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UPDATE TO THE COUNTY’S STATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA FOR THE SECOND
YEAR OF THE 2009-10 SESSION

On December 15, 2009, your Board adopted recommended changes to the County’s
State Legislative Agenda for the second year of the 2009-10 Session. The revised
Legislative Agenda contains Board approved policies, positions, and priorities on State
issues of County interest to be pursued in the Legislature and with the Administration
in 2010.

For your reference, attached is a copy of the Board letter and the updated State
Legislative Agenda inclusive of all the policy revisions adopted by your Board.

" If you have any questions, pIeaSe do not hesitate to contact me or Manuel Rivas, Jr. at
(213) 974-1464 or via email at mrivas @ceo.lacounty.gov.
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The Honorable Board of Supervisors
County of Los Angeles

383 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
500 West Temple Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Supervisors:

STATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA FOR THE SECOND YEAR
OF THE 2009-10 SESSION
(ALL SUPERVISORIAL DISTRICTS AFFECTED) (3 VOTES)

SUBJECT

The following recommendations represent the updated policies and proposals for the
second year of the 2009-10 Legislative Session, which were developed in coordination
with your Board Offices, County departments, the Legislative Strategist and the
Sacramento advocates. This package, together with other positions previously adopted
by your Board, will guide our State advocacy efforts.

THEREFORE, IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT YOUR BOARD:

1. Approve the attached additions, deletions, and changes to existing
Board-adopted policies and positions for inclusion in the 2010 State Leglslatlve
Agenda.

2. Instruct the Chief Executive Officer (CEO), affected departments, the Legislative
Strategist, and the Sacramento advocates to work with the Los Angeles County
delegation, other counties and local governments, and interest groups to pursue
these policies, positions, and priorities in the State Legislature and with the
Administration and its agencies.
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3. Direct the Sacramento advocates to pursue legislation to expand the County’s
existing real property transaction notification program to include the notification
and application of surcharge when notices of default or sale are recorded to
inform property owners of real estate fraud protection and foreclosure prevention
options and resources.

PURPOSE/JUSTIFICATION OF RECOMMENDED ACTIONS

The recommended changes seek to minimize the adverse impact of State actions on
the County, achieve greater flexibility over the use of State funds, secure State
assistance whenever possible, especially from non-General Fund sources, and promote
the growth of the State and local economy.

FISCAL OUTLOOK

- During 2009, the Governor and the Legislature enacted an estimated $60.0 billion in
solutions to address the State Budget deficit through June 30, 2010. The solutions
included a combination of funding shifts, revenue increases, Proposition 1A of 2004
borrowing, deferrals of payments to counties, use of one-time Federal Stimulus funds,
and major program reductions falling most heavily on health and human services,
education and corrections. The State Budget reductions resulted in estimated
County losses of $150.1 million in FY 2008-09 and $276.4 million in FY 2009-10,
for a total two-year loss of $426.5 million.

On November 18, 2009, the Legislative Analyst’'s Office (LAO) released its fiscal
outlook, which projects a State Budget shorifall of $20.7 billion through the end of
FY 2010-11, and annual deficits of approximately $20.0 billion thereafter through
FY 2014-15. The Governor has also indicated that the State’s shorifall would be at
least $12.4 billion to $14.4 billion through June 30, 2011.

According to the LAO, the Legislature made many difficult decisions to close the
$60.0 billion budget shortfall through the end of FY 2009-10; however, the LAO points
out that it may be more difficult to address the $20.7 billion shortfall in FY 2010-11
because many of the one-time solutions used to balance the budget in 2009 are no
longer available. In addition, the State continues to face numerous fiscal uncertainties
and risks, such as lawsuits related to prior budgetary actions, which if the courts rule
against the State, could increase the budget shortfall by millions or billions of dollars.

Since FY 2007-08 the State General Fund has been reduced by an estimated
17.3 percent from $102.3 billion to $84.6 billion in FY 2009-10. The primary reasons for
the decline are major drop in revenues because of the economic slowdown and enacted
solutions to balance the State Budget over the past two years. As such, the Governor
and the Legislature are faced with the difficult task to find solutions to address a budget
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deficit which would represent about 24 percent of the State General Fund by the end of
FY 2010-11. As a result of the State’s bleak economic outlook, the absence of
substantial legislative support for additional revenues, and the State’s obligation to meet
General Fund spending requirements such as Proposition 98 and debt service costs for
voter approved bonds, the County will once again be faced with the possibility of major
program curtailments in FY 2010-11 and future fiscal years.

It is anticipated that the Governor will be calling for a new Special Session in December
for the Legislature to return to Sacramento to begin work to address this latest fiscal
crisis.

