report dated January 25, 2006 reported the measure would raise between $200 million to $380 million in new tax revenues for this newly created special-purpose agency while resulting in the following: 

· General Fund Losses: The LAO reported that income tax revenues from oil producers that flow into the state’s General Fund would be lower because the severance tax would be deducted from earned income on oil producers.

· Reduction in Local Property Tax Revenues: The LAO stated “local property taxes paid on oil revenues would decline under the measure…”  The report stated that the loss could result in a revenue decline for K-14 school and community college, which the state may be required to offset in some cases.  The Analyst also notes the measure would result in non-reimbursable local government costs (of an unknown amount) for administering the new act. Both of these impacts could be particularly focused on Long Beach, given the fact our area is one of the leading crude oil producing regions in the state.

· Potential Reduction in Transportation Funding: According to the LAO, tax revenues from gasoline, diesel excise and sales tax could be reduced if this measure decreases the use of oil for transportation fuels.  Currently these tax sources are a major source of state transportation funding. 

· Reduced Economic Activity and Lost Jobs: According to the LAO, this measure could further affect state and local government revenues by reducing economic activity and causing job losses due to increased costs for oil production and imposition of hundreds of millions in new taxes.

Pro


1. The goal of the measure is to reduce the use of petroleum in California by 25 percent from 2005 levels by 2017, and thereafter to reduce petroleum use by an additional 25 percent every ten years, until petroleum use in California is negligible.

Con

1. The actual reduction would depend on the extent to which the measure was successful in promoting, and consumers and producers adopted, new technologies and energy efficient practices.

2. Increased tax costs across every business sector and to all Californians, with loss of jobs, businesses, and general funds for schools and other public institutions.

3. Politically, the introduction of the measure on the ballot could jeopardize passage of the Governor’s infrastructure bonds package.  

4. This measure would likely be the most contentious bond on the ballot, and the debate over the issue would likely create confusion in the voter’s minds over other worthy bonds the business community may ultimately support.
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Legislative report #4

Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

Recommended Additions

AB 1209         Yee 

Workers' Compensation: Medical Treatment Schedule

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:
              Deletes the provisions in the Workers' Compensation Law

              prescribing the maximum number of chiropractic, occupational

              therapy, and physical therapy visits an employee is entitled

              to receive per industrial injury.

AB 1847         Leslie
Taxation: Tax Credit: Access to Disabled Individuals

Recommended Position: SUPPORT

              SUMMARY:

              Relates to the Personal Income Tax and the Corporation Tax

              Law. Increases the amount of a tax credit incurred

              by taxpayers for a percentage of the moneys of the eligible

              access expenditures during the taxable year by an eligible

              small business to provide access to disabled individuals.

              Provides, beginning with a specified date, a new limit to

              those expenditures that are subject to the credit.

AB 2218         Torrico 

Sales and Use Tax Exemption: Manufacturing Equipment

Recommended Position: SUPPORT

              SUMMARY:

              Declares the intent of the Legislature to exempt from sales

              and use taxes the sale, storage, use or other consumption of

              equipment used in manufacturing processes. Further exempts

              from such taxes the gross receipts from the sale, storage,

              use or other consumption of tangible personal property for

              use in processing, refining, fabricating or recycling or

              property, and introduced into the process and property

              purchased for use by a contractor.

AB 2281         Chan 

High Deductible Health Care Coverage

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

SUMMARY:

              Establishes benefits standards and disclosure requirements,

              relative to deductibles and other nonpremium expenses, for

              health care service plan contracts and for health insurance

              policies offered, delivered, amended or renewed on or after a

              specified date, by a health care service plan or health

              insurer. Requires the Director of Managed Health Care and the

              Insurance Commissioner to develop and post of their Web

              sites, an informational guide to assist consumer to evaluate

              health care coverage products.

AB 2371         Levine 

Employment Arbitration Agreements

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Invalidate arbitration agreements between employers and

              employees that relate to employment practices covered by the

              Fair Employment and Housing Act (FEHA) that are required as a

              condition of hiring. Establish any waiver of rights or

              procedures under the FEHA must be knowing, voluntary, and not

              made as a condition of hiring. Provides that an employer has

              the burden to prove that a waiver or arbitration agreement

              was knowing, voluntary, and not a condition of employment or

              continued employment. 

AB 2641         Coto 

Native American Burial Grounds

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Requires a landowner to consult with the most likely

              descendents regarding the preservation of any Native American

              burial ground discovered on the property owner's land and

              that the landowner ensure that the site is not further

              disturbed until prescribed conditions are met. Requires that

              the determination whether a burial ground exists be based

              upon specified evidence and information, and in case of

              dispute, a final determination made by the North American

              Heritage Commission.

SB 1311         Soto 

Liability Waivers

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Declares the intent of the Legislature to require the

              President of the State Bar to appoint a task force to study

              and report the statutory protections that can be enacted to

              prevent a settlement, waiver, or liability release that is

              not knowingly and intelligently made by an unrepresented tort

              victim because of miscommunication or misinterpretation of

              the terms of the settlement, waiver, or liability release

              where the negotiations were conducted in a language in which

              the victim wasn't proficient.
SB 1354         Dunn 

Political Reform Act of 1974: Corporate Contributions

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Amends the Political Reform Act of 1974. Requires a

              corporation that directly makes or causes to be made

              political contributions or expenditures supporting or

              opposing candidates, political parties, and political causes

              to report those contributions or expenditures to shareholders

              by specified means, and to refund to objecting shareholders

              or to charity a pro rata share of those contributions or

              expenditures, based on the shareholders' proportionate

              ownership interest.

