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SBACC Board of Directors Meeting

AGENDA
February 2, 2010
1) Welcome









Marcella Low, Chair
2) Self Introductions and Sign-in sheet





All
3) Approval of the December 2009 Minutes





All
4) Approval of the January 2010 Minutes





All
5) Chair’s Report








Low

6) Chair-Elect’s Report







George Kivett

2010 Installation
Bylaw Revisions
7) Legislative Report #1







Shaun Lumachi

a. SB 518 (Lowenthal) Vehicles: Parking Services and Fees
b. H.R. 3447 [Richardson, Laura (D – CA)] Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund Reform Act

c. AB 212 (Saldana) Energy: Building Standards: Zero Net Energy Buildings
d. AB 903 (Chesbro) Compostable Plastic Bags

e. AB 1594 (Huber) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: Peripheral Canal
f. SB 657 (Steinberg) Human Trafficking

8) 2010 Proposed Ballot Measures 






Lumachi

9) Financial Report








Charles Gale

10) Legislators Reports

Harman, Schwarzenegger, Knabe, A.Lowenthal, Oropeza, Wright,





Lieu, Furutani, B.Lowenthal, Bradford
11) Announcements 








All
12) Adjourn
Next SBACC Board Meeting will be Tuesday, March 2, 2010 at the

Torrance Chamber of Commerce 3400 Torrance Blvd, Suite 100 Torrance, California 90503
Agenda Item 3
SBACC Board of Directors Meeting

February 2, 2010
Approval of the December 2009 Minutes
SOUTH BAY ASSOCIATION OF CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE

Corrected Board Meeting Minutes

December 1, 2009

PRESENT: G. Kivett, M. Low, C. James, T. Green, M. Lyon, C. Davis, K. Finer, H. Duncan, P. Donaldson, B. Williams, T. Mason, S. Kramer, J. Parsons, J. Brunkhardt, M. Smeltzer, A. Garten, S. Gobble, D. Castner, L. Baglietto, J. Kirk, S. Napolitano, M. Morales, S. Lumachi, C. Gale, A. English, T. Acosta, C. Taylor, J. Janes, (person unknown due to indecipherable signature), N. Manfredi.

CALL TO ORDER:  The Meeting was called to order by Chairperson Marcella Low at 8:07 A.M.

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS:  The Chairperson invited all present to introduce themselves.

MINUTES FROM MEETING OF NOVEMBER 3, 2009. J. Parsons moved approval of the minutes.  The motion was seconded by M. Morales and passed unanimously.

SUPPORT LETTER FOR THE WATER PACKAGE:  The letters that SBACC sent in support of the state water reform package was included with today’s agenda. Subsequently, the package of water reforms was passed by the legislature and signed by the governor.  Since water reform was one of SBACC’s strategic initiatives for the past year the passage of these bills represents a milestone for the organization.  A bond measure to pays for all the reforms will be on the ballot in 2010.

PRESENTATION: Mr. Ted Green, Californians Against Higher Taxes. This organization is a coalition led by the California Chamber of Commerce.  Some other chambers have also joined the coalition as members.  As part of the 2009-10 budget deal some taxes increased in the spring of 2009.  Because of California’s continued deficit, Mr. Green stated that the legislature has begun to consider additional tax ideas suggested by the Commission on a 21st Century Economy.  These taxes target various segments of the business community.  Some of the ideas which might be considered by the legislature this year are:


-Tax on net receipts (This would include a tax on services)


-Split roll property tax


-Tax on oil produced in California

Q: Is a part time legislature part of the solution?

A: Californians Against Higher Taxes has n position on a part-time legislature.  It is simply against more taxes.

Q: Are targeted taxes easier to pass?

A: Yes because they are not directly on the consumer.

Q: What is your strategy or alternative suggestion?

A: No strategy other than we are simply opposed to higher taxes.

M. Lyon moved to support Californians Against Higher Taxes.  The motion was seconded by L Baglietto and passed unanimously.

PRESENTATION: “Public Safety and Transportation Protection Act”; Ms. Teresa Acosta, California League of Cities.  The League of California Cities will be collecting signatures to put the aforementioned initiative on an upcoming ballot. This initiative is the result of a governance reform summit with municipal leaders where they stated that the biggest problem that they have is state raids on local funds (e.g. property and transit taxes).  This initiative would prohibit the state from taking local funds for any reason, thus closing existing loopholes.  Existing as well as future local taxes would be covered.  If any Chamber wishes to collect signatures to qualify this for the ballot the forms can be found on line.  When asked, Ms. Acosta said that the League has a very diverse membership and has no position on the measure being proposed by Californians Against Higher Taxes. M. Low moved SBACC support the Public Safety and Transportation Act Initiative and help secure its qualification for the ballot.  The motion was seconded by J. Parsons and passed unanimously.