COUNTY LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES

The impact of the previous two State budgets has extended throughout the full
spectrum of the County’s responsibility for safety net and protective services. The
two-year loss of $426.5 million greatly affected the County’s ability to maintain vital
services for its residents, and the potential of additional State Budget cutbacks would be
experienced most deeply in the delivery of health care, social services, and public
safety. Because of the State’s continuing fiscal problems and the reductions in State
financial support already imposed on the County, our State advocacy efforts will be
concentrated on the priorities listed below in 2010.

State Budget. As indicated above, given the State’s chronic budget problems and the
uncertain economic environment, the County will focus its advocacy efforts on the
restoration and preservation of State funding, working primarily through the
budget process. In addition, the County will continue to support adequate
funding for programs it operates on behalf of the State, and oppose additional
program reductions unaccompanied by a commensurate diminution of
responsibility and any attempt to shift costs to the County.

Health Care Financing. California’s current 1115 Medicaid Waiver, which funds
disproportionate share hospitals and indigent care, is set to expire in August 2010. The
State Department of Health Care Services is working on the Waiver renewal and will
engage stakeholders to assist in the development of the agreement. The next Waiver is
vital for the County. It should provide additional resources and focus on reforming the
health care delivery system through the development of additional medical homes and
coordinated care for the patients we serve, while containing costs.

In the upcoming year, the County will seek, in collaboration with other
stakeholders, the Administration, and the Legislature, to ensure that the renewal
of the Medicaid Waiver maximizes the drawdown of Federal funds for services
and facilities to support and strengthen the County’s health care system and
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safety net, and to expand health care coverage and access for low-income
individuals.

Corrections Reform. In August 2009, a three-judge Federal court panel ordered the
State to reduce the prison population, over two years, to 137.5 percent of its design
capacity which would have resulted in the release_of an estimated 46,000 inmates. The
State filed an appeal of the court order before the U.S. Supreme Court, but ultimately
complied with the three-judge panel and submitted a plan in September 2009. The plan
was rejected in October and the State submitted a revised plan on November 12, 2009.
However, it is anticipated that once the final court order is issued, the three-judge panel
will require the State to make further reductions to meet the required pnson population
level.

As the State continues to seek for ways to comply with the court order, it is very likely
that it would have to re-visit options such as the alternative custody proposal which
would allow for the early release of elderly and medically infirm inmates, and the
proposal to eliminate some “wobbler” crimes which are currently considered as either
felonies or misdemeanors. If enacted, these proposals would impose significant costs
on the County’s health, social services and public safety programs. Therefore, the
County will seek to be included in the development and implementation of any
Corrections Reform proposals which affect the County and its residents. The
County will also pursue funding to provide adequate services to assist offenders
in the successful completion of probation, avoid subsequent criminal activities,
and enable them to successfully reintegrate back into their communities.

Major Reform Proposals. As a result of the ongoing State Budget crisis, the political
gridlock within the Legislature and between the Governor and legislators, and other
major problems in Sacramento, a number of organizations such as, California Forward
and Repair California, are in the process of pursuing initiatives aimed at:
1) reforming the State Budget process and local government financing; 2) convening a
Constitutional convention; and 3) further protecting local revenue sources, such as
property taxes, transit, transportation and redevelopment funds. In addition, the
Legislative Leadership has created the State and Assembly Select Committees on
Improving State Government. These efforts are expected to result in reform measures
for placement on the November 2010 General Election ballot or legislative
recommendations to reform the State Budget process. ‘

Given the interdependence and the complexity that characterizes the relationship
between counties and the State, it is very important that the County carefully analyzes
and advocates on any reform proposals which may have major policy and fiscal
implications for the County. Therefore, the County will analyze and participate in
the development of any reform measures which have a major fiscal or operational
impact on County programs and/or operations.
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Water Quality Initiative. Stormwater and urban runoff drain into the flood control
system, waterways, and ultimately into the ocean with virtually no treatment. The
County, the City of Los Angeles, and other cities within the County are seeking to
construct watershed management projects that can remove pollutants from runoff.

All cities and County unincorporated areas face critical water quallty challenges. The
Los Angeles Area Regional Water Quality Control Board enforces the Total Maximum
Daily Loads (TMDLs), which is the amount of various pollutants that can go into
waterways and still meet public health standards. Each pollutant has its own specific
TMDLs, which applies to all cities and unincorporated areas, whether along the ocean
or far inland with seemingly no connection to waterways. There are significant fines for
violations of each TMDLs, ranging from $10,000 to $25,000 per day/per violation.
Currently, the Los Angeles County Flood Control Act authorizes the Los Angeles
County Flood Control District (District) to levy taxes to pay the obligations of the District,
but does not allow the District to impose a fee to mitigate stormwater runoff TMDLs.

Therefore, the County will pursue legislation to authorize the District to implement
stormwater fees, upon voter approval consistent with the requirements of
Proposition 218, to fund clean water programs.

RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO THE COUNTY’S STATE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA

The changes in the Attachment represent requests from County departments and
commissions to add or modify policy statements consistent with their operational goals
and plans. New policy statements represent emerging programs and issues for which
we are seeking your Board’s concurrence to guide future advocacy efforts. Some
policies are no longer applicable, and therefore, have been removed. The
recommended changes include modifications to policy statements for various items
including: procurement of diesel-electric powered hybrid fleet vehicles; authority for the
issuance of County bonds to securitize loans to offset the State’s borrowing of property
taxes; full funding for Youth Offender Block Grant; extension of the time period to
expend Proposition 1B transportation funds when the State defers Proposition 42 and/or
Highway Users Tax Administration funds; and various public health initiatives.

All other previously adopted State Legislative Agenda policies and positions remain in
effect; and as such, advocacy will continue on these matters. A revised comprehensive
list of all State Legislative Agenda policy statements will be published subsequent to
consideration of the changes included in this letter.

Legislation for which the County will seek sponsorship, consistent with existing Board
policies and positions, was provided in the October 30, 2009 Sacramento Update.
However, it should be noted that the State’s fiscal condition will likely affect the
Legislature’s receptivity to any County sponsored legislation with potential State cost
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increases. The State’s dire fiscal condition will also require that the County’s advocacy
be focused primarily on the State Budget.

PROPOSAL FOR COUNTY SPONSORSHIP IN 2010

On January 13, 2009, your Board approved a motion by Supervisor Ridley-Thomas,
which directed the CEO to report back on, among other things, efforts to address
the foreclosure and real estate fraud crisis. The motion also directed the
Registrar-Recorder and the Department of Consumers Affairs to report back on the
feasibility of instituting a mechanism to provide information and assistance to
homeowners when a notice of default is recorded.

On March 17, 2009, the CEO provided your Board a report regarding how the County
can move forward to provide strategic and effective assistance to homeowners that face
foreclosure and/or real estate fraud. The report contained a recommendation to
enhance the County’s existing real property transaction notification program by pursuing
legislation which would authorize the County to: 1) provide notification to homeowners
and lawful occupants of the property upon the recording of notices of default or sale;
2) charge a fee for the recording of notices of default and sale; and 3) utilize revenue
generated by the real estate transaction fees to inform property owners of real estate
fraud protection and foreclosure prevention options.

Existing law authorizes the County to charge a fee up to $7 at the time a deed, deed of
trust, or quitclaim deed is recorded and to mail a notification to homeowners. The
Board approved fee is currently at $4. Since 1997, the County has operated a
homeowner notification program to notify property owners when such documents are
recorded, and to inform them about real estate fraud protection and forgery. The
mailings also instruct homeowners to contact the County’s Department of Consumer
Affairs for information and assistance.

The Registrar-Recorder indicates the proposed legislation would enhance the existing
notification program to inform property owners and potentially tenants of property
subject to foreclosure that such action has been initiated. According to Department of
Consumer Affairs, the proposal could augment the existing public assistance and
education program by providing information on real estate fraud protection and
foreclosure prevention options and resources to homeowners in default. = County
Counsel drafted and approved legislative language to pursue this proposal.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS

The proposed policies and proposals in the State Legislative Agenda are consistent with
the County’s Strategic Plan Goals of: 1) Operational Effectiveness; 2) Children, Family
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and Adult Well-Being; 3) Community and Municipal Services; 4) Health and Mental
Health; and 5) Public Safety. These goals are achieved by:

» recommending new policies and revisions to existing Board-adopted policies to
respond to State actions affecting the County and current economic conditions
and challenges;

» providing timely advocacy on proposals that could significantly affect County
programs and services; and

* pursuing legislation to secure new funding sources and oppose reductions in
program funding or new unfunded mandates on the County.

CONCLUSION

The recommended general policies and updated proposals in the Attachment are
submitted for your Board’s consideration as the guiding principles for the County’s
advocacy efforts in the second year of the 2009-10 State Legislative Session. The
policies and proposals contained in this package are in addition to, and are not intended
to be exclusive of, other positions your Board may adopt. As in the past, the State
Legislative Agenda will be updated to reflect subsequent Board actions.

Respecitfully submitted,

WILLIAM T FUJIOKA
Chief Executive Officer

WTF:RA
MR:VE:IGEA:sb

Attachment
c: Executive Officer, Board of Supervisors

Acting County Counsel
Ali Department Heads
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General State Legislative Principles

The County will seek to maximize State revenues; full funding for the costs of State
programs; additional funding for programs where service needs have outpaced
stagnant or slow growing revenues; funding formulae which ensure an equitable
allocation of State funding; minimize the adverse impact of State actions; achieve
greater flexibility over the use of State funds, secure State assistance whenever
possible, especially from non-General Fund sources, preserve the County’s property
tax, sales tax, locally-imposed taxes or fees, or Vehicle License Fee revenue base;
oppose: the shift of programs unless control is also shifted and State funding is
guaranteed; and new unfunded mandates unless they promote a hlgher priority. The
County also will:

1.

