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August 25, 2008
Corona Chamber Urges Legislators For Comprehensive Water Reform
 

The Corona Chamber of Commerce urged state legislators today to place a comprehensive water bond on the November 2008 ballot. California’s water crisis threatens our environment, our economy and our quality of life.
 

Businesses in the Corona area can no longer wait. Waiting an additional two years to place a measure on the ballot will be too little, too late. Delaying action will cause irreparable harm to our environment and to our business community. 

The Chamber supports efforts to immediately allocate existing voter approved bond funds into the system, but that’s not enough. We must place a comprehensive bond on the November 2008 ballot to provide additional funding to address these critical issues:

Safeguard our Environment AND the Economy. 
The funding that is created by a comprehensive water bond will allow our state to invest in areas to promote both a healthy water ecosystem AND an adequate water supply for our economy. 
 

Fix the Delta. 
We need to fund investments that will restore and enhance the Delta ecosystem, improve its physical infrastructure to avoid conflicts with the environment, ensure reliable delivery of water and better protect against floods, earthquakes and other natural disasters. 
 

Increase Water Supply. 
Models indicate that climate changes will reduce our mountain snow pack and we need to improve existing water storage facilities and develop new water storage capacity– both surface and below ground -- to capture rainfall and runoff and ensure adequate supplies of safe, reliable water in dry years. Additional storage will also better equip our system to meet temperature and flow requirements for species such as salmon.
 

Water Quality Improvements.
A bond must invest in projects that reduce contamination of groundwater basins, improve wastewater treatment and storm water management, and protect water quality for the environment.
 

Water Conservation and Recycling.
We need to invest in water conservation efforts, including aggressive programs to encourage residents, growers and businesses to conserve water. California must also expand local water recycling projects to stretch existing supplies. 

The Governor and Senator Feinstein have introduced a comprehensive bond that we believe is a feasible solution. We recognize it is the role of the legislature to analyze this plan and put forth a package before the voters. 
August 18, 2008
Corona Chamber Fights Efforts to Reduce Transportation Project Funds
 

The Corona Chamber of Commerce firmly believes that state transportation funds should not be used to balance the state budget. The Corona Chamber is working with the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) to inform Corona businesses about the impact to our region should we lose these vital funds.
 
In 2002, California voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition 42 requiring that all sales taxes from gasoline purchases be devoted to transportation purposes. This fund may now be targeted by Legislature to be used to help balance the budget.
 
“The Corona business community is depending on Proposition 42 to protect the funding vital to improving transportation in our region,” stated Cynthia Schneider, chair of the Corona Chamber’s Legislative Action Committee.  “Our city’s economy needs local transportation infrastructure for the movement of goods. If the Legislature decides to use Proposition 42 funds to help balance the budget, many projects, now slated for early completion, will be in jeopardy. ” continued Schneider.

 
Targeting Proposition 42 funds as a solution to budget problems flies in the face of the provisions included in Proposition 1A, approved in 2006, which help tighten restrictions on the state’s ability to take Prop 42 funds to balance the budget.  The restrictions in Prop 1A stated that all of the gasoline sales tax must be treated as a loan to the general fund.  It also stated that loans to the general fund only be made once every three years and not more than twice in any ten year period.  Both of the loans, if taken, must be repaid to the fund (in full) before another loan can be made. Voters approved these restrictions, voicing their strong opinion that the Legislature not use Proposition 42 funds for non-transportation related purposes, like balancing the budget.
 
If Proposition 42 funds are suspended this year,  to pay down some of the state budget deficit, two projects would be immediately impacted;  Both the SR-91/Van Buren Interchange and the I-10/Ramon Road Interchange projects could be disrupted, delaying the completion of both.  Each of these projects is considered necessary for continued goods movement and relief of traffic congestion in Riverside County. 
 
The Corona Chamber urges our local legislators to recognize the potentially negative impact these issues would have on our community and urges Chamber members and the business community to get involved by communicating with legislators to convey our expectation that our interests will be well represented.
August 18, 2008
Corona Chamber Comes to the Aid of Business as it Stops Multi-Billion Dollar Paid Sick Leave Mandate

Strong opposition from the Corona Chamber of Commerce and its member-businesses stopped a proposed law in a California State Senate Committee that would have unreasonably expanded employer’s expenses and liability. The Corona Chamber of Commerce hand-delivered nearly 50 letters of opposition from Corona businesses and personally raised its voice in opposition of the proposed law by testifying on the floor in Sacramento this past week. The Chamber took a strong position to oppose this mandate as it was introduced and consistently communicated its position to its members throughout the first half of this year. 

“Corona's employers are already juggling rising energy, health care and regulatory costs and a challenging economy. This proposed law would have required local employers to implement significant cost-cutting measure to continue to stay in operation; forcing them to make tough decisions that would hurt Corona workers and cost jobs,” stated Cynthia Schneider, Chair of the Corona Chamber Legislative Action Committee. 

The proposed sick leave law would have covered all employees. Even part-time, seasonal and temporary workers would earn paid sick days. The proposed law mandated, without exception, that all employers provide paid sick leave to an employee after only seven days of work, in a calendar year, for their own illness or to provide care for a sick child, spouse, domestic partner or other relative. Furthermore, creation of expanded record-keeping systems would be required that would accurately track time used by active and past employees in anticipation of their possible return to work at a later date, within the same year. 

The ever-increasing burden of costly mandates on employers can cumulatively result in lower wages and reduce s available dollars for health care and insurance coverage, limit training programs and - in the worst case scenario- promote the loss of jobs and cut work schedules. Job loss translates to lower tax revenues from employers and employees, as well as increased utilization of Unemployment Insurance. In an already troubled economy California should be seeking ways to stimulate job growth not forcing costly mandates on employers.

"Ending this multi-billion dollar job-killer proves to our local businesses that the Corona Chamber works hard to provide a return on their investment in our Chamber," stated Bobby Spiegel, President and CEO of the Corona Chamber. “We thank those businesses and members who submitted letters and supported the Chamber’s effort to stop this horrible mandate,” he continued.

	

	August 11, 2008
Corona Chamber Stops Multi-Billion Dollar Paid Sick Leave Mandate

Strong opposition from the Corona Chamber of Commerce and area businesses stopped a proposed law in a California State Senate Committee that would have unreasonably expanded employer’s costs and liability by mandating a specific paid sick leave policy.

The Corona Chamber hand-delivered nearly 50 letters of opposition from Corona businesses and testified in opposition to the proposed law in Sacramento this past week.

“Corona's employers are already struggling with rising energy, health care and regulatory costs in the midst of a challenging economy. This proposed law would have required local employers to make tough decisions that would hurt Corona workers and cost jobs,” stated Cynthia Schneider, Chair of the Corona Chamber Legislative Action Committee. 

"Ending this multi-billion dollar job-killer proves to our local businesses that the Corona Chamber works hard to provide a return on their investment in our Chamber," stated Bobby Spiegel, President and CEO of the Corona Chamber.

Why This Is Important To You

The proposed sick leave law would have covered all employees, so that part-time, seasonal and temporary workers would earn paid sick days.

The proposed law mandated, without exception, that all employers provide paid sick leave to an employee after seven days of work in a calendar year to care for their own illness, or to provide to a sick child, spouse, domestic partner or other relative. 

The ever-increasing burden of costly mandates on employers can cumulatively result in lower wages, reducing available health insurance, limiting training programs and - in the worst case scenario- job loss or reduced work hours. Job loss translates to lower tax revenues from employers and employees, as well as increased utilization of Unemployment Insurance. In an already troubled economy California should be seeking ways to stimulate job growth and avoid forcing costly mandates on employers. 
 
Log on to www.coronachamber.org and click on the Corona Advocacy link for more information!


	This web-based Corona business advocacy resource is funded through the Corona Chamber of Commerce's Annual Signature Event, the Magic of Monte Carlo. Join us this year by clicking on the graphic below or call 951-737-3350.
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	August 18, 2008
Corona Chamber Fights Efforts to Reduce Transportation Project Funds

The Corona Chamber of Commerce firmly believes that state transportation funds should not be used to balance the state budget. The Corona Chamber is working with the Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) to inform Corona businesses about the impact to our region should we lose these vital funds.
 

“The Corona business community is depending on Proposition 42 to protect the funding vital to improving transportation in our region,” stated Cynthia Schneider, chair of the Corona Chamber’s Legislative Action Committee.  “Our city’s economy needs local transportation infrastructure for the movement of goods. If the Legislature decides to use Proposition 42 funds to help balance the budget, many projects, now slated for early completion, will be in jeopardy. ” continued Schneider.
 