NOMINATING COMMITTEE REPORT: George Kivett, reviewed the Nominating Committee’s recommendations: Chair, George Kivett; Chair Elect, Creasie James; Treasurer, Charles Gale; Secretary, Pat Donaldson.  In addition three Past Chairs have agreed to serve as Directors of the Association.  They are Scott Gobble, John Kirk and John Parsons.  Ann Garten and an individual to be named later were nominated to two year terms.  In addition, Jill Brunkhardt and Sherry Kramer were nominated to one year terms.  G. Kivett moved approval of the Nominating Committee’s recommendations.  The motion was seconded by J. Parsons and passed unanimously.  In response to an inquiry  G. Kivett responded that SBACC sponsorship levels are $1,000, $2,500,  or $5,000.

CHAIR- ELECT REPORT:  Chair -Elect George Kivett reported that the Installation is tentatively scheduled for Friday, January 15, 2010 at the Torrance DoubleTree, pending the availability of the invited keynote speaker. C. James and M. Low volunteered to assist with the arrangements for the Installation.

STRATEGIC INITIATIVES: Following discussion M. Morales moved approval of the Strategic Initiatives as revised.  The motion was seconded by C. Taylor and passed unanimously.

POLICY PLATFORM: Following discussion J. Parsons moved approval of the Policy Platform as revised.  The motion was seconded by L. Baglietto and passed unanimously.

TREASURER’S REPORT: Treasurer C. Gale reported that invoices will be sent out in the next couple of weeks.  Sponsorships are being sought.

LEGISLATORS’ REPORTS: J. Janes reported for Assemblyman Warren Furutani.  The Assemblyman is seeking ideas for legislation that would benefit small businesses or ways in which current  laws could be made more user friendly. Since there are deadlines for introducing legislation suggestions should be received this month.

A. English reported on legislation sponsored by Senator Curren Price.

D. Castner reported for the U.S Chamber of Commerce.  The U.S. Senate will begin discussion on Health Care Reform this week.  Also the U.S. Chamber urges letters that support a new 6-year Transportation bill rather than an extension of the existing bill.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

M. Smeltzer  invited everyone to ice-skating at the beach on 12/16/09 at 5:30. Online reservations are available.

P. Donaldson reported that there will be a holiday Mixer which includes a toy collection.

C. Taylor reported that Lomita will hold a “Toy Mixer” on 12/9/09 at the Lomita Kiwanis Hall.

K. Finer invited all to attend the Palos Verdes Chamber regional Mixer to be held on 12/3/09 at  5:30 P.M. at Torrance Memorial Hospital under a tent.

M. Morales announced that Redondo Beach will host a tree-lighting village stroll on 12/3/09.  The Boat Parade will be held on 12/12/09.

ADJOURN:  The Meeting was adjourned at 10:04  A.M.

Agenda Item 4
SBACC Board of Directors Meeting

February 2, 2010
Approval of the January 2010 Minutes
SOUTH BAY ASSOCIATION OF CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE

Board Meeting Minutes

January 5, 2010

PRESENT: G. Kivett,  M. Low,  M. Waronek,  L. Clark,  M. Jackmon,  W. Mason,  D. Davis,  K. Finer,  H. Duncan,  P. Donaldson,  D. LaSalle,  J, Bacharach,  E. Mosler,  J. Adams,  S. Weissman,  S. Kramer,  J. Parsons,  J. Brunkhardt,  M. Smeltzer,  S. Gobble,  D. Duperon,  L. Baglietto,  J. Kirk,  S. Napolitano,  S. Rhilinger,  J. Ahn,  M. Morales,  E. Swanson,  S. Lumachi,  C. Gale,  D. Curry,  I. Mendoza,  M. Hansen,  R. Kim,  C. Waters,  C. Taylor,  J. Janes,  N. Manfredi.

CALL TO ORDER:  The Meeting was called to order by Chairperson Marcella Low at 8:08 A.M.

WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS:  The Chairperson invited all present to introduce themselves.

MINUTES FROM MEETING OF DECEMBER 1, 2009. S. Gobble moved approval of the minutes.  The motion was seconded by H. Duncan.  T. Mason requested correction of his name as shown on the first page of the draft minutes; it should read  “William T. Mason” instead of “B. Mason”.  The motion to approve the minutes as corrected passed unanimously.

INSTALLATION LUNCHEON:  Chair-Elect G. Kivett announced change in date. The new date is February 19, 2010 at the DoubleTree Hotel in Torrance.  The time will be announced.

STRATEGIC INITIATIVES: The final version, which includes changes made at the December 2009 meeting, was distributed with the meeting materials.

