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Having trouble viewing this email? Click here


Small Business Help!


The Vacation Trailer
RV Rental Company


www.pasoroblesRVrentals.com


Event Venue
Fresh Produce & Local Products,


Gift shop &
Critter Coral for the Kids.


  


Home Repairs
Text 661-549-6843


Click on the Videos, Links or Logos for More Info


Select campgrounds now open.
Luv 2 Camp - RV Rental
YOU RENT, WE DELIVER!


Click Here for Rates.
Click Image for a full update on who is


open for camping.....


 


Harry's nonessential
LIVE STREAMING!


Please join us in out efforts to help local
bands survive through the 


Coronavirus pandemic.
We hope to see you all soon! ROCK ON!!
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Click Here and take
advantage TODAY!


 


 


Dentistry For Children


 


Click Here and take
advantage TODAY!


 


Call for Your Free Estimate!


 


 _   


Pismo Beach Clean Up 
JUNE 7th


8 AM-9:30 AM
Brought to you by


The PISMO Beach Chamber of Commerce


   


We're back!
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California Governors
Office of Business


Book A Stay Today!!!
The Pismo Beach Hotel


 


Affordable pictures
for any occasion.


Product/Website pics also avail.
805-864-6837


Live music returns to
Sculpterra Winery.


Award-winning singer-songwriter Ynana Rose 
(pronounced "Yuh-nah-nah"). She's played 
Sculpterra many times, and returns with her


 second album, Tea Leaf Confessions.


   
Did you have to cancel your wedding due to


Coronavirus?  
Are you now looking for an affordable option


for your wedding?


We are happy to help!
Windmill Farms, AG
Book your next event or quincenera!
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Channel Counties Cities:
 
Attached you will find a list of priority bills for the remainder of the legislative session.  Earlier
in the year there were over 2,600 bills introduced and made it past the first deadline.  Because
of Covid-19 the list of bills have been pared back dramatically.
 
As of today, there are a limited number of bills the League has taken a position on.  Next week
on June 4-5 The League will be conducting Policy Committees via Zoom taking positions on
bills and determining priority action Items.  We will send out sample letters with targeted lists
at that point.
 


LAO Budget Highlights
 
Analysis Indicated a Likely Budget Problem Under Two Recession Scenarios


·       Somewhat Optimistic: U-shaped recession—$18 billion budget problem.
·       Somewhat Pessimistic: L-shaped recession—$31 billion budget problem.


 
Revenue Declines Drive the Budget Problem in Both Scenarios


·       U-shaped recession: $26 billion revenue decline. „
·       L-shaped recession: $39 billion revenue decline


                                                                                                    
LAO Budget Analysis
https://lao.ca.gov/Budget?year=2020&subjectArea=May
 
LAO Fiscal Outlook
https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4228
 
 


SUPPORT LOCAL RECOVERY COALITION
 
The statewide coalition continues to grow with local officials, cities, business and labor
groups.  The coalition will be the main vehicle in lobbying our elected officials at the state and
federal level.  On Tuesday, Senate Leader McConnell did concede that another round of fiscal
stimulus targeting state and local governments will probably be necessary although no $$
figures were mentioned. 
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California


			*All data reflects estimated awards, actual award may vary. Estimates are based on data from CRS, Census Bureau, and HUD


			*2021 state allocation assumes equal unemployment distribution and that labor force shares remain constant


			*Entitlement community and county data is based on the 2019 Census


			*Nonentitlement communities allocation data is based on the 2018 Census, estimates reflect the total nonentitlement that underlying population generates - overlapping jurisdictions may reduce amounts provided to governments, and town totals will not sum to total allocation


			State Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			State of California			21,490,000,000			25,929,000,000


			Local Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			Local total estimates			30,513,000,000			15,257,000,000