Oppose any legislation or regulation that would transfer to Los Angeles
County or its residents any costs or revenue losses incurred by another
jurisdiction.

Support or sponsor a constitutional amendment to reallocate to local school
districts the property tax revenue derived from State-assessed properties in
exchange for reallocation of non-ERAF property tax revenues derived from
the local roll.

Support proposals to restructure State and local service responsibilities if
they: create a nexus between authority, responsibility, accountability, and
revenues; promote program effectiveness and cost containment; and
recognize the limited fiscal capacity of counties by transferring sufficient
revenue in the first and subsequent years.

Oppose legislation to change the definition of revenue neutrality in special
cases, unless other entities are protected from unintended legal precedents
by language narrowly justifying the need for special legislation.

Support a constitutional amendment to provide that the State Budget and
related bills can be approved by a majority vote.

Support proposals that reduce the two-thirds vote requirement for increasing
revenues.

Oppose legislation that would constitute State unfunded land use and general
plan-related mandates on local governments.



1. Children and Families

1.1 Child Welfare Services

1.

2.

10.

1.

12.

Support increased funding for family preservation programs.

Support legislation to maintain the full Child Welfare Services allocation
independent of actual caseload for up to five years to cover the increased
costs of implementing new programs to improve outcomes for children by
allowing them to remain safely at home, shorten their length of stay in care
and reduce re-abuse.

Support proposals to ensure full funding for the Child Welfare Services
program, including increased funding to cover all mandated services,
pursuant to the SB 2030 Workload Study and the fully loaded costs of a social
worker.

Oppose proposals that would reduce protections for child welfare workers in
the legitimate exercise of their discretion in the performance of their dutles
thereby increasing liability to the County. =

Oppose unfunded mandates that do not enhance child safety or expedited
permanence.

Support proposals to enhance adoptions by increasing funding for adoption
activities and post-adoption services, and expanding to out-of-state private
adoption agencies the payments currently authorized to California private
adoption agencies for the unreimbursed costs of placing children for adoption.

Support funding of forensic medical examinations in child abuse cases.

Support funding for parenting programs aimed at teens and child care
services for teen parents.

Support legislation that increases funding for the use of family group
conferencing and team decision-making to develop an individualized plan for
the care of each child.

Support legislation to clarify that agencies providing services to a famlly may
share case information.

Support legislation to streamline Dependency Court procedures while
ensuring the safety and best interests of children.

Support proposals that simplify Welfare and Institutions Code statutes
regarding notice of dependency hearings.



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Support proposals that promote collaboration between child welfare, parks
and recreation and law enforcement agencies to enhance the County’s ability
to establish partnerships and develop programs that improve the quality of life
for children.

Support proposals to clarify and provide for social workers’ access to
dependent children’s medical, counseling, and education records.

Support proposals to fund Child Welfare Services outcome improvements
included in the County’s Self-Improvement Plan, including Point of
Engagement, the State’s AB 636 Outcomes and Accountability System and
the Federal Children and Family Services Review (CFSR).

Support proposals that increase the types of professionals required to report
suspected cases of child abuse.

Support proposals that enhance and improve child safety.

1.2 Child Welfare Services — Foster Care

1.

Support continued eligibility of immigrant foster children for Medi-Céi and
Foster Care funds.

Support proposals to increase appropriate foster care resources by funding
targeted recruitment, review of existing foster care payment rates to ensure
equity and appropriateness, and professionalizing foster parenting.

Support State reimbursement for the placement of dependent children who
are eligible for regional center services, in for-profit group homes, when a
not-for-profit facility is unavailable.

Support proposals that would allow counties to secure increased Federal
funds for foster care and other services provided to abused and neglected
children at no increased net cost to the State General Fund.

Support legislation and funding to allow the California Department of Social
Services Community Care Licensing Division and local government to make
unannounced visits to Foster Family Agency certified homes.

Support efforts which enhance legal permanency for children in foster care by
promoting kinship adoption, enhancing Kin-GAP and supporting subsidized
legal guardianship without requiring the full array of ongoing court and Child
Welfare Services.

Support legislation and funding to facilitate successful emancipation, promote
self-sufficiency and improve opportunities for youth aging out of foster care.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Support proposals which allow the sharing of information concerning family
homes certified by foster family agencies to prevent the licensure, approval
and/or re-certification of previously de-certified homes.

Support proposals to simplify foster care program eligibility requirements.

Support proposals to enhance permanency for children by streamlining and
consolidating the separate studies and criminal clearances that must be
administered to a caregiver for licensure, approval, and adoption.