POLICY PLATFORM: The final version, which includes changes made at the December 2009 meeting, was distributed with the meeting materials.  It was suggested that SBACC’s Policy Platform be distributed to other organizations.  S. Lumachi will put the Platform in a memo format on SBACC letterhead.

S. Lumachi reported that the 2009 Voting Record is almost ready.  He is in communication with the offices of Senator Wright’s office and Assemblyman Bradford.  Senator Wright was inadvertently omitted from communications regarding SBACC’s positions on various pieces of legislation for about half the year.  Assemblyman Bradford is newly elected to his seat and has not had many opportunities to vote on matters of importance to SBACC.  As a result, it is not fair to hold these elected officials accountable for their votes vis a vis SBACC’s positions.   They are being given the following options:


- Do not publish their voting record on the 27 bills on which SBACC took positions


- Do not publish their voting record on the 27 bills on which SBACC took positions but include an asterisk (*) indicating why their record is not included


- Publish their voting record with an asterisk (*) that Assemblyman Bradford was newly elected and that SBACC communications with Senator Wright had only been in place for part of the year.

M. Waronek moved that if S. Lumachi has not heard from Senator Wright and Assemblyman Bradford by Friday, January 9, 2010 that we publish the voting record with an explanatory asterisk.  The motion was seconded by J. Ahn and passed unanimously.

NOMINATING COMMITTEE: Nominating Committee Chair, G. Kivett, reported that upon reading the bylaws closely, it appears that SBACC has an unfilled 2-year Director’s seat.   The Committee recommends that S. Gobble be appointed to the two-year Director’s seat instead of serving as a Past Chair Advisor.  If this is approved, the committee also recommends that H. Duncan be appointed to fill the Past Chair Advisor seat left empty by S. Gobble’s reassignment.  S. Kramer moved acceptance of the Nominating Committee’s recommendation.  The motion was seconded by P. Donaldson and passed unanimously.

Member Chambers were reminded that they are entitled to three voting members.  These should include the (1) Chief Paid staff member, (2) the highest ranking volunteer and (3) an additional appointment, usually someone with a legislative connection.  Please respond to any inquiries from SBACC.

FINANCIAL REPORT:  C. Gale reported that the SBACC received revenue from Chamber assessments and partner contributions. Last year this was about $26,000; some additional income was received from other sources.  The 2010 invoices will go out this reach.  Please suggest potential sponsors to C. Gale as soon as possible.  The largest expenses are two contracts for website maintenance and for Chamber Advocacy’s services.  Insurance is also included in the budget.

S. Gobble asked whether the budget includes scholarships for the D.C. Access conference, which is scheduled for March 15-18, at a cost of about $1,500, the Sacramento advocacy trip which will be May 16-18 and cost $400-500 and the WACE conference.  Scholarships are for registration fees only.  Scholarship applications for D.C. Access and WACE must be submitted by January 1, 2010.  The CalChamber Sacramento applications will be due by March 1, 2010.  All applications will be reviewed and approved by the Executive Committee.  If there is no interest in the WACE conference the money should be added to the amount available for the Sacramento conference.

LEGISLATORS’ REPORTS:

R. Kim reported for Congresswoman Jane Harman.  The Congresswoman recently visited food banks and her committee is investigating the December terrorist incident/

S. Weissman reported for State Senator Jenny Oropeza.  The Governor will deliver his “State of the State tomorrow evening.  The state budget is expected to reflect higher expenses, some of which are the result of court decisions.  There are no “easy” cuts left to make.  All cuts will be painful.  The legislature may have reached agreement on educational reforms that would make California eligible to apply for federal “Race to the Top” funding.

J. Janes reported for Assemblyman Warren Furutani.  


1. The Assemblyman is now Chair of a select committee on Technical Education and Workforce Development.  The Committee is very interested in receiving input from employers.


2.  He is researching potential policy issues for health care, including the possibility for chambers to offer group health insurance for their members.


3. He is also exploring the feasibility of tax credits for businesses that make “green investments.

S. Napolitano reported for Supervisor Don Knabe.  The County is asking each department to plan for a 9% budget cut.  

J. Bacharach reported for the South Bay Cities Council of Governments (SBCCOG). The SBCCOG has new contracts with Edison which could help each city earn incentive funds.  There are also also a $400 monthly van pool subsidies.  SBCCOG would like to make presentations to business parks that might benefit from this program.  The SBCCOG’s Annual General Assembly will be held in Carson on February 26.  The program is free but interested parties must register.

L. Clark reported for the .Los Angeles Air Force Base.  Mr. Clark invited SBAV+CC to meet at the LAAFB but planning will need to be done about six months in advance.  He will check to see if a date in August is available.