Why This Is Important To You
 
In 2002, California voters overwhelmingly passed Proposition 42 requiring that all sales taxes from gasoline purchases be devoted to transportation purposes. This fund may now be targeted by Legislature to be used to help balance the budget.
 
Corona Chamber Comes to the Aid of Business as it Stops Multi-Billion Dollar Paid Sick Leave Mandate

Strong opposition from the Corona Chamber of Commerce and its member-businesses stopped a proposed law in a California State Senate Committee that would have unreasonably expanded employer’s expenses and liability. 
The Corona Chamber of Commerce hand-delivered nearly 50 letters of opposition from Corona businesses and personally raised its voice in opposition of the proposed law by testifying on the floor in Sacramento this past week. The Chamber took a strong position to oppose this mandate as it was introduced and consistently communicated its position to its members throughout the first half of this year.
 

Why This Is Important To You
  

The proposed sick leave law would have covered all employees. Even part-time, seasonal and temporary workers would earn paid sick days. The proposed law mandated, without exception, that all employers provide paid sick leave to an employee after only seven days of work, in a calendar year, for their own illness or to provide care for a sick child, spouse, domestic partner or other relative. 
  

Log on to www.coronachamber.org and click on the Corona Advocacy link for more information!


	This web-based Corona business advocacy resource is funded through the Corona Chamber of Commerce's Annual Signature Event, the Magic of Monte Carlo. Join us this year by clicking on the graphic below or call 951-737-3350.
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	September 3, 2008
Take Action! Oppose State's Attempt To Raid Local Redevelopment Funding 



Consideration is being given by budget negotiators in Sacramento to re-program revenues from local redevelopment agencies for use in reducing 2008 general fund shortfalls. 
  

The Corona Chamber strongly rejects this idea. 
  

Why Is This Important To You? 


Redevelopment projects act as an “economic stimulus package.” Redevelopment investments in California generate about $32 billion in total economic activity and support 310,000 jobs, most of which are good-paying construction jobs with benefits. Cutting funding for redevelopment makes no sense at a time when State government is searching for more tax revenue. Redevelopment investments generate nearly $1.6 billion in state and local taxes annually.

A proposal such as the one that would re-direct redevelopment funds away from housing and economic development is both economically and fiscally unwise and should be rejected. 

  

Log on to www.coronachamber.org and click on the Corona Advocacy link for more information!

	This web-based Corona business advocacy resource is funded through the Corona Chamber of Commerce's Annual Signature Event, the Magic of Monte Carlo. Join us this year by clicking on the graphic below or call 951-737-3350.
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Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

Proposition 1A – Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21st Century

Note: Proposition 1A replaces Proposition 1 on the November 2008 statewide ballot.

Recommended Position


The Transportation Infrastructure Improvements Subcommittee recommends a NO POSITION.
Summary

1. Authorizes the state to sell $9.95 billion in bonds to be used in conjunction with available federal funds for (1) the planning and construction of the high-speed train system (2) capital improvements to passenger rail systems that expand capacity and/or enable train riders to connect to the high-speed rail system.  

2. The initial high-speed train line would link the San Francisco Transbay Terminal to Los Angeles Union Station and the city of Anaheim. 

3. The entire 800-mile system would be constructed and in revenue service by 2030 with an estimated travel time of 2 hours, 40 minutes between San Francisco and Los Angeles. 

Background

4. The Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21st Century was originally scheduled to appear on the November 2, 2004, General Election ballot. It was delayed to November 2006 due to budget concerns raised by Governor Schwarzenegger. 

5. The high-speed rail bond was delayed again from November 2006 to November 2008 to avoid competing with the Governor’s infrastructure bond package in 2006. 

6. Created in 1996, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) has pursued the vision for a high-speed train system connecting California’s major metropolitan areas.

7. Proposition 1 was replaced by Proposition 1A to allow clarification of the bond and new requirements which include the following:

a. Keeps the San Francisco Transbay Terminal to Los Angeles Union Station segment the first priority for bond revenue and adds the city of Anaheim to the segment. 

b. Allows money to be spent on other segments as long as it does not delay construction of the main segment (San Francisco to Los Angeles and Anaheim).

c. Prohibits construction of a station between Gilroy and Merced, which was a concern among environmental groups and organizations.

d. Places limits on spending, which includes the amount spent on studies and plans, administration and purchase of right of ways.

e. Requires a detailed funding plan for any segment before funds can be requested.

f. Creates a committee of experts to review planning, engineering, financing and other plans prepared by the High-Speed Rail Authority.

8. The Authority has identified preferred corridor alignments and stations from the Central Valley through Los Angeles to San Diego as well as inside much of the Bay Area.

9. If the Authority finds that there would be no negative impact on the construction of Phase I of the project, bond funds may be used on any of the following corridors: 

a. Sacramento to Stockton to Fresno 

b. San Francisco Transbay Terminal to San Jose to Fresno 

c. Oakland to San Jose 

d. Fresno to Bakersfield to Palmdale to Los Angeles Union Station 

e. Los Angeles Union Station to Riverside to San Diego 

f. Los Angeles Union Station to Anaheim to Irvine 

g. Merced to Stockton to Oakland and San Francisco via the Altamont Corridor 

10. The recent program environmental review has found that the high-speed train system will have fewer impacts, create more economic stimulus and cost less than half as much as the alternative— building more lanes, bridges and ramps along highways; and terminals, gates and runways at airports. 

11. High-speed trains will be capable of speeds of up to 220 mph and will be similar to those in service today in Europe and Asia. 

12. The system will be built mostly within or alongside existing transportation corridors and will be entirely grade-separated from parallel and crossing roads, providing the same extremely safe environment enjoyed in other countries, where not a single passenger fatality has occurred on new lines in 41 years of operation.

13. According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office, the costs of the bonds depend on interest rates in effect at the time they are sold and the time period over which they are repaid. The state would make principal and interest payments from the state’s General Fund over a period of about 30 years. If the bonds are sold at an average interest rate of 5 percent, the cost would be about $19.4 billion to pay off both principal ($9.95 billion) and interest ($9.5 billion). The average repayment for principal and interest would be about $647 million per year.

14. Also, according to the Legislative Analyst’s Office, when constructed, the high-speed rail system will incur unknown ongoing maintenance and operation costs, probably in excess of $1 billion a year. Depending on the level of ridership, these costs would be at least partially offset by revenue from fares paid by passengers.

Arguments in Support

15. Californians need other transportation alternatives to air and automobile when traveling throughout the state. A high-speed rail system would also allow an alternative to rising gas prices to both air and automobile travel as California’s train system would also be greatly updated.

Arguments in Opposition

16. At a time when California is facing an over $15 billion budget deficit, the legislature cannot in good faith ask voters to approve a $9 billion bond proposal on the November ballot.  
Supporting

(Partial Listing)

California High-Speed Rail Authority 

Association for California High Speed Trains
California State Association of Counties
Opposing
(Partial Listing)

Sierra Club California
Proposition 2 – Standards for Confining Farm Animals
Recommended Position


The Stimulating the Local Economy Subcommittee does not have a recommended position. 

The Subcommittee’s vote at its July conference call was two (2) opposed and two (2) abstentions.

Summary

1. Prohibits the cruel confinement of farm animals in a manner that does not allow them to turn around freely, lie down, stand up, and fully extend their limbs.

Background

2. Requires that enclosures or tethers confining farm animals allow the animals to fully extend their limbs or wings, lie down, stand up and turn around for a majority of every day.

3. This includes calves raised for veal, egg-laying hens, and pregnant pigs.

4. Exceptions would be made for transportation, rodeos, fairs and other purposes.

5. Creates definitions for the various terms used by farmers and others in the industry.

6. Provides misdemeanor penalties including a fine not to exceed $1,000 and/or imprisonment of up to 180 days.

Arguments in Support

7. Reduces the suffering of animals confined on California factory farms.

8. Prevents three of the most cruel and inhumane forms of extreme confinement of animal agribusiness: veal crates, battery cages, and gestation crates. All three of these practices have already been legislated against in the European Union. 

Arguments in Opposition

9. Impacts almost all modern egg production facilities in California by banning current modern and safe housing systems for egg-laying hens on California’s egg farms which would lead to driving up costs to consumers due to the significant costs associated with trucking in the eggs from out-of-state and Mexico.