Support proposals and funding to ensure that the educational system
appropriately meets the educational needs of children in foster care, including
improved monitoring of non-public schools.

Support proposals that provide and fund substance abuse treatment services
for children and parents in the Child Welfare Services system.

Support proposals to shorten the timeframes to achieve permanence
including expanding the court’s authority to expedite permanency by limiting
reunification services on all children if the parent has failed to participate
regularly and make substantive progress in the case plan.

Support proposals which allow flexibility in the use of funds to provide
services to families and caregivers to strengthen their parenting abilities and
prevent the need for placement, shorten the length of stay and reduce re-
abuse.

Support funding for proposals that would expand searches for relatives,
provide technical assistance and training so that permanent, lifelong
connections for children and youth of all ages can be achieved.

Support proposals that achieve permanency for previously adopted children
who have returned to the foster care system as a result of an adoption
disruption or the death or incapacitation of an adoptive parent.

Support proposals that reduce use of out-of-home placement because the
best interests of children are served when they can safely remain with their
parents or guardian.

Support proposals that improve timelines for permanent placement of
dependent children to provide a safe, permanent family connection and
promote emotional health, well-being, and stability.

Support proposals to secure credit reports for foster youth.

Support proposals to fully fund Emancipated Youth Stipends and the
Independent Living Program. .



1.3 Child Care and Child Development

1.

Support efforts to enhance the quality of early care and education that set
high standards for all services and program types and address the needs of
all children including those with disabilities and other special needs, and their
families.

Support efforts to develop and implement a Statewide quality rating and
improvement system and a system to adjust reimbursement rates based on
demonstrated quality. L ; o
Support efforts to develop and sustain a well-educated and highly skilled
professional workforce prepared to serve the cultural and linguistically diverse
child and family populations of Los Angeles County.

Support efforts to ensure the health and safety of all children cared for in
licensed early care and education facilities as afforded by timely, regular, and
frequent on-site monitoring by the California Department of Social Services,
Community Care Licensing Division.

Support efforts to adequately fund high-quality early care and education
services for all children from low and moderate income families.

Support efforts to streamline administrative processes to expand access for
low-income families, ensure continuity of care, and promote flexible use of
child care and development funding to meet the needs of families.

Support efforts to expand the supply of appropriate early care and education
services by including these services in city and county general plans.

Support proposals designed to prevent, detect, investigate and, when
appropriate, prosecute fraud in subsidized child care programs.

Support efforts to ensure that vulnerable children and their families have
access to consistent, uninterrupted subsidized early care and education
services.

2. Environment, Natural Resources and Recreation

2.1 _Air Quality

1.

Support proposals and/or funding to assist local governments to purchase
hybrids, idle reduction devices, upgrade infrastructure, make facility
improvements and convert vehicle fleets to alternative fuels to enable the shift
toward more fuel-efficient vehicles and lower carbon fuels to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and to improve air quality.

Support funding to assist local government compliance with existing and
pending regulations to reduce emissions from both mobile and fixed sources.

5



10.

11.

12.

13.

Support measures to develop and increase the availability and use of
alternative fuels, and retrofit of existing generators and fleets.

Oppose cuts in assistance to local government fuel emission reduction
programs.

Support measures that promote the development of cleaner burning fuels and
other feasible technologies that heip meet Federal and State air quality
standards.

Support measures that allow for innovation and local erxiBiIity in -develdping,
maintaining, and expanding cost-effective programs that increase vehicle
ridership.

Support legisiation that provides increased funding for the reduction of
particulate matter emissions from on-road diesel vehicles and other diesel-
powered equipment such as backhoes, forklifts, air compressors, and large
portable emergency generators, independent of nitrous oxide emissions.

Support proposails that provide authority to local and regional agencies to
reduce locomotive, railyard, port, and mobile source emissions.

Support proposals that return a greater share of funds to local areas which
generate AB 2766 revenues, and provide greater flexibility to local programs
to comply with air quality rules and regulations.

Support measures that would require local air districts, through their On-Road
Vehicle Mitigation Options, to give credit for emissions reduction to employers
for their employees commuting in hybrid vehicles that have a minimum
Federal Environmental Protection Agency rating of 30 miles per gallon (city).

Support legislation that would allow public agencies to procure on-road,
diesel-electric powered, hybrid vehicles to be deployed as fleet work vehicles.

Oppose legislation that provides broad and categorical California
Environmental Quality Act exemptions for the South Coast Air Quality
Management District with respect to emission credits and the issuance of
permits.

Support legislation that provides narrow and tailored exemptions to
immediately allow essential public projects, hospitals, and historically
exempted projects such as small businesses to gain South Coast Air Quality
Management District permits, and emission credits.



2.2 Beaches

1.

Support measures that provide funding for beach erosion and accretion
monitoring and for beach sand replenishment, including full funding of the
Public Beach Restoration Act of 1999.