S. Gobble urged all Chambers to promote participation in the 2010 Census.

Lomita Chamber will install new officers on January 29 at the Holiday Inn.

ADJOURN:  The meeting adjourned at 9:25 A.M.
. 
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Presentation

Shaun Lumachi

Director of Government Affairs

SB 518 (Lowenthal) Vehicles: Parking Services and Fees

Recommended Position


Oppose

Summary

1. SB 518 provides incentives for cities and counties to adopt certain measures that reduce or eliminate subsidies for parking.

Background

2. SB 518 requires any lease of real property which the state enters into on or after January 1, 2011, to list the full cost of any parking spaces as a separate line item. 

3. Furthermore, it would allow a city, county, or city and county to adopt and implement measures to reduce or eliminate subsidies for parking as explained in a menu of points as referenced in SB 518 that awards points through ARB’s cap-and-trade program (See number 5).

4. Authorizes a city, county, or city and county to request the Air Resources Board (ARB) to approve and award points for other alternate measures to reduce or eliminate subsidies that fail to charge users for the full cost of a parking space. 

5. SB 518 requires the ARB to consider making a city, county, or city and county that adopts and implements measures that exceed a total score of 20 points to receive carbon reduction credits through the ARB's cap-and-trade program and if a total score of at least 50 points is achieved, the city, county, or city and county, with respect to any application for competitive loan or grant programs funded by a general obligation bond approved by the voters on or after January 1, 2010, would receive bonus points equal to five percent of the total available points. 

6. SB 518 authorizes the expenditure of any moneys apportioned to cities or counties from the Highway Users Tax Account for the adoption or implementation of transportation demand management measures. 

7. Lastly, SB 518 authorizes a local authority to dedicate any portion of revenues collected from parking meter zones to benefit parking benefit districts or to fund programs that reduce parking demand, including, but not limited to, public transit, transportation demand management, or bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure improvements and promotion.

8. The following article was printed in the Los Angeles Times on January 29, 2010:

State lawmakers take aim at free parking

By Patrick McGreevy

There is too much of it, they say, and it encourages people to drive instead of taking the bus, walking or bicycling. A Senate proposal would prompt cities and businesses to reduce its availability.

State lawmakers are taking aim at what some of them see as a menace to California's environment: free parking.

There is too much of it, the legislators say, and it encourages people to drive instead of taking the bus, walking or riding a bike. All that motoring is contributing to traffic jams and pollution, according to state Sen. Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach), and on Thursday he won Senate approval of a proposal he hopes will prompt cities and businesses to reduce the availability of free parking.

"Free parking has significant social, economic and environmental costs," Lowenthal said. "It increases congestion and greenhouse gas emissions."

Republicans opposed the measure, saying the Legislature should not be meddling in how much people pay to park.

"If local governments want to entice people to shop or do business in a particular area, that is entirely their business. Not the state's," said Sen. Tom Harman (R-Huntington Beach).

The bill, supported by the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and the Sierra Club, provides financial incentives for cities and counties to stop providing free parking on the street and at government offices and to reduce the amount they require businesses to provide.

Cities that take such action could get more state money for parking garages and transit programs and bonus points in competing for state grants. 

When a store provides free parking, the cost to maintain, clean, insure, secure and light the parking lot is passed on to shoppers in higher prices for goods, said Justin Horner, an analyst with the NRDC. Free street parking is paid for by the entire community in the form of higher taxes, he said.

Lowenthal said that when businesses pay for their employees' parking, more of them drive to work. 

"It's nice that we've been treated to this luxury," Lowenthal said. "The problem with free parking is it's not free."

Arguments in Support

9. According to the author's office, "free" parking has significant social, economic, and environmental costs. This bill seeks to facilitate economic development, reduce traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions and save scarce public resources by reducing governmental or government-required subsidies for parking.

Arguments in Opposition

10. SB 518 has the potential to affect apartment owners; all businesses; commercial and industrial property owners and all cities.  SB 518 would force cities to change their current parking laws, require employers and landlords to charge a fee per parking space, and limit the amount of parking they are able to offer.

Supporting 

Natural Resources Defense Council (source) 

American Lung Association 

American Planning Association 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District 

California League of Conservation Voters 

Genentech Housing California 

Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California 

Planning and Conservation League 

Sierra Club 

Transform

Opposing

California Building Association 

California State Association of Counties 

League of California Cities

H.R. 3447 [Richardson, Laura (D – CA)] Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund Reform Act

Staff Recommended Position


Support

Summary

1. H.R. 3447 would alter the funding system for the Trust Fund by taking the spending power out of the hands of Congress.  H.R. 3447 will allow the funding to be used entirely and without delay by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for dredging of America’s harbors.