10. Modern housing systems for egg-laying hens are safe and were developed using independent, scientifically-base sanitation and food safety research and guidelines. California and the nation’s food safety is already at risk, with infection, poisoning and even death caused by food borne illnesses, such as Salmonella.

Supporting 

(Partial listing as of 8/25/08)

The Humane Society of the US

California Veterinary Medical Assn

Center for Food Safety

Union of Concerned Scientists 

 Sierra Club-California

Consumer Federation of America 

California Democratic Party

ASPCA

Elected Officials & Local Government Endorsements

US Senator Dianne Feinstein 
State Superintendent of Public Instruction Jack O'Connell 
US Representative John Campbell (Orange County) 
US Representative Elton Gallegly (Ventura, Santa Barbara) 
US Representative Barbara Lee (Oakland) 
US Representative Brad Sherman (Sherman Oaks) 
US Representative Maxine Waters (Los Angeles) 
State Senator Dean Florez (Bakersfield, Fresno) 
State Senator Christine Kehoe (San Diego) 
State Senator Sheila Kuehl (Los Angeles, Ventura) 
State Senator Carole Migden (San Francisco, Marin, Sonoma) 
Assembly Speaker pro Tempore Sally Lieber (Mountain View) 
Assembly Member Mike Davis (Los Angeles) 
Assembly Member Mervyn Dymally (Compton) 
Assembly Member Loni Hancock (Berkeley) 
Assembly Member Paul Krekorian (Glendale) 
Assembly Member Mark Leno (San Francisco) 
Assembly Member Lloyd Levine (Van Nuys) 
Assembly Member Jose Solorio (Anaheim, Santa Ana, Garden Grove) 
Former US Representative John Burton (San Francisco) 
Former Assembly Member Paul Koretz (West Hollywood) 
Mayor Marty Blum (Santa Barbara) 
Mayor Craig Litwin (Sebastopol) 
Mayor Pro Tem Patricia McCoy (Imperial Beach) 
Mayor Gavin Newsom (San Francisco) 
Former Mayor Richard Riordan (Los Angeles) 
City Council Member Iya Falcone (Santa Barbara) 
City Council Member Donna Frye (San Diego) 
City Council Member Toni Iseman (Laguna Beach) 
City Council Member Kevin McKeown (Santa Monica) 
City Council Member Cyr Miller (San Rafael) 
City Council Member Helene Schneider (Santa Barbara) 
City Council Member Sandy Sheedy (Sacramento) 
City Council Member Das Williams (Santa Barbara) 
City Attorney Michael Aguirre (San Diego) 
President Charles McGlashan, Marin Board of Supervisors 
Chair Salud Carbajal, Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors 
Judy Ki, State and Democratic Party County Central Committee (San Diego) 
Evelyn Woo, Democratic Party County Central Committee (Tiburon) 

Cities & Counties 
Los Angeles City Council 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
Davis City Council 
Berkeley City Council 
Santa Monica City Council 
West Hollywood City Council 

Opposition

(Partial listing as of 8/25/08)

Government & Elected Officials
U.S. Representative Dennis Cardoza 

U.S. Representative George Radanovich 

CA State Assembly Member Greg Aghazarian

CA State Assembly Member Anthony Adams

CA State Assembly Member Joel Anderson

CA State Assembly Member John Benoit

CA State Assembly Member Tom Berryhill

CA State Assembly Member Paul Cook

CA State Assembly Member Chuck DeVore

CA State Assembly Member Michael Duvall

CA State Assembly Member Bill Emmerson

CA State Assembly Member Jean Fuller

CA State Assembly Member Ted Gaines

CA State Assembly Member Kevin Jeffries

CA State Assembly Member Rick Keene

CA State Assembly Member Martin Garrick

CA State Assembly Member Bob Huff

CA State Assembly Member Doug La Malfa

CA State Assembly Member Alan Nakanishi

CA State Assembly Member Nicole Parra

CA State Assembly Member Jim Silva

CA State Assembly Member Van Tran 

CA State Assembly Member Mike Villines

CA State Assembly Member Mimi Walters

CA State Senator Sam Aanestad 

CA State Senator Dick Ackerman 

CA State Senator Roy Ashburn 

CA State Senator James Battin 

CA State Senator Dave Cogdill 

CA State Senator Dave Cox 

CA State Senator Jeff Denham 

CA State Senator Bob Dutton 

CA State Senator Tom Harman 

CA State Senator Dennis Hollingsworth

CA State Senator Michael Machado 

CA State Senator Bob Margett 

CA State Senator Tom McClintock 

CA State Senator George Runner 

CA State Senator Mark Wyland 

Merced County Board of Supervisors

Jim DeMartini, Stanislaus County Supervisor

Phil Larson, Fresno County Supervisor

Matt Rexroad, Yolo County Supervisor

Midwestern Legislative Conference

Jamie Johansson, Oroville Vice Mayor

Organizations
Agricultural Council of California

Alliance of Western Milk Producers

American Agri-Women

American College of Poultry Veterinarians

Animal Agriculture Alliance

Association of California Veterinarians

Association of Veterinarians in Egg Production

Broiler & Egg Association 

California Agricultural Teachers' Association

California Cattlemen’s Association

California Dairy Campaign

California Egg Marketing Association

California Farm Bureau Federation 

California Grain and Feed Association

California Grocers Association 

California Pork Producers Association

California Poultry Federation 

California Warehouse Association 

California Women for Agriculture

Feline Friends Intl.

Kern County Taxpayers Association

Marin County Farm Bureau

Merced County Board of Supervisors

Mexican American Political Association

Milk Producers Council 

National Pork Producers Council

Pacific Egg and Poultry Association

San Diego County Farm Bureau

Texas Egg Council 

United Egg Producers 

Western United Dairymen

Family Farms and Businesses
A to Z Wholesale Floral Supply, Inc. 

Adams Vegetable Oil, Inc. 

Ace Tomato Co., Inc.

Alfalfa Supply, Inc.

Alpha Inc. 

American River Ag 

Amsa Seed Company 

Armstrong Egg Farms

Baer Bros. 

Baker Commodities, Inc. 

Bar Ale, Inc. 

Berkeley Florist 

Best Agri-Marketing, Inc. 

BioTech Associates Ltd., Inc. 

Boer Commodities, Inc.

Bosma Poultry 

M. Brocco & Sons, Inc. 

Brocco’s Old Barn 

Bucke’s Feed & Grain 

Buckman Mitchell, Inc.

C & O Food Services, Inc. 

Cal Byproducts 

Cal Western Nursery 

Californian Dairies, Inc.

California Mill Equipment

Catlett Warehouse

CCF Brands

Chandler Farms, LP

Chiesa Ranch, Inc. 

Clipper Farms

Clougherty Packing, LLC – Farm Division 

CMS Steel Buildings

Coast Packaging Co. 

Corn Products 

Cornerstone Certified Vineyard 

CPS Express, Inc. 

Crention Station 

Crisp Warehouse 

CWA Central Valley

Dairymen’s Feed & Supply Coop 

Demler Egg Ranch

den Dulk Poultry

Denair Fence 

Diamond Systems 

Diamond V 

Diversified Dairy Solutions, LLC

Dolco Packaging 

Eutenier Ranches 

Farmer Automatic of America 

Fassio Egg Farms

Foam Packaging, Inc. 

Foster Farms

Foster Poultry Farms 

Gardner/Rossi Co. 

A. L. Gilbert Co.

Golden Oval Eggs 

Gutierrez Farming 

Haddy Warehousing Co., Inc. 

Haley Farms, Inc. 

Hammertime Co. & Ranch

L. A. Hearne Co. 

Heartland Grains and Milling 

Hickman Egg Ranch

Hidden Villa Ranch 

Hoover Ranch

Hy-line International

Illy Sunnyslope Farms 

Industrial Design & Construction, Inc. 

Interwest Commodities, LLC

InterWest Insurance Services, Inc.

J & A Farms 

J.D. Heiskell & Co.

J.R. Wholesale 

J.S. West Milling Co.

J.S. West Propane

Kern Delta Weedpatch Cotton Ginning Co. 

Kings Valley Industries

Koch California Ltd.

Kofkoff Egg Farms 

Kruse Feed & Supply, Inc. 

William C. Laughlin & Co.

Lathem Farms Inc. 

Leach Grain & Milling 

Lee’s Poultry Farm 

Lime Mountain Co.

Vincent Marshall Farms 

McAnally Enterprises, LLC 

Metzer Farms

Michael Foods Egg Product Co.

Midwest Farms, LLC 

Midwest Poultry Services L.P. 