			Adelanto city			11,243,183			5,621,591


			Agoura Hills city			6,738,010			3,369,005


			Alameda			55,536,937			27,768,469


			Alameda County			637,359,158			318,679,579


			Albany city			6,552,379			3,276,190


			Alhambra			48,498,450			24,249,225


			Aliso Viejo			10,515,455			5,257,728


			Alpine County			423,281			211,641


			Alturas city			825,795			412,897


			Amador City city			62,535			31,268


			Amador County			14,903,707			7,451,853


			American Canyon city			6,700,818			3,350,409


			Anaheim			206,258,689			103,129,345


			Anderson city			3,447,997			1,723,999


			Angels city			1,282,631			641,316


			Antioch			41,400,374			20,700,187


			Apple Valley			28,538,070			14,269,035


			Arcadia city			19,290,484			9,645,242


			Arcata city			6,008,981			3,004,490


			Arroyo Grande city			5,953,028			2,976,514


			Artesia city			5,512,977			2,756,489


			Arvin city			7,083,600			3,541,800


			Atascadero city			9,982,603			4,991,302


			Atherton town			2,365,479			1,182,739


			Atwater city			9,702,511			4,851,256


			Auburn city			4,641,762			2,320,881


			Avalon city			1,225,362			612,681


			Avenal city			4,350,480			2,175,240


			Azusa city			16,442,825			8,221,413


			Bakersfield			184,732,134			92,366,067


			Baldwin Park			45,915,688			22,957,844


			Banning city			10,286,393			5,143,196


			Barstow city			7,889,976			3,944,988


			Beaumont city			16,206,837			8,103,419


			Bell city			11,759,263			5,879,632


			Bell Gardens city			13,932,528			6,966,264


			Bellflower			43,751,717			21,875,859


			Belmont city			8,923,782			4,461,891


			Belvedere city			694,141			347,071


			Benicia city			9,316,438			4,658,219


			Berkeley			130,953,384			65,476,692


			Beverly Hills city			11,250,753			5,625,376


			Big Bear Lake city			1,738,151			869,076


			Biggs city			567,425			283,713


			Bishop city			1,232,932			616,466


			Blue Lake city			415,366			207,683


			Blythe city			6,569,165			3,284,583


			Bradbury city			356,780			178,390


			Brawley city			8,631,842			4,315,921


			Brea city			14,350,527			7,175,264


			Brentwood city			20,998,684			10,499,342


			Brisbane city			1,544,621			772,311


			Buellton city			1,681,540			840,770


			Buena Park			41,859,385			20,929,692


			Burbank			49,979,834			24,989,917


			Burlingame city			10,027,694			5,013,847


			Butte County			82,176,591			41,088,295


			Calabasas city			7,884,051			3,942,026


			Calaveras County			17,210,572			8,605,286


			Calexico city			13,211,069			6,605,534


			California City city			4,679,284			2,339,642


			Calimesa city			2,941,461			1,470,731


			Calipatria city			2,439,534			1,219,767


			Calistoga city			1,751,646			875,823


			Camarillo			15,636,982			7,818,491


			Campbell city			13,976,961			6,988,481


			Canyon Lake city			3,708,341			1,854,171


			Capitola city			3,317,660			1,658,830


			Carlsbad			25,662,341			12,831,170


			Carmel-by-the-Sea city			1,270,124			635,062


			Carpinteria city			4,429,143			2,214,571


			Carson			38,444,014			19,222,007


			Cathedral City			29,329,646			14,664,823


			Ceres city			16,051,486			8,025,743


			Cerritos city			16,608,708			8,304,354


			Chico			41,657,186			20,828,593


			Chino			26,865,870			13,432,935


			Chino Hills			19,938,668			9,969,334


			Chowchilla city			6,178,155			3,089,078


			Chula Vista			116,714,239			58,357,119


			Citrus Heights			30,569,474			15,284,737


			Claremont city			12,006,113			6,003,056


			Clayton city			4,012,789			2,006,395


			Clearlake city			5,063,382			2,531,691


			Cloverdale city			2,922,043			1,461,021


			Clovis City			35,868,856			17,934,428


			Clovis city			36,870,135			18,435,067


			Coachella city			15,087,127			7,543,563


			Coalinga city			5,441,885			2,720,942


			Colfax city			658,266			329,133


			Colma town			495,016			247,508


			Colton city			18,017,068			9,008,534


			Colusa city			1,945,505			972,753


			Colusa County			8,078,340			4,039,170


			Commerce city			4,215,535			2,107,768


			Compton			72,293,948			36,146,974


			Concord			50,685,806			25,342,903


			Contra Costa County			449,900,582			224,950,291


			Corcoran city			7,134,286			3,567,143


			Corning city			2,485,941			1,242,971


			Corona			59,743,024			29,871,512


			Coronado city			7,040,154			3,520,077


			Corte Madera town			3,226,161			1,613,081


			Costa Mesa			54,359,042			27,179,521


			Cotati city			2,501,082			1,250,541


			Covina city			15,786,205			7,893,103


			Crescent City city			2,239,750			1,119,875


			Cudahy city			7,841,922			3,920,961


			Culver City city			12,906,621			6,453,310


			Cupertino City			18,618,114			9,309,057


			Cypress city			16,113,692			8,056,846


			Daly City			51,402,012			25,701,006


			Dana Point city			11,101,655			5,550,828


			Danville town			14,695,788			7,347,894


			Davis			35,580,097			17,790,048


			Del Mar city			1,430,741			715,371


			Del Norte County			10,427,196			5,213,598


			Del Rey Oaks city			549,323			274,661


			Delano City			27,240,424			13,620,212


			Desert Hot Springs city			9,507,006			4,753,503


			Diamond Bar city			18,521,958			9,260,979


			Dinuba city			8,003,198			4,001,599


			Dixon city			6,746,239			3,373,119


			Dorris city			296,878			148,439


			Dos Palos city			1,816,814			908,407


			Downey			52,347,724			26,173,862


			Duarte city			7,085,246			3,542,623


			Dublin city			20,881,842			10,440,921


			Dunsmuir city			517,397			258,699


			East Palo Alto city			9,715,676			4,857,838


			Eastvale city			21,335,058			10,667,529


			El Cajon			65,252,447			32,626,224


			El Centro			27,101,975			13,550,987


			El Cerrito city			8,426,133			4,213,067


			El Dorado County			72,300,148			36,150,074


			El Monte			83,686,536			41,843,268


			El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles) city			10,602,032			5,301,016