Background

2. The Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund exists due to the establishment of the Harbor Maintenance Tax in 1986 as a way to generate revenue to offset the costs of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for dredging and maintaining America’s harbors.

3. The tax revenue that goes into the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund currently generates approximately $1.4 billion each year. 

4. Funding for dredging projects is subject to the Congressional appropriations process and only about $700 million of the revenue collected each year is spent on harbor maintenance.

5. A current surplus of $4.7 billion is not being spent on maintaining and dredging harbors, instead the surplus revenue is being used to offset the federal deficit.

6. Several reasons as stated by the author’s office for using the remaining surplus for continued maintenance of the harbors:

7. Vessels are increasing in tonnage, requiring deeper drafts and making the dredging of America’s harbors vital to keep America’s ports globally competitive. 

8. According to the National Surface Transportation Policy and Revenue Study Commission, imports through West Coast ports alone are predicted to grow as high as 183 percent by 2035, while imports through the remaining ports are projected to grow by 48 percent.

9. Businesses throughout the United States are suffering as many of our nation’s harbors are inadequately dredged, creating the need to use smaller and less cost effective vessels to access American markets. 

10. Ports and municipalities are utilizing sparse resources on dredging instead of spending on transportation infrastructure or health and education programs.  

Arguments in Support

11. According to the author’s office, H.R. 3447 would alter the funding system for the Trust Fund by taking the spending power out of the hands of Congress and allow the funding to be used entirely and without delay by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, as intended.  

12. Local communities and port authorities will no longer be forced to set aside sparse infrastructure or operating funds on dredging, and our harbors and ports will be properly maintained, thereby keeping America globally competitive.

Arguments in Opposition

No public opposition at this time
Supporting

Corona Chamber of Commerce

Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce

Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of Commerce

Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce

Murrieta Chamber of Commerce

Temecula Valley Chamber of Commerce

Wildomar Chamber of Commerce

Opposing

None on file

AB 212 (Saldana) Energy: Building Standards: Zero Net Energy Buildings

Recommended Position


Oppose

Summary

1. AB 212 requires the California Energy Commission (CEC), in consultation with the Public Utilities Commission (PUC), the utilities, and interested parties, to adopt standards requiring new residential construction to utilize "zero net energy." 

Background

2. If AB 212 passes, would take effect the latter of January 1, 2020 or the date on which the commission determines that the use of photovoltaic technology (arrays of cells containing a material that converts solar radiation into direct current electricity) is cost effective. 

3. AB 212 defines “zero net energy” as the combination of energy efficiency design features and on-site or near-site clean distributed generation, which results in no net annual purchases from the electricity grid and the production of sufficient electricity to offset energy use attributed to onsite use of purchased natural gas.

4. One-time special fund cost of about $390,000 to the CEC for three staff members to adopt the required standards, including establishing a means for determining the effective date of the standards. Funds are believe to come from the Energy Resources Programs Account.

5. The current law requires the CEC to prescribe building standards that increase energy efficiency for new residential and nonresidential buildings. 

6. These standards are updated periodically to incorporate new energy efficiency technologies and methods. 

7. The adopted standards must be cost-effective when taken in their entirety and when amortized over the economic life of the structure compared with historic practice.

8. Prior Legislation that is similar to AB 212: 

a. AB 2112 (Saldana) of 2008, which was never heard in the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee.  

b. In 2008, AB 2030 (Lieu), which required the adoption of building standards for zero net energy buildings constructed on or after January 1, 2030, was held on this committee's Suspense file.

9. The California Chamber of Commerce lists AB 212 as a “2009-2010 Job Killer” bill.

Arguments in Support 

10. According to the author, 69% of California's electricity usage and 37% of its overall energy usage are attributed to residential and commercial buildings. 

11. The author's office indicates that the PUC's Long Term Energy Efficiency Strategic Plan, the CEC Integrated Energy Policy Report, and the Air Resources Board's AB 32 Scoping Plan have all recommended zero net energy buildings for new residential construction by 2020. AB 212 codifies this goal.

Arguments in Opposition

12. Southern California Edison (SCE) believes the bill fails to address actual energy use by customers and offers no incentives to reduce personal use. 

13. SCE notes that a study done for the Sacramento Municipal Utilities District estimates a cost of $50,000 to meet a net zero energy mandate in a 2,500 square foot home. SCE asserts that such added costs could result in a de facto moratorium on new residential construction in the short term. 

14. The Building industry interests expressed similar concerns in 2008 to two related bills (see bills AB 2112 and AB 2030).