Moark, LLC 

Modesto Milling Co-op

Morning Fresh Farms, Inc. 

Mosaic Co. 

Multimin USA, Inc.

National Food Corp. 

Jim Newells Iron & Metal 

Penny Newman Grain Co. 

Nichols Egg Ranch

Noceti Farms 

Noceti Grupe, Inc. 

Norco Ranch 

NuCal Foods, Inc.

Nutrius 

NuWest Milling, LLC 

Hans Olsen Egg Co.

One Stop Lock 

P&F Metals

Pacific Elements 

Quality Grain

RAH Consulting, Inc. 

Ramona Duck Farm 

Ridley Inc.

Rose Acre Farms 

Rumble Farm 

S & R Egg Farms Inc.

Sanchez Ranch

Sanders/Way Ranch 

Schmidt Bettencourt & Medeiros, CPAs 

Screw Conveyor Corp. 

Seley & Co.

Settrini Ranch, LLC

R. C. Sherwood Grain Co. 

Small Town Genetics 

South Valley Trading 

Star Milling Co. 

Strand Ag Supply 

The Stuart Company

Sunridge Nurseries 

Thomas Products, LLC 

Thompson Trading Co. 

Tile One 

Toby’s Trucking, Inc. 

Turlock Dairy & Refrigeration

Ulrich Farms 

V – V Enterprises

Valley Fresh Foods, Inc.

Vencomatic, Inc. 

George Verhoeven Grain, Inc.

Vintage Nurseries, LLC 

Vision Concepts Class Dreams 

Vogel Sales Engineering

Gary Vukich Sales 

Walco International

Weaver Farms 

Wilkey Sheet Metal, Inc.

Willamette Egg Farms

Willie Bird Turkeys

Winton Ireland Strom & Green Insurance Agency

Woodland Farms 

Wyeth Dairy, Inc.

Zephyr Egg Co. 

Veterinary Services and Animal Welfare Interests
Feline Friends Intl.

G – N Veterinary Clinic 

Mid-Valley Veterinary Hospital

National Animal Interest Alliance 

National Animal Interest Alliance Trust 

Salida Veterinary Hospital 

Sportsmen’s & Animal Owner’s Voting Alliance

Tule River Veterinary Services, Inc.

Proposition 3 – Children’s Hospital Bond Act

Recommended Position


The Stimulating the Local Economy Subcommittee does not have a recommended position. 
Recommended Staff Position


Support

Summary

1. Authorizes the state to sell $980 million in general obligation bonds for capital improvement projects at children’s hospitals. 

2. The measure specifically identifies the five University of California children’s hospitals as eligible bond fund recipients. 

3. There are additional children’s hospitals that are likely to meet other eligibility criteria specified in the measure, which are based on hospitals’ performance in the 2001‑02 fiscal year. 

4. Some of the criteria include providing at least 160 licensed beds for infants and children.

Background

5. Children’s hospitals focus their efforts on the health care needs of children by providing diagnostic, therapeutic, and rehabilitative services to injured, disabled, and sick infants and children.

6. In November 2004, voters approved Proposition 61, which authorized the sale of $750 million in general obligation bonds to provide funding for children’s hospitals. 

7. The eligibility criteria for hospitals to receive funds under Proposition 61 are the same under this measure, Proposition 3. 

8. As of June 1, 2008, about $403 million of the funds from Proposition 61 had been awarded to eligible hospitals.

9. The money raised from the bond sales could be used for the construction, expansion, remodeling, renovation, furnishing, equipping, financing, or refinancing of children’s hospitals in the state. 

10. 80 percent of the monies would be available to nonprofit children’s hospitals and the remaining 20 percent would be available to University of California children’s hospitals, which is proportional to the number of patients seen and treated at the State’s Children’s Hospitals. 

11. The monies provided could not exceed the total cost of a project, and funded projects would have to be completed “within a reasonable period of time.”

12. Children’s hospitals would have to apply in writing for funds with the California Health Facilities Financing Authority (CHFFA), an existing state agency, to develop the grant application.

13. Required to process submitted applications and award grants within 60 days.

14. CHFFA’s decision to award a grant would be based on several factors:

a. would the grant contribute toward the expansion or improvement of health care access for children who are eligible for governmental health insurance programs;

b. are the children indigent, underserved, or uninsured;

c. would the grant contribute toward the improvement of child health care or pediatric patient outcomes and;

d. would the applicant hospital promote pediatric teaching or research programs.

15. Administrative costs would be limited to CHFFA’s actual costs or 1 percent of the bond funds, whichever is less.

List of children’s hospitals eligible for bond funds both specifically named and likely to be eligible:

Specifically Identified as Eligible—20 Percent of Total Funds

· Mattel Children’s Hospital at University of California, Los Angeles

· University Children’s Hospital at University of California, Irvine

· University of California, Davis Children’s Hospital

· University of California, San Diego Children’s Hospital

· University of California, San Francisco Children’s Hospital

Likely to Be Eligible Hospitals—80 Percent of Total Funds

· Rady Children’s Hospital, San Diego (formerly Children’s Hospital and Health Center, San Diego)

· Children’s Hospital Los Angeles

· Children’s Hospital and Research Center at Oakland

· Children’s Hospital of Orange County

· Loma Linda University Children’s Hospital

· Lucile Salter Packard Children’s Hospital at Stanford

· Miller’s Children’s Hospital, Long Beach

· Children’s Hospital Central California

Arguments in Support

16. As the population in California continues to grow, we must increase the capacity of our Children's Hospitals in order to keep pace. More children need services at a Children's Hospital then there is room.

Arguments in Opposition

17. Some of the proposed eligible hospitals are private institutions with some people agreeing that private institutions should not be receiving state money. 

Supporting

(List incomplete)

California Children’s Hospital Association

Hospital Association of Southern California

Opposition

(None at this time)

Proposition 7: Renewable Energy











Recommended Position


The Stimulating the Local Economy Subcommittee did not meet to discuss this issue.
Recommended Staff Position


Oppose

Summary

1. Requires all utilities, including government-owned utilities, to generate 20% of their power from renewable energy by 2010, a standard currently applicable only to private electrical corporations.

2. Lists benchmarks for all utilities to generate their power from renewable energy at 40% by 2020 and 50% by 2025. 

Background

3. Common terms and definitions used in the Proposition:

a. Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission (Energy Commission) - The state agency that forecasts energy supply and demand, implements energy conservation programs, conducts energy-related research, and permits certain power plants. 

b. Electric Service Provider (ESP) - A company that provides electricity service directly to customers who have chosen not to receive service from the utility that serves their geographic area.

c. Investor-Owned Utility (IOU) -  A privately owned electric utility that has a defined geographic service area and is required by state law to serve customers in that area. The Public Utilities Commission regulates the IOU’s rates and terms of service.

d. Market Price of Electricity. A benchmark price of electricity that is determined by a state agency according to a definition and criteria specified in state law.

e. Publicly Owned Utility. A local government agency, governed by a board—either elected by the public or appointed by a local elected body—that provides electricity service in its local area. 

f. PUC (Public Utilities Commission). The state agency that regulates various types of utilities, including IOUs and ESPs.

g. Renewables Portfolio Standard (RPS) - Requirement that electricity providers increase their share of electricity from renewable resources (such as wind or solar power) according to a specified time line.

4. The people of California generally receive electricity service from one of three types of providers: 

a. IOUs, which provide 68 percent of retail electricity service. 

b. Local, publicly owned utilities, which provide 24 percent of retail electricity service. 

c. ESPs, which provide 8 percent of retail electricity service. 