SB 1414         Migden 

Fair Share Health Care Act

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Creates the Fair Share Health Care Act requiring an employer

              with a specified number of employees in the state, who does

              not elect to contribute, in support of the Medi-Cal program,

              an amount according to a specified formula. Imposes civil

              penalties for failure to provide information or make

              payments. Creates the Fair Share Health Care Fund for funding

              of the Medi-Cal, Healthy Families and AIM programs. Provides

              exemptions. Requires employers to file an annual report

              containing specified information.

SB 1429         Morrow 

Punitive Damages: Product Liability

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Provides immunity from product liability for a manufacturer

              if the product was approved by the agency responsible for

              approving such product. Provides, in a case involving injury

              caused by a product, that the manufacturer shall not be

              guilty of malice if, at the time of manufacture, distribution

              or sale, the product that allegedly caused harm was so

              approved. 

SB 1622         Escutia 

Healthy Families Program and Medi-Cal: Eligibility

Recommended Position: OPPOSE

              SUMMARY:

              Requires the Department of Health Services and the Managed

              Risk Medical Insurance Board to develop an informational

              document, referred to as the Employee Notification of

              Eligibility for Healthy Families/Medi-Cal, containing

              information about the Healthy Families Program and the

              Medi-Cal program. Requires employers, within identified

              industries, to provide the notice to employees. Specifies

              that a violation of that requirement is a misdemeanor.

SJR 31    Lowenthal 

Clean Ports

Recommended Position: SUPPORT

SUMMARY:

Memorializes the Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection Agency urging to adopt federal regulations limiting emissions from marine vessels, locomotives and aircraft in order to achieve healthful air quality in the state and other areas with air quality problems. Encourages the United States Environmental Agency to pursue more protective regulations and incentive programs to reduce substantially the emissions from these sources.

BACKGROUND:

This measure would memorialize the Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection Agency, urging the  administrator to adopt federal regulations limiting emissions from marine vessels, locomotives , and aircraft in order to achieve healthful air quality in California and other areas with air quality problems and to encourage the United States Environmental Protection Agency to pursue more protective regulations and incentive programs to reduce substantially the emissions from these sources , as provided.

Significant emissions reductions are needed in California to attain the new 8-hour federal ozone and PM2.5 standards. Federal regulations will be crucial to obtaining the maximum feasible emission reductions from these sources. Emissions from railroads and marine vessels are major contributors to our air quality problem, and create health impacts on our residents. Efforts by the U.S. EPA have fallen short of what the latest technology is able to offer, and what is needed for healthful air quality in this state.

 

Our air basin must achieve the 8-hour federal standards. If we cannot bring about the required reductions at the federal level, and thus have mobile sources achieve their fair share of reductions, then businesses and stationary sources will have to make up the difference.

Current Corona Chamber Positions

AB 1101 (Oropeza) OPPOSE
Air Pollution: Diesel Magnet Sources
Status: Senate Transportation and Housing Committee
AB 1835 (Lieber) OPPOSE

Minimum Wage Increase
Status: Passed ASSEMBLY. To SENATE.

AB 1839 (Laird)
Water: Flood Protection and Clean, Safe Water Supply

Status: ASSEMBLY

AB 2024 (Benoit) SUPPORT

Personal Services Contracting: School Districts

Status: Assembly Public Employees, Retirement and Social Security Committee

AB 2209 (Pavley) SUPPORT
Unemployment Compensation Benefits: Trade Disputes

Status: Passed ASSEMBLY. To SENATE.

AB 2217 (Villines) SUPPORT

Employment: Working Hours

Status: In ASSEMBLY Committee on LABOR AND EMPLOYMENT: Failed passage.

AB 2277 (Villines) SUPPORT

Workplace Postings

Status: In ASSEMBLY Committee on LABOR AND EMPLOYMENT: Failed passage.

AB 2330 (Arambula) SUPPORT

Office of Small Business Advocate

Status: Passed ASSEMBLY. To SENATE.

AB 2397 (Calderon) OPPOSE

Metropolitan Water Districts: Service Contracts

Status: SENATE Committee on LOCAL GOVERNMENT.

AB 2526 (Arambula) WATCH

Affordable Housing Developments

Status: ASSEMBLY Committee on HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT:

Failed passage.

SB 1162 (Cedillo ) OPPOSE

Minimum Wage Increase

Status: Passed SENATE. To ASSEMBLY.

SB 1167 (Maldonado) OPPOSE

Minimum Wage Increase

Status: In SENATE Committee on LABOR AND INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS:  Heard, remains in Committee.
SB 1177 (Hollingsworth ) WATCH

Housing: Density Bonus

Status: To ASSEMBLY Committees on HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT and LOCAL GOVERNMENT.
SB 1188 (Florez) OPPOSE

Employment: Compensation

Status: To ASSEMBLY Committees on LABOR AND EMPLOYMENT and BANKING AND FINANCE.

SB 1542 (Migden) WATCH
Vehicles: Key Information Access

Status: Passed SENATE. To ASSEMBLY.

SB 1800 (Ducheny) WATCH
General Plans: Housing

Status: Re-referred to Committee on TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING.
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