Support

American Lung Association 

American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees 

Bradco Kitchens and Baths 

Breathe California 

Building Codes Assistance Project 

California State Association of Counties 

Clean Power Campaign 

Coalition for Clean Air 

East Bay Municipal Utility District 

Eco Timber 

Environment California 

Environmental Defense Fund 

Global Green USA 

KyotoUSA 

Modern Earth Finance 

National Wildlife Federation 

North American Insulation Manufacturers Association 

Oerlikon 

Pacific Environment 

Planning and Conservation League 

Sharp Solar Energy 

Sierra Club California 

US Green Building Council Los Angeles Chapter 

Vote Solar Initiative

Opposing

American Council of Engineering Companies, California

CalChamber

California Apartment Association

California Building Industry Association

California Business Properties Association

California Forestry Association

California Manufacturers and Technology Association

Lumber Association of California and Nevada

Western Electrical Contractors Association
AB 903 (Chesbro) Compostable Plastic Bags

Recommended Position


Oppose
Summary

1. AB 903 requires manufacturers of compostable plastic bags to ensure that bags are readily identifiable by consumers. 

Background
2. AB 903 requires manufacturers to submit reports to the state showing that their bags meet specified certifications. 

3. The bill gives the Integrated Waste Management Board the authority to audit manufacturers to ensure compliance with reporting requirements.

4. Under current law, plastic bags labeled "compostable" may not be sold in the state unless they meet specified standards.

5. The bill requires manufacturers of compostable plastic bags to report to the California Integrated Waste Management Board annually demonstrating that their bags comply with specified standards. 

6. The bill requires the Waste Board to refer manufacturers that supply false information to the Attorney General for prosecution for fraud. 

7. The Waste Board estimates that it will cost about $650,000 per year in staffing costs to compile and review reports from manufacturers, verify compliance, conduct audits, and review cases for potential referral for prosecution. 

8. AB 903 is identical to SB 228 (DeSaulnier).

Arguments in Support

9. According to the author, AB 903 addresses shortcomings brought to the attention of the Legislature in November 2008 by the State Auditor regarding the way state agencies were handling their electronic waste. It implements one of the recommendations concerning the lack of reporting by state agencies.

Arguments in Opposition

10. Corona Chamber has considered other bills containing regulation on plastic bags and has opposed such regulations due to increased costs to the business and costs passed onto consumers. 

Supporting

Californians Against Waste

Silicon Valley Toxics Coalition

Opposing

None on file.
AB 1594 (Huber) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: Peripheral Canal

Recommended Position

Oppose

Summary

1. AB 1594 would prohibit the construction of a peripheral canal, as defined, that conveys water from a diversion point in the Sacramento River to a location south of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, unless expressly authorized by the Legislature.

Background

2. The California Legislature approved in late 2009 a water supply reliability bill package that outlined how the Delta and surrounding ecosystem, would be fixed in accordance with ongoing Federal lawsuits that have prevented water flow to critical areas throughout the state.

3. AB 1594 would require the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) to complete an economic feasibility analysis prior to the enactment of a statute authorizing the construction of a peripheral canal. 

4. Furthermore, AB 1594 would also require that the construction and operation of a peripheral canal not diminish or negatively affect the water supplies, water rights, or quality of water for water users within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta watershed.

5. The current Delta Package (Legislation passed in 2009) provides a pathway to construction of new conveyance facilities that also include important new protections for the Delta ecosystem.

6. The Delta Package also includes integrating the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) which serves as the strategy of the water system and ecosystem improvements that will follow and comply with the Endangered Species Act.

7. A similar bill, AB 13 7x, enacted the similar provisions as AB 1594 and was killed late last year due to it not receiving a hearing.

Arguments in Support

8. The author of the bill opposed the Delta package because it created a new layer of bureaucrats who will make decisions on water that will impact the communities in her district, including the details of a canal. 

9. AB 1594 counteracts the details in the Delta package that gives all authority to a group of unelected appointees and a full analysis of the peripheral canal and required legislative approval is a common sense approach.

Arguments in Opposition

10. Opposition to AB 1594 argue that it is a threat to achieving the co-equal goals of ecosystem restoration and reliable water supplies in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as passed in the water legislation package in 2009.

11. Furthermore, opponents argue that it will undermine water supply reliability throughout California and will threaten jobs and the economic health of three quarters of the state’s population residing south of the Delta.  

Supporting 

None on file.

Opposing

Desert Water Agency

Eastern Municipal Water District

Municipal Water District of Orange County

The Chamber Alliance of Ventura & Santa Barbara Counties

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Valley Ag Coalition

Westlands Water District

SB 657 (Steinberg) Human Trafficking

Recommended Position


Oppose

Summary

1. SB 657 would require retail sellers and manufacturers doing business in the state to develop, maintain and implement policies related to their compliance with federal and state law regarding the eradication of slavery and human trafficking from their supply chain.