5. Proposition 7 establishes the following:

a. Establishes Additional, Higher RPS Targets. The measure adds two new, higher RPS targets—40 percent by 2020 and 50 percent by 2025. Each electricity provider would need to meet the targets by increasing the share of electricity that it acquires that is generated from renewable energy by at least 2 percent a year, rather than the current 1 percent per year. 
b. Makes RPS Requirements Enforceable on Publicly Owned Utilities. The measure requires publicly owned utilities generally to comply with the same RPS as required of IOUs and ESPs, including the current RPS goal to increase to 20 percent by 2010 the proportion of each electricity provider’s electricity that comes from renewable resources. 

c. Changes Process for Defining “Market Price of Electricity.” The measure makes two major changes in how the market price of electricity is defined for purposes of implementing the RPS. First, the measure shifts from PUC to the Energy Commission responsibility for determining the market price of electricity. Second, the measure adds three new criteria to current-law requirements that the Energy Commission would need to consider when defining the market price of electricity. These criteria include consideration of the value and benefits of renewable resources. 

d. Changes the Cost Cap Provisions That Limit Electricity Provider Obligations Under the RPS. As under current law, the measure provides a cost cap to limit the amount of potentially higher-cost renewable electricity that an IOU must acquire regardless of the annual RPS targets. The measure extends the cost cap limit to ESPs as well. The measure requires that an electricity provider acquire renewable electricity towards meeting annual RPS targets, or face monetary penalties, only as long as the cost of such electricity is no more than 10 percent above the Energy Commission-defined market price for electricity. The potentially higher cost of electricity generated from renewable resources would be recovered by IOUs and ESPs through rates charged to their customers, but subject to this 10 percent cost cap. Publicly owned utilities also could recover these potentially higher costs through rates charged to their customers. However, the costs of publicly owned utilities would not be subject to a cost cap similar to that which applies to IOUs and ESPs.

e. Expands Scope of RPS Enforcement. The measure expands PUC’s current RPS-related enforcement mechanisms over IOUs to encompass ESPs. The enforcement mechanisms include review and adoption of renewable resources procurement plans, related rate-setting authority, and penalty authority. The measure grants to the Energy Commission similar RPS-related enforcement authority over publicly owned utilities.

f. Revises RPS-Related Contracting Period and Obligations. The measure requires all electricity providers—including publicly owned utilities—to offer renewable energy procurement contracts of no less than 20 years, with certain exceptions. The measure further requires an electricity provider to accept all offers for renewable energy that are at or below the market price of electricity as defined by the Energy Commission. 

g. Sets Lower Penalty Rate in Statute and Removes Cap on Total Penalty Amount. The measure includes a formula to determine monetary penalties for an electricity provider that fails to sign contracts for sufficient amounts of renewable energy. The penalty formula is 1 cent per kilowatt hour by which the provider falls short of the applicable RPS target. The measure’s formula therefore reflects a penalty rate that is lower than the 5 cents per kilowatt hour penalty rate currently established by the PUC. However, the measure also specifies that neither PUC nor the Energy Commission shall cap the total amount of penalties that may be placed on an electricity provider in any given year. 

h. In addition, the measure states that no electricity provider shall recover the cost of any penalties through rates paid by its customers. However, it is unclear how this prohibition will apply to publicly owned utilities. This is because publicly owned utilities typically have no other source of revenues which could be used to pay a penalty other than rates paid by their customers. 

i. Finally, the measure also specifies the conditions under which PUC or the Energy Commission, as applicable, may waive the statutorily prescribed penalty, such as when the electricity provider demonstrates a “good faith effort” to meet the RPS.

j. Directs Use of Penalty Monies. The measure directs that any RPS-related penalties (along with other specified revenues) be used to facilitate, through property or right-of-way acquisition and construction of transmission facilities, development of transmission infrastructure necessary to achieve RPS. The measure specifies that the Energy Commission will hold title to any properties acquired with such funds.

k. Expands Energy Commission’s Permitting Authority. The measure expands the Energy Commission’s existing permitting authority in two major ways, not limited to the RPS. Specifically, the measure:

l. Grants the Energy Commission the authority to permit new nonthermal renewable energy power plants capable of producing 30 megawatts of electricity or more. The new permitting authority would include related infrastructure, such as electricity transmission lines that unite the plant with the transmission network grid. Currently, this permitting authority rests with local governments. 

m. Gives the Energy Commission the authority to permit IOUs to construct new transmission lines within the electricity transmission grid, currently a responsibility solely of the PUC at the state level. It is unclear, however, whether the measure has removed PUC’s authority in giving it to the Energy Commission. 

n. The measure specifies that the Energy Commission is to issue a permit for a qualifying renewable energy plant or related facility within six months of the filing of an application. However, the commission is not required to issue the permit within the six-month time frame if there is evidence that the facility would cause significant harm to the environment or the electrical system or in some way does not comply with legal or other specified standards. 

o. Declares Limited Impact on Ratepayer Electricity Bills. In its findings and declarations, the measure states that, in the “short term,” California’s investment in solar and clean energy (which would include the implementation of the measure) will result in no more than a 3 percent increase in electricity rates for consumers. However, the measure includes no specific provisions to implement or enforce this declaration.

Arguments in Support

6. Proposition 7 will remove 50,000 tons per year of pollution and soot from the air by giving incentives to the private sector to achieve urgent public health goals.

7. A dramatic increase in renewable energy in California will allow California to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, increase energy independence, create more green collar jobs and also protect us from volatile fossil fuel prices. 

Arguments in Opposition

8. Proposition 7 contains a “competition elimination” provision that forces smaller renewable energy companies out to the California market.

9. According to Californians Against Another Costly Energy Scheme, the official coalition of “No” on Proposition 7, this Proposition was placed on the ballot by an Arizona billionaire with no expertise in renewable power issues that would lead to significant increases in electricity bills.

Supporting

(Partial Listing)

Californians for Solar and Clean Energy

Tam Hunt, Community Environmental Council of Santa Barbara

Fred Branfman, Author, SolarCal Initiative

Neil Eisenberg, Chairman of the Board, The Oceanic Society

Das Williams, Councilmember, City of Santa Barbara

Senator Martha Escutia, Former Chair Senate Committee on Utilities, Energy

Dr. Yogi Goswami, Past President, International Solar Energy Society

Senator John Vasconcellos (ret.) former chair of the Senate Public Safety Committee

Opposition

(Partial Listing)

California League of Conservation Voters

Acterra: Action for a Sustainable Earth

Endangered Habitats League

Orange County Coastkeeper

San Jose Conservation Corps

Trees for Seal Beach

World Wide Green Corps

California Solar Energy Industries Association

Independent Energy Producers Association

Bright Source Energy

Solel Inc.

Sun Light & Power

California Alliance for Consumer Protection

Consumers Coalition of California

Consumers First, Inc.

Citizens Against Regulatory Excesses

California Democratic Party

California Republican Party

California Republican Assembly

California Log Cabin Republicans

Los Angeles County Lincoln Clubs

Republican Party of Los Angeles County

California Labor Federation AFL-CIO

American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees

Coalition of California Utility Employees

State Building and Construction Trades Council of California

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local 47

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, Local 1245

International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, 9th District

California Taxpayers’ Association

The California Taxpayer Protection Committee

Sacramento County Taxpayers League

Kern County Taxpayers Association

Alliance of Contra Costa Taxpayers

Orange County Taxpayers Association

Contra Costa Taxpayers Association

Inland Empire Taxpayers Association

Lafayette Taxpayers Association

League of Placer County Taxpayers

San Diego Tax Fighters

Valley Taxpayers’ Coalition, Inc.

Waste Watchers, Inc.

California Senior Advocates League 

Asian Business Association

Asian Americans in Commercial Real Estate

Barstow Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Black Chamber of Commerce of Orange County

Orange County Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Republican National Hispanic Assembly of Greater L.A.

Tulare Kings Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

United Cambodian Community, Inc.

San Francisco Planning and Urban Research

Southeast Community Development Corporation

The Salvation Army, Southeast Corps,

Huntington Beach

Los Bomberos de Los Angeles
League of California Cities

California Special Districts Association

City of Claremont

City of La Puente

City of Rosemead

City of Tustin

California Municipal Utilities Association

Sacramento Municipal Utility District Board of Directors

PG&E Corporation

Sempra Energy

Southern California Edison Company

California Chamber of Commerce

California Council for Environmental and Economic Balance

California Manufacturers & Technology Association

California Retailers Association

California Small Business Association

California Small Business Roundtable

California Business Properties Association

California Business Roundtable

California Grocers Association

National Association of Industrial & Office Properties, California Chapter

Bay Area Council

Orange County Business Council

Silicon Valley Leadership Group

American Association of Business Persons with Disabilities

Antelope Valley Board of Trade

Alhambra Chamber of Commerce

Antelope Valley Chambers of Commerce

Carson Chamber of Commerce

Cerritos Regional Chamber of Commerce

Costa Mesa Chamber of Commerce

Downey Chamber of Commerce

East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce

Gardena Valley Chamber of Commerce

Gateway Regional Chambers Alliance

Greater Huntington Park Area Chamber of Commerce

Hanford Chamber of Commerce

Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce

La Mirada Chamber of Commerce

LAX Coastal Area Chamber of Commerce

Montebello Chamber of Commerce

Moorpark Chamber of Commerce

Newport Beach Chamber of Commerce

Norwalk Chamber of Commerce

Oxnard Chamber of Commerce

Palm Desert Chamber of Commerce

Pico Rivera Chamber of Commerce

Port Hueneme Chamber of Commerce

Porterville Chamber of Commerce

Rosemead Chamber of Commerce

South Pasadena Chamber of Commerce

Thousand Oaks - Westlake Regional Chamberå of Commerce

Tulare Chamber of Commerce

Tustin Chamber of Commerce

Santa Fe Springs Chamber of Commerce and Industrial League, Inc.