Support funding to maintain clean beaches and improve the water quality of
coastal waters, estuaries, bays and near shore waters.

Support funding for refurbishment and construction of restrooms, parking lots,
accessways, lifeguard and maintenance facilities, docks, Iandscaplng and
other related beach and marina infrastructure on public beaches and at
Marina del Rey.

Support proposals to include beaches in the definition of parks for the
purpose of qualifying for park funding programs, if the beaches are in densely
populated urban areas and are used by large numbers of residents as if they
were an urban park.

Oppose legislation to provide the Coastal Commission additional discretion in
approving permits for construction of seawalls, revetments, breakwaters,
groins, harbor channels, or similar structures.

Oppose legislation to establish an off-leash dog beach in Los Angeles County
unless it provides for State indemnification of the County and an appropriation
to fund all additional County costs associated with an off-leash dog beach
program.

Support ongoing funding for local agencies for the operation and maintenance
of State-owned beaches, such as Will Rogers State Beach and Dockweiler
State Beach.

Oppose proposals to eliminate the California Department of Boating and
Waterways.

2.3 Environmental Protection and Open Space

1.

Support increased funding for environmental protection programs and capital
projects, including resource, open space, and shoreline protection, as well as
Santa Monica Bay and beach restoration.

Support proposals to establish a Statewide endowment fund to protect,
restore and maintain natural resource areas such as mountains, forests,
beaches, park natural areas, preserves, wildlife/wildflower sanctuaries,
greenways, riparian corridors, trails and other natural environments
containing ecological, geological, habitat, cultural, recreational and scenic
value.



Support funding for the control, removal and/or eradication of invasive
species that negatively affect natural landscape and open space areas.

Support legislation to promote environmentally friendly programs that address
reasonable protection of resources such as pesticide use, care of trees,
ecological systems and open space, and use of gray and reclaimed water.

Support measures which, consistent with Board-adopted policies, promote
the preservation and restoration of Los Angeles County mountain, bay,
watershed, river and wetland areas..

Support legislation that provides property tax credit for the recording of open
space and conservation easements on property.

Support legislation to collect a fee of up to $6 upon the annual registration or
renewal of motor vehicle registrations to fund projects and grants that
prevent, reduce, remediate, or mitigate the adverse environmental effects of
motor vehicles and their associated faciliies and other infrastructure
improvement projects.

Support legislation that would exempt routine maintenance and operation of
existing publicly owned facilities from Regional Board permits and Streambed
Alteration Agreements.

.4 Parks

2.4

Support proposals to fund for acquisition, development, and rehabilitation of
parks and recreation facilities and open space, and seek additional funding
for the establishment of new urban parks in the underserved areas of the
County.

Support proposals to provide ongoing funding of local agencies for the
operation and maintenance of parks and open space areas, such as Castaic
Lake State Recreation Area, Kenneth Hahn State Recreation Area, and
Placerita Canyon State Recreation Area.

Support proposals to fund and promote partnering opportunities with social
service agencies and schools for youth programs, services, and facilities that
incorporate positive recreation alternatives and that provide employment
opportunities for youth. ‘

Support legislation that promotes innovative programs that provide
alternatives to gang activity and encourage the employment of at-risk youth.

Support proposals to fund or promote partnering opportunities with social
service and health agencies to increase healthy activities and exercise
programs in parks for youth and adults.



10.

11.

Support proposals to fund after-school programs in park facilities and schools
operated by parks and recreation agencies, with special incentives and
funding for programs in identified high-crime areas.

Support proposals which promote partnering opportunities with social and
health service agencies and allow park and recreation programs to be eligible
for State preventive health funding.

Support proposals to fund the urban reforestation programs of the California
Division of Forestry. L ;
Support proposals to fund of State mandated fingerprinting of all park staff
and volunteers responsible for supervision of minors.

Oppose legislation that would increase exposure to, or reduce immunities
from, governmental liability related to the ownership, construction, operation
or maintenance of recreational facilities.

Support proposals to fund for new and expanded programs that encourage all
children to participate in outdoor recreational activities and programs that
involve increased physical activity to address the obesity issue in our youth.

2.5 Watershed Management and Flood Control

1.

Support proposals to fund for demonstration grants for projects that link
watershed management, environmental restoration, recreation, open space
and beach improvements.

Support proposals which promote environmentally-friendly flood control
improvements and projects, and do not diminish the performance of flood
control systems.

Oppose legislation that would grant cities the authority to set waste discharge
standards for separate municipal sewer systems.

‘Support legislation to allow counties, flood control districts, and other public

agencies to implement stormwater fees, upon voter approval and/or
consistent with the requirements of Proposition 218, to adequately fund clean
water programs.