Background

2. Existing federal law establishes the crimes of kidnapping in interstate or foreign commerce, slavery and trafficking of people that also provides for criminal and civil penalties.

3. If SB 657 were to pass, it would take effect January 1, 2011.

4. SB 657 requires that the policy be posted on the retail seller's or manufacturer's Internet website and be made available in writing upon request by a consumer. 

5. Furthermore, requires the policy, at a minimum, include these two elements:

a. The company and all suppliers in its supply chain will comply with the laws regarding slavery and human trafficking in the countries in which they do business, and

b. Where slavery and human trafficking is found in its supply chain, it will seek eradication rather than ceasing business in that area. 

6. SB 657 exempts retail sellers or manufacturers having less than $2 million in annual sales. 

7. Prior Legislation: 

a. SB 1649 (Steinberg), 2007-08 Session, was substantively similar to this bill. The bill passed the Senate with a vote of 23-15 on May 15, 2008, but died in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. 

b. SB 180 (Kuehl), Chapter 239, Statutes of 2005, established the California Alliance to Combat Trafficking and Slavery (California ACTS) Task Force. 

c. AB 22 (Lieber), Chapter 240, Statutes of 2005, established civil and criminal penalties for human trafficking and allowed for forfeiture of assets derived from human trafficking.

Arguments in Support

8. According to the author's office, the primary goal of this bill is to highlight the existence of slave-labor and human trafficking throughout California, and to create an opportunity for California retailers and manufacturers to demonstrate leadership in eradicating human trafficking from their supply chains. 

9. Additionally, with the information required of businesses, this bill empowers consumers to reward companies that proactively work to eradicate slave-labor and human traffic

Arguments in Opposition

10. The California Grocers Association opposes SB 657 because "While grocers do not support slavery, human trafficking or abusive treatment of workers, the bill poses several difficulties. SB 657 would require all companies to develop policies with regard to its entire supply chain, which can include entities far outside the borders of California or the United States. Grocers do not have the resources to monitor supplier employment practices, nor do they have the authority to enforce state or federal labor law with regard to suppliers.”

11. Further, the bill requires posting of policies on a company's internet website but provides no details as to what constitutes compliance with the requirement or how it applies to retailers that do not have an internet web site."

Supporting 

Alliance to Stop Slavery and End Trafficking (source) 

California Commission on the Status of Women 

California Labor Federation 

California School Employees Association 

California Teamsters Public Affairs Council 

Coalition to Abolish Slavery and Trafficking 

Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office 

Planned Parenthood Affiliates of California, Inc

Opposing

California Chamber of Commerce 

California Grocers Association 

California Independent Grocers Association 

California Manufacturers and Technology Association 

California Retailers Association 

Grocery Manufacturers Association 

National Federation of Independent Business
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The following are proposed initiatives for the June and November 2010 ballots. All proposed initiatives are pending final approval by the California Secretary of State, except where noted. A future report will include a full analysis of each qualified initiative as approved by the California Secretary of State.

Repeal Corporate Tax Loopholes Act 

This measure would repeal recently-enacted tax benefits, the elective single sales factor, net operating loss (NOL) carryback, and tax credit sharing. It would additionally repeal the recently-enacted expansion of the net operating loss carryover from 10 to 20 years. 

The Local Voter Control and Government Accountability Act

Removes Proposition 13 protections from property owners and imposes a “split roll” tax treatment for commercial properties. If enacted, this measure would remove the one percent cap for property taxes for the purpose of raising funds to serve and repay General Obligation bonds for public infrastructure. Additionally, the measure would reduce the two-thirds vote requirement for all special taxes to 55 percent, including parcel taxes (based upon per parcel rather than based upon value).

Protect Homeowners and Close Corporate Tax Loopholes Act

Imposes a split roll tax treatment for commercial property and requires all non-residential commercial properties to be immediately reassessed according to “full cash value,” without regard to whether change of ownership has occurred. It also requires reassessment at current fair market value at least every three years. 

Education and Taxpayer Fairness Act

Imposes a split roll tax treatment and increases taxes on commercial properties. The measure would increase the one percent tax rate for “non-residential” properties to 1.55 percent in order to fund education. 

“Corporate Taxes” Initiative

The “Corporate Taxes” initiative proposes to repeal several changes in the law that were adopted as part of the two most recent budget packages enacted by the state, in fall 2008 and February 2009: 1) net operating loss carry back; 2) tax credit sharing; and 3) elective single sales factor.

Sinclair Fix Initiative

Reduces burdensome tax-like fees on businesses by reversing the overly-broad, vague definition of “fee” set forth in the landmark California Supreme court case Sinclair Paint v. State Board of Equalization. 