South Gate Chamber of Commerce

South Orange County Regional Chamber of Commerce

Ventura Chamber of Commerce

Visalia Chamber of Commerce

West Covina Chamber of Commerce

Whittier Area Chamber of Commerce

Economic Development Corporation of Southwest California

San Mateo County Economic Development Association

Ventura County Economic Development Association

Madison Materials, Newport Beach

Oakley, Inc., Foothill Ranch

Pacific Coast Waste, Compton

Total Education Solutions, South Pasadena

Ware Disposal Inc., Newport Beach

Western Realtors and Property Management Services, Bel

My Place Hair Salon, Los Angeles

Assembly Speaker Emeritus Fabian Núñez - D

Senator Sam Aanestad - R

Senator Jim Battin – R

Senator Dave Cox – R

Senator Robert Dutton – R

Senator Dennis Hollingsworth – R

Assemblyman Chuck DeVore – R

Assemblywoman Sharon Runner – R

City of Alhambra Mayor, Luis Ayala

City of Hesperia Mayor, Mike Leonard

City of La Puente Mayor, Louie Lujan

City of Monterey Park Mayor, Sharon Martinez

City of Calimesa Mayor Pro Tem, James O. Hyatt

City of Hesperia Mayor Pro Tem, Thurston E. Smith

City of San Gabriel Vice-Mayor, Juli Costanzo

City of South El Monte Mayor Pro Tem, Hector Delgado

City of Westminster Mayor Pro Tem, Andy Quach

City of Alhambra Councilmember, Barbara Messina

City of Alhambra Councilmember, Stephen Sham

City of Alhambra Councilmember, Gary Yamauchi

City of Chino Councilmember, Glenn Duncan

City of Cypress Councilmember, Phil Luebben

City of La Palma, Councilmember, Christine Barnes

City of Montclair Councilmember, Leonard Paulitz

City of Montebello Councilmember, Robert Urteaga

City of Rancho Cucamonga Councilmember, Salvatore Spagnolo

City of Rosemead Councilmember, John Nuñez

City of San Gabriel Councilmember, Harry Baldwin

City of San Gabriel Councilmember, Albert Huang

City of San Gabriel Councilmember, Kevin Sawkins

City of South El Monte Councilmember, Luis A. Aguiñaga

City of South El Monte Councilmember, Angelica Garcia

City of Tustin Councilmember, Lou Bone

City of Ventura Councilmember, James Monahan

City of West Covina Councilmember, Steve Herfert

Town of La Crescenta Valley Councilmember, Bruce Campbell

Town of La Crescenta Valley Councilmember, Stephen Pierce

Proposition 10: Alternative Fuel Vehicles and Renewable Energy
Recommended Position

The Stimulating the Local Economy Subcommittee did not meet to discuss this issue.
Recommended Staff Position


Oppose

Summary

1. This measure allows the state to sell $5 billion in general obligation (GO) bonds for various renewable energy, alternative fuel, energy efficiency, and air emissions reduction purposes. 

2. It also designates various state agencies to administer different components of the measure. 

3. The measure specifies that not more than 1 percent of the funds in each account established by the measure may be used to pay for program administration.

Background

4. The state currently has energy and air quality programs in place. 

a. The state administers a number of programs to promote renewable energy (such as solar and wind power), alternative clean fuels (such as natural gas), energy efficiency, and air quality improvements. 

b. Some programs provide financial incentives, such as grants, loans, loan guarantees, rebates, and tax credits. 

c. Funding for these programs has primarily come from fee revenues, although general obligation (GO) bonds more recently have been a funding source for air quality-related incentive programs. 

5. The state uses state and local taxes, along with local vehicle license fee (VLF) revenues to support current energy and air quality programs. 

6. Uses of the bond money would is split into two categories:

a. Provides $3.4 billion for financial incentives to reduce the cost to purchase or lease high fuel economy vehicles and dedicated clean alternative fuel vehicles (primarily rebates for trucks and other medium- and heavy-duty vehicles), and

b. $1.6 billion to fund research, design, development, and deployment of renewable electricity generating technology. 

7. The measure designates various state agencies to administer different components of the measure. 

8. Specifically, the State Board of Equalization (BOE) would administer the alternative-fuel vehicle rebates. 

9. Air Resources Board would administer the incentives for alternative-fuel research and development.

10.  The California Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission would administer the renewable energy incentives and the monies available for grants to local governments and public higher education institutions. 

11. The cost of these bonds would depend on interest rates in effect at the time they are sold and the time period over which they are repaid. 

12. The state would likely make principal and interest payments from the state’s General Fund over a period of 30 years. 

13. If the bonds were sold at an average interest rate of about 5 percent, the cost would be about $10 billion to pay off both the principal ($5 billion) and interest ($5 billion). 

14. Average payment would be about $335 million per year.

Arguments in Support

15. The measure would make California the leader in a national campaign to make the U.S. energy independent through wind power and vehicles that run on natural gas.

16. The sale of the $5 billion in GO bonds would provide alternative energy rebates and incentives to corporations when purchasing alternative-fuel vehicles.

Arguments in Opposition

17. Taking $10 billion out of the state's general fund over a 30 year period to underwrite the cost for individuals and businesses to purchase low-emission vehicles "is not a smart use of money" considering the state is "already sagging with debt".

18. The proposition was initiated by one person/interest group and as such lacks the vetting that would have come had it gained input from a wider variety of sources. 

Supporting 

Boone Pickens (Financial Backer of Measure)

Clean Energy Fuels Corp.

Opposition

None at this time

Proposition 11: Redistricting











Recommended Position


The Stimulating the Local Economy Subcommittee did not meet to discuss this issue.
Recommended Staff Position


Support

Summary

1. Every 10 years, after the census, new boundary lines for the United States Congress and CA Senate, Assembly and Board of Equalization districts are drawn.  

2. Currently, the CA State Legislature draws those lines.

3. A 14-person citizens redistricting commission would be created.

4. The process will be open and public.  

5. The Commission would hold hearings to receive public input. 

Background

6. The Commission would be formed by inviting California registered voters to participate.  A pool of 60 (20 Ds, 20 Rs, 20 others) is selected based on their skills, ability to be impartial, and diversity by a review panel of state auditors (1D, 1R, 1 other).  

7. The 4 Legislative Leaders can strike up to 24 people from the pool.  Out of the remaining pool, 8 Commissioners are randomly picked - 3 Ds, 3 Rs, 2 others.  

8. The final 6 Commissioners (2 Ds, 2 Rs, 2 others) are chosen by the 8 Commissioners from the remaining pool based on the balance of skills and diversity they would bring.

9. The Proposition protects communities, cities, and counties. 

10. The California Voters FIRST Act would create a list of prioritized mapping criteria for the Commission to follow. This ensures that Constitution, federal and state laws are followed. 

11. The mapping criteria for the Commission to follow include, which are ranked in order, are:

a. Districts shall comply with the US Constitution, including equal population requirements.

b. Districts shall comply with the Voting Rights Act.

c. Districts shall be geographically contiguous.  

d. The geographic integrity of any city, county, or city and county, neighborhoods, or communities of interest shall be respected. Communities of interest shall not be defined as having a relationship with incumbents, candidates, or parties.  

e. To the extent possible, after the above criteria have been satisfied, districts shall be compact.  

f. To the extent possible, after the above criteria have been satisfied, districts shall be nested.

12. Incumbent residences may not be considered; districts may not be drawn to favor politicians or parties.

13. The scope of the Citizen’s Redistricting Commission includes the district drawing of the California Senate, Assembly and Board of Equalization seats in the next redistricting cycle in 2011 and after each decennial census.

14. The State Legislature will continue to draw Congressional seats.
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Arguments in Support
16. Under current law the legislature draws its own districts which results in a 99 percent of incumbents being re-elected.

17. This will open up redistricting so that it will no longer be controlled by the party in power and will give the power back to the people (voters).

Arguments in Opposition
18. California Voters FIRST Act does not incorporate the U.S. Congressional districts.