			El Segundo city			5,502,774			2,751,387


			Elk Grove			44,178,973			22,089,487


			Emeryville city			3,983,826			1,991,913


			Encinitas			17,033,096			8,516,548


			Escalon city			2,497,132			1,248,566


			Escondido			86,988,374			43,494,187


			Etna city			236,317			118,159


			Eureka city			8,885,932			4,442,966


			Exeter city			3,466,758			1,733,379


			Fairfax town			2,486,600			1,243,300


			Fairfield			41,223,761			20,611,881


			Farmersville city			3,541,142			1,770,571


			Ferndale city			448,937			224,469


			Fillmore city			5,203,263			2,601,632


			Firebaugh city			2,743,653			1,371,826


			Folsom city			26,008,746			13,004,373


			Fontana			100,408,635			50,204,318


			Fort Bragg city			2,422,090			1,211,045


			Fort Jones city			227,760			113,880


			Fortuna city			4,041,753			2,020,876


			Foster City city			11,240,220			5,620,110


			Fountain Valley			17,217,504			8,608,752


			Fowler city			2,221,977			1,110,988


			Fremont			80,895,933			40,447,966


			Fresno			340,152,078			170,076,039


			Fresno County			374,580,101			187,290,051


			Fullerton			66,620,776			33,310,388


			Galt city			8,702,276			4,351,138


			Garden Grove			97,092,403			48,546,201


			Gardena			30,117,206			15,058,603


			Gilroy City			22,395,797			11,197,898


			Glendale			95,526,514			47,763,257


			Glendora City			14,568,506			7,284,253


			Glenn County			10,645,023			5,322,511


			Goleta			10,785,994			5,392,997


			Gonzales city			2,758,793			1,379,396


			Grand Terrace city			4,141,809			2,070,905


			Grass Valley city			4,250,423			2,125,212


			Greenfield city			5,808,539			2,904,269


			Gridley city			2,176,556			1,088,278


			Grover Beach city			4,452,511			2,226,255


			Guadalupe city			2,509,639			1,254,819


			Gustine city			1,927,074			963,537


			Half Moon Bay city			4,269,842			2,134,921


			Hanford			26,446,122			13,223,061


			Hawaiian Gardens city			4,711,539			2,355,769


			Hawthorne			62,719,231			31,359,615


			Hayward			73,348,076			36,674,038


			Healdsburg city			3,983,826			1,991,913


			Hemet			44,105,277			22,052,639


			Hercules city			8,426,133			4,213,067


			Hermosa Beach city			6,406,573			3,203,287


			Hesperia			48,874,247			24,437,124


			Hidden Hills city			624,694			312,347


			Highland city			18,235,942			9,117,971


			Hillsborough town			3,766,598			1,883,299


			Hollister city			13,082,707			6,541,353


			Holtville city			2,197,950			1,098,975


			Hughson city			2,485,283			1,242,642


			Humboldt County			50,823,019			25,411,510


			Huntington Beach			59,168,519			29,584,259


			Huntington Park			61,028,857			30,514,429


			Huron city			2,398,721			1,199,361


			Imperial Beach city			9,033,713			4,516,856


			Imperial city			5,824,008			2,912,004


			Imperial County			67,940,612			33,970,306


			Indian Wells city			1,790,483			895,242


			Indio City			41,653,265			20,826,632


			Industry city			66,485			33,242


			Inglewood			67,272,708			33,636,354


			Inyo County			6,763,131			3,381,565


			Ione city			2,752,539			1,376,270


			Irvine			102,032,630			51,016,315


			Irwindale city			481,522			240,761


			Isleton city			277,788			138,894


			Jackson city			1,573,585			786,792


			Jurupa Valley			57,145,102			28,572,551