Support proposals that provide public agencies and special districts with
immunities from liability to encourage development of multi-use watershed
management, environmental restoration, open space, and recreation projects
within flood protection and water conservation facilities.



10.

1.

12.

Support proposals that incorporate the principles of the “Safe Harbor
Program,” as established by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, into the State
Department of Fish and Game’s Streambed Alteration Agreement for the
development of watershed management and water quality enhancement
projects.

Support proposals to fund river and stream education and interpretive
facilities, such as the San Gabriel River Discovery Center at Whittier Narrows
Regional Park.

Support proposals that promote a sha.remFewderal, State and local fuhding
formula to pay for implementation of Total Maximum Daily Load and other
stormwater requirements.

Support legislation to fund the planning, construction, operation, and
maintenance of watershed or multi-use projects including integrated water
resource projects.

Support authorization and funding for the Los Angeles County Drainage Area
Project, as required by AB 1147.

Support legislation that identifies financial incentives (such as no- or low-
interest loans, tax credits, etc.) to assist and encourage the hundreds of
thousands of California homeowners (rural, coastal and urban) who operate
Onsite Wastewater Treatment Systems (OWTS), to test and structurally
upgrade, as determined, their OWTS as required for compliance with AB 885.

Support proposals that provide funding for the evaluation of structural and
hydraulic conditions and rehabilitation of sewer infrastructure to reduce
sanitary sewer overflows and for the protection of surface and ground water

supply.

2.6 Water Supply

1.

Support proposals to fund counties and other local agencies to treat
groundwater for the removal of arsenic to meet United States Environmental
Protection Agency and California Department of Health Services standards.

Support funding to implement the aggressive removal of carcmogens from
drinking water in Los Angeles County.

Support legislation to improve the reliability of water imported into Los
Angeles County.

Support legislation to encourage water conservatlon and increase the
efficiency of water use.

10



10.

11.

Oppose legislation that would create unrealistic requirements that impede the
construction of water facilities in improved and developed areas.

Support proposals to fund for the design and construction of a recycled water
system for the Antelope Valley to reduce reliance on imported water and
improve water supply reliability.

Support legislation that would promote groundwater banking programs and
facilitate the regulatory approval process required for implementation of
groundwater banking programs.

Support legislation that is directed at increasing the use of recycled water
within Los Angeles County.

Oppose legislation that restricts the use of recycled water for groundwater
basin recharge or for any application, except direct potable reuse.

Support legislation to increase the reliability of State and local water supplies
with appropriate infrastructure and equitable funding levels utilizing the
following principles: Local Water Reliability and Conservation, Protection and
Improvement of Water Quality, New Water Supplies, Conveyance and
Storage, Equitable Allocation Criteria for Regional Projects, Bond Funding
and Appropriations consistent with other County principles, and Delta
Sustainability.

Support legislation that enhances the ability of water purveyors to achieve
water conservation objectives through the use of tiered water rates which are
defined to provide greater flexibility to the purveyor and increase the incentive
to the customer.

2.7 Recycling and Waste Reduction

1.

Support proposals that increase flexibility for local agencies to meet the waste
reduction goals of the State Integrated Waste Management Act.

Support proposals to correct deficiencies in State waste disposal reporting
requirements, which may unreasonably cause a local agency to fail to
achieve the State’s fifty percent waste reduction mandate.

Support legislation which promotes the development of alternatives to fandfills
such as conversion technologies that protect public health and safety and the
environment; establish a viable permitting process for these alternatives
based on performance standards rather than prescriptive definitions; provide
full diversion and greenhouse gas emission reduction credits for these
alternatives under applicable State law; and provide that all energy produced
by these conversion technology facilities be designated as renewable energy.

11



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Support proposals to fund local governments for the environmentally safe
management of hazardous and electronic waste. '

Support legislation and funding to expand markets for diverted materials and
support measures for Recycling Market Development Zones.

Support proposals that eliminate overlapping solid waste and recycling
authority between State agencies/departments, and establish greater multi-
disciplinary coordination of State environmental policies.

Support legislation to place greater emphasis on waste diversion program
implementation, rather than relying primarily on quantity management, for the
purpose of determining a local government’'s compliance with mandates
established in the California Integrated Waste Management Act.

Support legislation to provide increased local government representation on
the California Integrated Waste Management Board.

Oppose legislation to eliminate diversion credits for the use of green waste as
alternative daily cover.

Support legislation that would increase the use of recycled materials on
highway construction, repair projects, and other public works projects.

Support legislation that would assist local governments in developing and
enhancing source reduction and recycling initiatives.

Support legislation to conduct a comprehensive environmental life-cycle
assessment of waste management practices in California including waste
reduction and recycling as well as the impact of materials transported outside
of the State.