19. Opponents of Proposition 11 see it as creating a confusing and overly complicated process for drawing political districts to mask a hidden agenda.
Supporting

(Partial Listing updated 8/26/08)

Bi-Partisan Supporters

Anaheim Democratic Club

Bay City Democrats

Beach Cities Republican Club

Bonita Democratic Council

California Log Cabin Republicans

Democrats of Central Orange County

Democrats of North Orange County

Democrats of West Orange County

Independent Voice.org

Lake San Marcos Democratic Club

Los Angeles County Republican

Los Angeles Lincoln Club

Mesa Democrats

Newport Bay Area Democratic Club

Pacific Beach Democrats

Placer County Republican Party

Potrero Hill Democratic Club

Robert F. Kennedy Democratic Club

Patrick Henry Democratic Club

Pomona Valley Democratic Club

Ventura County Republican Party

Organizations

Association of California School Administrators

Bay Area Economic Institute

BWOPA-PAC Black Women Organized for Political Action

California Asian/Pacific Islander Peace Officer Coalition

California Association of Health Underwriters (CAHU)

California Black Chamber of Commerce

California Business Roundtable

California Church IMPACT

California Manufacturers & Technology Association

California Metals Coalition 

California Mexican American Chamber

California Police Chiefs Association 

California Senior Advocates League

Carson Chamber of Commerce

Carroll Park Neighborhood Association 

Corona Chamber of Commerce

City of Gilroy

City of Morgan Hill

City of Pasadena

City of Saratoga

Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce

Greater Riverside Chambers of Commerce

Hispanic 100

Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

Kern County Taxpayers Association

Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of Commerce

Long Beach Chamber of Commerce

LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce

Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce

Mabuhay Alliance

Manhattan Beach Chamber of Commerce

Murrieta Chamber of Commerce

New America Foundation

Ontario Chamber of Commerce

Palm Desert Chamber of Commerce

Redondo Beach Chamber of Commerce

Sacramento Asian Pacific Chamber of Commerce

San Diego Neighborhood for Clean Elections

Simi Valley Chamber of Commerce

South Bay Area Chamber of Commerce 

Southwest California Legislative Council

Temecula Valley Chamber of Commerce

The Association for Los Angeles Deputy Sheriffs

The California Taxpayer Protection Committee

Torrance Chamber of Commerce

Unified Grocers, Inc

Valley Industry and Commerce Association

Visalia Chamber of Commerce

Business

AGF Media Services

American Capital Markets Group

Byrd Development 

Chef Eric's Culinary Classroom

Dave Pierce and Associates

Garcia Gallery, Inc.

Ginochio Engineering Contractors

Greene Engineers

Hannah Construction

Kleine Editorial Services

KV Company, Inc.

LibraryWorld, Inc.

Lucky Productions/Csitos Enterprises

McDonald Medical Consultants

Parnell Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

Polenzani Benefits & Insurance Services, LLP

Ron Grauer Studio

Southern California Strategic Research

Stirnaman Insurance

Trimax Capital Group, Inc.

Elected Officials

Walt Allen, Councilmember, City of Covina

Gus Ayers, Councilmember, City of Fountain Valley

Tom Bates, Mayor, City of Berkeley

Lee Baca, Sheriff, Los Angeles County

Bern Beecham, Former Mayor, City of Palo Alto

Bill Bogaard, Mayor City of Pasadena

Mark Bowen, Trustee, Long Beach Community College District

Laurie Capitelli, Councilmember, City of Berkeley

Duane Chamberlain, County Supervisor, Yolo County

Jay Chen, Board Member, hacienda La-Puente Unified School District

Laura Chick, City Controller, City of Los Angeles

Duane Chamberlain, County Supervisor, Yolo County

Pete Constant, Councilmember, San Jose City Council

Chief Jerry Dyer, President, California Police Chiefs Association 

Doug Dehaan, Councilmember, City of Alameda

Gary DeLong, Councilmember, City of Long Beach

Rose Espinoza, Mayor City of La Habra

David Flory, Mayor, City of Woodland

Donna Frye, Councilmember, City of San Diego

Scott Haggerty, President of the Board of Supervisors, Alameda County

Kurt Hahn, North Sonoma County Hospital District Board Member

Chris Holden, Councilmember, City of Pasadena

Ardy Kassakhian, City Clerk, City of Glendale

Janice Keating, Councilmember, City of Modesto

Aaron Klein, Sierra College Trustee, Sierra Joint Community College District

Frank Matarrese, Councilmember, City of Alameda

Ken Maddox, School Board Trustee, Capistrano Unified School District

Chad Mayes, Councilmember, Yucca Valley City

Margaret McAustin, Councilmember, City of Pasadena

Richard P. Montgomery, Mayor, City of Manhattan Beach

Nancy Nadel, Councilmember, City of Oakland

Owen Newcomer, Councilmember, City of Whittier

Kristin Olsen, Councilmember, City of Modesto

Mike Preston, City Councilmember, City of San Marcos

Bill Quirk, Councilmember, City of Hayward

Steve Remige, President,  Association for Los Angeles Deputy Sheriffs

Jacque Robinson, Councilmember, City of Pasadena

Anthony Santos, Mayor City of San Leandro

Arne Simonsen, Councilmember, City of Antioch

Richard Spees, Former Oakland City Council Member

John S. Stammreich, Chairman, 54th Assembly District Republican Central Committee 

Michael Sweeny, Mayor, City of Hayward

Sid Tyler, Councilmember, City of Pasadena

Lena Tam, Vice Mayor, City of Alameda 

Paul Walters, Chief of Police, Santa Ana

Barbra Williamson, Councilmember, City of Simi Valley

California Newspapers

San Jose Mercury

Fresno Bee

The Torrance Daily Breeze

San Diego Union Tribune

Pasadena Now

LA Daily News

North County Times

Stockton Record

San Gabriel Valley Tribune

Santa Cruz Sentinel 

Lompoc Record

Opposition

(Partial Listing updated 8/26/08)

American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO
Asian Pacific American Legal Center of Southern California

Asian Pacific Islander Legislative Caucus 

California Democratic Party

California Labor Federation 

California Young Democrats

Democratic Party of the San Fernando Valley 

Lake County Stonewall Democratic Club 

Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund

Mexican American Political Association

National Association for the Advancement of Colored People

National Latino Congreso

Progressive Democrats of Los Angeles 

Progressive Democrats of the Santa Monica Mountains

Stonewall Democratic Club

Teamsters Joint Council 42

Ted Costa, CEO, People’s Advocate Inc. 

The Harvey Milk LGBT Democratic Club 

West Hollywood Democratic Club

Westside Progressives 

William C. Velasquez Institute
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AGENDA ITEM 3
Legislative Action Committee

September 16, 2008
Legislative Report #7
Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

Current Positions

AB 1 a Nunez (D) Health Care Reform 

STATUS: Failed 

LOCATION: SENATE 

SUMMARY:  

Relates to the Health Care Cost and Quality Transparency Committee, requiring residents to enroll in and maintain minimum health care coverage, the Cooperative Health Insurance Purchasing Program, the Healthy Action Incentives and Rewards Program, Medi-Cal hospital rate stabilization, health insurance market reforms, health care service plans' prescription drug benefits, employer cafeteria plans, a diabetes services program, medical assistants, nurse practitioners, and electronic prescribing. 

Agenda: January 

Position: Oppose 01/15/2008 

AB 1065 Lieber (D) Public Resources: Building Standards 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Requires the State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission to adopt standards that would reduce energy consumption per gross square foot of floor space of a new residential and new nonresidential buildings, from offsite sources. Requires a zero net energy goal. Requires the commission to review or approve one or more computer programs for use in demonstrating compliance with these standards and to prescribe requirements for compliance software and to review and approve such software. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Commentary:  

FORMER JOB KILLER* Before amendments, would have substantially increased the cost of housing and development in California by implementing significant energy efficiency measures for all new residential and commercial buildings without regard for the additional costs that will be passed on to consumers.

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose, Watch 06/17/2008 

AB 1954 Jeffries (R) High-Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Relates to high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes. Authorizes a value pricing and transit program involving HOT lanes to be developed and operated on State Highway Route 15 in Riverside County by the Riverside County Transportation Commission. Requires the Commission and the Department of Transportation to implement the program pursuant to a cooperative agreement. Authorizes the Commission to impose tolls and issue revenue bonds for the project. Authorizes the uses of the toll revenues. 