			Kerman city			4,949,173			2,474,586


			Kern County			337,501,170			168,750,585


			King City city			4,615,432			2,307,716


			Kings County			57,339,829			28,669,915


			Kingsburg city			3,963,090			1,981,545


			La Cañada Flintridge city			6,657,373			3,328,686


			La Habra			32,533,541			16,266,771


			La Habra Heights city			1,761,849			880,924


			La Mesa			21,333,347			10,666,674


			La Mirada city			16,023,181			8,011,590


			La Palma city			5,123,942			2,561,971


			La Puente city			13,135,039			6,567,519


			La Quinta city			13,670,538			6,835,269


			La Verne city			10,600,057			5,300,028


			Lafayette city			8,728,936			4,364,468


			Laguna Beach city			7,567,096			3,783,548


			Laguna Hills city			10,211,022			5,105,511


			Laguna Niguel			15,810,055			7,905,028


			Laguna Woods city			5,281,268			2,640,634


			Lake County			24,139,416			12,069,708


			Lake Elsinore city			22,441,274			11,220,637


			Lake Forest			24,574,114			12,287,057


			Lakeport city			1,624,600			812,300


			Lakewood			23,570,632			11,785,316


			Lancaster			71,077,076			35,538,538


			Larkspur city			4,057,551			2,028,776


			Lassen County			11,462,342			5,731,171


			Lathrop city			7,663,532			3,831,766


			Lawndale city			10,780,422			5,390,211


			Lemon Grove city			8,876,387			4,438,194


			Lemoore city			8,713,466			4,356,733


			Lincoln city			15,791,142			7,895,571


			Lindsay city			4,434,738			2,217,369


			Live Oak city			2,886,825			1,443,413


			Livermore			20,882,323			10,441,162


			Livingston city			4,748,401			2,374,201


			Lodi			30,955,123			15,477,562


			Loma Linda city			8,024,920			4,012,460


			Lomita city			6,754,138			3,377,069


			Lompoc			25,306,581			12,653,290


			Long Beach			294,195,405			147,097,703


			Loomis town			2,245,674			1,122,837


			Los Alamitos city			3,794,574			1,897,287


			Los Altos city			10,048,759			5,024,379


			Los Altos Hills town			2,817,049			1,408,525


			Los Angeles			2,598,485,741			1,299,242,870


			Los Angeles County			3,749,171,518			1,874,585,759


			Los Banos city			13,189,675			6,594,838


			Los Gatos town			10,097,800			5,048,900


			Loyalton city			230,064			115,032


			Lynwood			54,222,553			27,111,277


			Madera			43,601,981			21,800,991


			Madera County			58,984,591			29,492,295


			Malibu city			4,205,332			2,102,666


			Mammoth Lakes town			2,674,864			1,337,432


			Manhattan Beach city			11,694,753			5,847,377


			Manteca city			26,854,618			13,427,309


			Maricopa city			392,656			196,328


			Marin County			97,038,307			48,519,153


			Marina city			7,417,012			3,708,506


			Mariposa County			6,449,700			3,224,850


			Martinez city			12,639,365			6,319,682


			Marysville city			4,120,087			2,060,043


			Maywood city			8,984,672			4,492,336


			McFarland city			4,996,897			2,498,448


			Mendocino County			32,523,688			16,261,844


			Mendota city			3,753,432			1,876,716


			Menifee			24,976,694			12,488,347


			Menlo Park city			11,371,215			5,685,608


			Merced			53,756,416			26,878,208


			Merced County			104,106,995			52,053,497


			Mill Valley city			4,704,956			2,352,478


			Millbrae city			7,424,253			3,712,126


			Milpitas City			32,348,512			16,174,256


			Mission Viejo			18,269,624			9,134,812