The Safe, Clean, and Reliable Water Supply Act of 2010 

Qualified for the November 2010

The bond authorization appears in SBX7 2 (Cogdill; D-Modesto). Bond funding includes $3 billion for new water storage (including reservoirs), $2.25 billion for Delta restoration, $1.785 billion for conservation and watershed protection projects throughout the state, $1.4 billion for water supply reliability, $1.25 billion for water recycling and conservation, $1 billion for groundwater protection and water quality projects, and $455 million for drought relief.

California Fair Elections Act of 2008

Qualified for the June 2010

This initiative was placed on the ballot by legislation (AB 583/Hancock).  AB 583 was signed by the Governor and became effective on January 1, 2009. It requires the California Secretary of State to place a ballot measure on the June 8, 2010 statewide primary election ballot which, if passed, would institute a pilot program of publicly-financed elections for the office of California Secretary of State. The publically-financed election would be funded by taxing lobbyists, lobbying firms and lobbyist employers. The measure is currently the subject of litigation. A similar measure in Vermont was ruled to violate the U.S. Constitution. An Arizona court has also struck down lobbyist “fees” used to fund a public campaign financing program.

California Top Two Candidates Open Primary Act

Qualified for the June 2010

This proposed measure mirrors the development of the successful “open primary” election system that is in place in Washington State. This system allows the top two vote getters, regardless of party, to compete in the general election and has been validated by the U.S. Supreme Court.  

Voters FIRST Act for Congress

This proposed Act would extend the successful Prop 11 provisions from 2008 to give the Citizens Redistricting Commission the additional authority to draw new boundaries for U.S. congressional districts in 2011.  It is anticipated that the Voters FIRST Act for Congress will be in circulation in early January to gather voter signatures in order to qualify for the November 2010 general election.

Corporate Political Accountability Act

This measure would restrict publicly traded and privately held corporations with stockholders from making political contributions for candidates, ballot measures and issue advocacy unless the stockholders authorize the contributions through a written resolution. Contributions would be proportionately reduced to an amount equal to the percentage of stockholders voting yes on whether the contributions should be authorized.  

Prohibition on Corporate Campaign Contributions and Expenditures

This measure would restrict corporations from making political contributions unless shareholders adopt a resolution authorizing the contributions. 

Continuous Coverage Auto Insurance Discount Act

This measure amends Proposition 103, passed by the voters in 1988, to authorize the use of an additional discount on premiums for automobile insurance policies. In particular, the act would allow an insurer to offer a “continuous coverage” discount to new customers who have maintained their coverage while they previously were customers of another insurer. Continuous coverage is defined to also include applicants who experienced up to a 90-day lapse in coverage in the past five years for any reason other than nonpayment of their insurance premiums.  The continuous coverage discount would be based on the length of time the applicant or insured has been continuously covered.  Children residing with a parent may qualify for the discount based on their parent’s eligibility. 

Taxpayers Right to Vote Act

The act requires two-thirds voter approval before local governments may use public funds, bonds or other indebtedness to start up electric delivery service, expand electric delivery service into a new territory or implement a Community Choice Aggregation (CCA) program.  Californians generally receive their electric delivery service from one of three types of providers: investor-owned utilities (IOUs), local publically owned electric utilities (LPOUs), and eclectic service providers (ESPs). These providers provide 68 percent, 24 percent and 8 percent, respectively, of retail electricity service in the state.  Various statutes specify whether voter approval is required in connection with the start-up of electricity service by authorized local government entities. However, no vote of the public is generally required in such cases within the existing service territory of the local government entity that is proposing the expansion.

Property tax: New Construction Exclusion: Seismic Retrofitting

Qualified for the June 2010

The California Constitution generally limits ad valorem taxes on real property to 1% of the full cash value of that property. For purposes of this limitation, "full cash value" is defined as the assessor's valuation of real property as shown on the 1975-76 tax bill under "full cash value" or, thereafter, the appraised value of that real property when purchased, newly constructed, or a change of ownership has occurred.  This measure would instead exclude from the definition of "newly constructed" the portion of an existing structure that consists of the construction or reconstruction of seismic retrofitting components.  This measure would delete the existing exclusion for structures constructed of unreinforced masonry bearing wall construction, and the existing grant of authority to the Legislature to exclude certain seismic retrofitting improvements or improvements utilizing earthquake hazard mitigation technologies.

Local Taxpayer, Public Safety and Transportation Act

This measure would prohibit the State from taking, borrowing or redirecting local taxpayer funds dedicated to public safety, emergency response and other vital local government services. Furthermore, the act would protect vital, dedicated transportation and public transit funds from state raids. 
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