Agenda: March 

Position: Support 03/07/2008 

AB 2046 Jones (D) Water Supply Assessments: Groundwater 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Relates to the local approval of a subdivision map that includes groundwater treatment plans. Amends existing law that requires a city or county that determines a project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act to identify any public water system that may supply water for the project. Requires the assessment to include specified related information. Provides a water source plan only include groundwater that meets applicable standards. Relates to groundwater sources planning requirements. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose 06/17/2008 

 AB 2127 Benoit (R) Employment: Alternative Workweek Schedules 

STATUS: Failed
LOCATION: Assembly Labor and Employment Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Authorizes an employee employed by an employer with 25 or fewer employees to request a work schedule of up to 10 hours per day within a 40-hour workweek. Authorizes an employer to implement such schedule without any obligation to pay overtime compensation. 

Agenda: March 

Position: Support 03/18/2008 

 AB 2279 Leno (D) Medical Marijuana: Qualified Patients and Caregivers 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: To enrollment 

SUMMARY:  

Relates to a patient or a patient's primary caregiver who possesses marijuana for the patient's personal medical purposes. Declares it unlawful for an employer to discriminate against a person in any term or condition of employment or penalize a person, if the discrimination is based upon the person's status as a patient or a positive drug test for marijuana. Authorizes a related civil action. Allows corrective action against an employee impaired by medical marijuana on the employer's premises. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose 06/17/2008 

 AB 2359 Jones (D) Loans 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Banking, Finance and Insurance Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Prohibits a broker, trustee, or mortgagee or his or her agent, beneficiary, or assigns from requiring as a condition of an agreement regarding a covered loan, subprime loan, or nontraditional mortgage that a borrower or applicant waive any related rights, duties, remedies, forums or procedures provided for in existing law related to a residential mortgage or mortgage foreclosure. Prohibits the refusal to enter into an agreement or any aspect of that agreement for failure to provide a waiver. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose, Watch 06/17/2008 

AB 2383 Ruskin (D) Social Security Numbers 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Assembly Judiciary Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Prohibits a retail business from soliciting, requiring, or using an individuals social security number for any purpose unless that number is necessary for that business's normal course of business and there is a specific use for that number for which no other number may be used. Requires that a retail business meet certain requirements with respect to any requested social security number. 

Agenda: April 

Position: Oppose 04/15/2008 

 AB 2678 Nunez (D) Energy: Energy Audit 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Requires the Energy Commission to establish a regulatory proceeding to develop a comprehensive program to achieve greater energy savings in the state's existing residential and nonresidential building stock. Requires periodic updating of the program to improve and refine the program requirements. Requires the Public Utilities Commission to open a proceeding to investigate the ability of investor-owned utilities to provide energy financing options to customers. Authorizes utility energy efficiency audits. 

Commentary:  

No longer a 2008 Job Killer.

No longer a barrier to economic development is AB 2678 (Nunez). Before amendments, the bill would have threatened already-beleaguered existing housing and commercial real estate markets by establishing a process to adopt mandatory time-of-sale energy efficiency audits without specificity on what the audits would ultimately require.

The bill now requires the California Energy Commission to develop a regulatory strategy to help address energy efficiency of existing residential and commercial buildings. 

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose 06/17/2008 

AB 2716 Ma (D) Employment: Paid Sick Days 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Appropriations Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Requires employers to provide paid sick time, upon request of employee, for diagnosis, care, or treatment of health conditions of the employee or an employees family member, or for leave related to domestic violence or sexual assault. Provides that an employer would be prohibited from discriminating or retaliating against an employee who requests paid sick time. Applies to public authorities delivering in-home supportive services. Exempts construction employees covered by a collective bargaining agreement. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: April 

Position: Oppose 04/15/2008 

 SB 691 Calderon R (D) Junk Dealers and Recyclers: Nonferrous Material 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Prohibits a junk dealer or recycler from providing payment for defined nonferrous material unless the payment is made by check, the check is provided within a specified time frame, and a photo or video of the seller and certain identifying information is obtained and retained. Prohibits a city, county, city and county from adopting an ordinance relating to junk dealer or recycler transactions involving nonferrous metal. Requires related reports to be given to law enforcement. Increases fines. 

Agenda: June 

Position: Oppose 06/17/2008 

 SB 840 Kuehl (D) Single-Payer Health Care Coverage 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Establishes the State Healthcare System. Makes all state residents eligible for specified health care benefits under the system, which would, on a single-payer basis, negotiate for or set fees for health care services provided through the system and pay claims for those services. Provides an income eligibility factor. Creates the Healthcare Policy Board to establish policy on medical issues and various other matters relating to the system. Provides certain insurance fraud laws to providers under the system. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: March 

Position: Oppose 03/18/2008 

SB 1057 Migden (D) Mobilehome Parks 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Rules Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Sets forth legislative findings and declarations regarding the establishment of local rent and price regulations on mobilehome parks relating to the rental of mobilehome park spaces. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer/FAILED 

Commentary:  

This is now a "gut and amend" bill. 

Agenda: May 

Position: Oppose 05/27/2008 

SB 1165 Kuehl (D) Environment: Environmental Impact Report 

STATUS: Failed 

LOCATION: Senate Third Reading File 

SUMMARY:  

Authorizes a person to submit certain project information to the lead agency for preparation of an environmental impact report (EIR) and for that agency to consider and retain such communications. Makes administrative drafts of the environmental impact report, negative declaration, or mitigated negative declarations available to the public; prohibits a lead agency from relying on certain older EIRs for projects that involve the issuance of a lease, permit, license, certificate, or other use entitlement. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Commentary:  

FAILED 

Agenda: May 

Position: Oppose 05/27/2008 

 SB 1240 Machado (D) Real Estate: Brokers and Salespersons 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Requires a real estate broker who makes, arranges, or services loans secured by residential real property to notify the Department of Real Estate, pay penalties for noncompliance, notify the Department when they are no longer subject to this requirement and keep records to enable the Real Estate Commissioner to determine whether specified functions performed by them comply with existing law. Provides that penalties collected for violations be deposited into the Recovery Account in the Real Estate Fund. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: April 

Position: Oppose 04/15/2008 

SB 1316 Correa (D) Transportation Facilities: Tolls: Orange and Riverside 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Authorizes the Orange County Transportation Authority to eliminate its rights, interests, and obligations in the Riverside County portion of the State Highway Route 91 toll lane by partial assignment to the Riverside County Transportation Commission or by amendment to the franchise agreement. Deletes the 2030 limitation on issuance of bonds and collections of tolls. Authorizes the use of toll revenues for the toll lane and for other related transportation purposes in the Route 91 corridor. 

Agenda: March 

Position: Support 03/07/2008 

SB 1420 Padilla (D) Food Facilities: Nutritional Information 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Amends the General Uniform Retail Food Facilities Law. Requires each food facility to either disclose nutritional information or calorie count information. Requires that on and after another date, each food facility in the state that meets specified criteria shall disclose calorie content information per standard menu item. Provides that a food facility that violates the provisions of the bill is guilty of an infraction. Prohibits local governments from regulating disclosure of nutritional information. 

Agenda: July 

Position: Oppose 07/15/2008 

 SB 1539 Calderon R (D) Meal Periods 

STATUS: Pending 

LOCATION: Senate Rules Committee 

SUMMARY:  

Declares the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to address issues related to meal periods in employment. 

Agenda: April 

Position: Support 04/04/2008 

SB 1608 Corbett (D) Disabled Persons: Equal Access Rights: Civil Actions 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Requires a licensed architect to complete coursework regarding disability access requirements as a condition of license renewal. Requires certain notice to a building owner or tenant with each demand for money or complaint for a construction-related accessibility violation. Enacts the Construction-Related Accessibility Standards Compliance Act. Relates to continuing education requirements for building inspectors, examiners, and officials and to accessibility standards for places of public accommodation. 

Agenda: June 

Position: Support 06/17/2008 

SB 1717 Perata (D) Workers' Compensation: Permanent Partial Disability 

STATUS: To Governor 

LOCATION: Enrolled 

SUMMARY:  

Eliminates provisions in Workers' Compensation Law requiring an employer to pay an injured employee a decreased amount of permanent disability benefits if, within a specified time period of a disability becoming permanent and stationary, the employer offers the injured employee regular work, modified work or alternative work, within specified time periods, regardless of whether the injured employee accepts or rejects the offer. Revises the formula for those benefits for injuries after a specified date. 

NOTES: 2008 Job Killer 

Agenda: May 

Position: Oppose 05/27/2008 
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