Support legislation that places greater emphasis on producer/manufacturer
responsibility for the environmental impact of their products and the waste
that is produced, and shifts end-of-life management and financial
responsibilities from local governments to producers, in order to reduce public
costs and encourage improvements in product design that promote
environmental sustainability.

Support legislation that provides or facilitates funding for and/or strengthens
the ability of local governments to prevent and remediate illegal dumping of
trash and rubbish, including open desert areas and vacant lands adjacent to
low income communities.

Support legislation which promotes market development and manufacturer
stewardship of products made of alternatives to polystyrene.
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16.

17.

18.

Support legislation which promotes market development and manufacturer
stewardship of environmentally friendly food packaging products.

Support legislation to: 1) repeal the provision of Assembly Bill 2449,
Chapter 845, Statutes of 2006, (Section 42254 (b)(2) of the Public Resources
Code), which prohibits any public agency, including local governments, from
imposing a fee on plastic carryout bags at supermarkets and retail stores; and
2) implement a Statewide fee on plastic carryout bags, with the provision that
funds raised would be directed to local governments on a per-capita basis for
litter prevention and source reduction efforts; or, established Statewide
benchmarks to reduce the consumption of plastic carryout bags and increase
at-store recycling of plastic bags.

Support legislation to amend the provision of Assembly Bill 2449,
Chapter 845, Statutes of 2006, (Section 42252(a) of the Public Resources
Code) to also require an environmental awareness message imprinted on
each plastic carryout bag describing the negative impacts littered plastic
carryout bags have on the environment and wildlife and the need to use
reusable bags.

3. General Government

3.1 Retirement, Compensation and Benefits, and Workers’ Compensation

1.

Support or sponsor local option legislation to implement employee
compensation or benefit changes, as directed by the Board of Supervisors.

Oppose legislation that mandates or authorizes compensation or benefit
changes without approval of the Board of Supervisors.

Oppose legislation which would remove the Board of Supervisors’ control
over benefit increases or decreases in the Los Angeles County Retirement
System that increase the County’s cost.

Support legislation that promotes the timely provision of reasonable and
necessary medical care while opposing legislation that erodes the medical
reforms accomplished by the 2003-04 session workers’ compensation reform
legislation and oppose legislation that increases workers' compensation
benefits unless it maintains a fair and equitable balance for employers and
employees within the reforms previously adopted by the legislature.

Support workers’ compensation reform proposals that align public sector
workers’ compensation benefits with private sector benefits to the greatest
extent practical.

Oppose legislation that mandates eligibility of additional employees for safety
workers' compensation benefits or safety retirement benefit provisions.
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10.

11.

12.

Oppose legislation that expands existing or creates new presumptions related
to injuries, ilinesses, diseases, or physical conditions and that can be claimed
as job-related for workers’ compensation or service-connected disability
retirement.

Oppose legislation that eliminates current requirements that employees
demonstrate on-the-job exposure in order to qualify for workers’
compensation or service-connected disability retirement benefits.

Support proposals to clarify the rights and responsibilities of the County to
pay Advanced Disability Pension Benefits to safety members to ensure that
all appropriate County costs are reimbursed.

Support legislation to fund the Public Interest Attorney Loan Repayment
Program to assist in the recruitment and retention of public defenders and
prosecutors, or any other student loan repayment assistance or forgiveness
legislation which promotes the recruitment and retention of public defenders
and prosecutors.

Support legislation to eliminate billing fraud in the workers’ compensation
system.

Support legislation to allow any Los Angeles County employee who becomes
permanently incapacitated in the performance of their duty as a direct
consequence of an injury or disease arising out of active service while on
military leave, to be eligible for retirement for non-service connected disability
regardiess of age and years of service or surviving spouse.

3.2 Land Use Planning

1.

Oppose legislation that infringes upon county board of supervisors’ local land
use decision-making authority.

Support proposals to impose liens on non owner-occupied properties to
recover costs associated with code compliance enforcement.

Oppose legislation that imposes financial penaities on local governments for
implementing zoning regulations that reduce the value of affected private
properties.

Support legislation that promotes the development of housing sites near
public transit hubs, discourages sprawl, or promotes urban design that
encourages safe walking and cycling routes to commercial districts and
schools if financed by a mutually agreed upon funding mechanism.
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10.

11.

12.

Support legislation to correct inequities in the Coastal Act which currently
require that coastal county approvals of coastal development permits for uses
that are not the “principal permitted use” specified for a county zone, be
subject to appeals to the California Coastal Commission, but do not require
the same of similarly approved coastal development approvals by coastal
cities.

Support legislation which subjects sober-living homes to local zoning
regulations.

Support proposals to require the State fo disclose how it computes the
Regional Housing Needs Assessment allocations including how local
information is used in these calculations.

Oppose legislation that requires the eligibility criteria for competitive
affordable housing grants to include meeting the local jurisdiction’s Regional
Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) allocation goal because the State has
not 