			Modesto			90,910,484			45,455,242


			Modoc County			3,314,643			1,657,321


			Mono County			5,415,303			2,707,652


			Monrovia city			12,084,117			6,042,059


			Montague city			462,103			231,051


			Montclair city			12,980,017			6,490,009


			Monte Sereno city			1,147,687			573,843


			Montebello			31,819,248			15,909,624


			Monterey			12,426,248			6,213,124


			Monterey County			162,736,914			81,368,457


			Monterey Park			31,766,929			15,883,464


			Moorpark city			12,038,368			6,019,184


			Moraga town			5,823,021			2,911,510


			Moreno Valley			97,350,937			48,675,469


			Morgan Hill city			14,855,417			7,427,709


			Morro Bay city			3,482,556			1,741,278


			Mount Shasta city			1,081,860			540,930


			Mountain View			28,347,971			14,173,986


			Murrieta city			37,845,356			18,922,678


			Napa City			28,237,260			14,118,630


			Napa County			51,642,588			25,821,294


			National City			37,722,642			18,861,321


			National City city			20,218,968			10,109,484


			Needles city			1,639,741			819,870


			Nevada City city			1,034,136			517,068


			Nevada County			37,399,860			18,699,930


			Newark city			15,863,551			7,931,776


			Newman city			3,837,032			1,918,516


			Newport Beach			17,830,125			8,915,062


			Norco city			8,758,229			4,379,114


			Norwalk			60,774,388			30,387,194


			Novato city			18,317,896			9,158,948


			Oakdale city			7,719,814			3,859,907


			Oakland			368,510,044			184,255,022


			Oakley city			13,866,043			6,933,022


			Oceanside			64,100,424			32,050,212


			Ojai city			2,467,181			1,233,590


			Ontario			89,171,522			44,585,761


			Orange			57,391,154			28,695,577


			Orange County			1,199,734,886			599,867,443


			Orinda city			6,518,808			3,259,404


			Orland city			2,515,892			1,257,946


			Oroville city			6,320,670			3,160,335


			Oxnard			123,116,529			61,558,265


			Pacific Grove city			5,116,701			2,558,351


			Pacifica city			12,756,865			6,378,433


			Palm Desert			19,603,998			9,801,999


			Palm Springs			21,475,192			10,737,596


			Palmdale			76,033,945			38,016,973


			Palo Alto			23,976,606			11,988,303


			Palos Verdes Estates city			4,411,698			2,205,849


			Paradise			8,117,580			4,058,790


			Paramount City			37,959,274			18,979,637


			Parlier city			5,031,127			2,515,563


			Pasadena			100,205,720			50,102,860


			Patterson city			7,356,780			3,678,390


			Perris City			43,654,731			21,827,365


			Petaluma			16,791,204			8,395,602


			Pico Rivera			29,801,809			14,900,904


			Piedmont city			3,698,796			1,849,398


			Pinole city			6,358,191			3,179,095


			Pismo Beach city			2,703,169			1,351,585


			Pittsburg			29,129,935			14,564,968


			Placentia city			17,006,630			8,503,315


			Placer County			149,340,374			74,670,187


			Placerville city			3,636,261			1,818,131


			Pleasant Hill city			11,487,728			5,743,864


			Pleasanton City			16,365,909			8,182,955


			Plumas County			7,051,067			3,525,533


			Plymouth city			340,324			170,162


			Point Arena city			149,097			74,549


			Pomona			99,334,565			49,667,282


			Port Hueneme city			7,297,866			3,648,933


			Porterville			39,761,506			19,880,753


			Portola city			635,885			317,942


			Portola Valley town			1,513,353			756,677


			Poway city			16,359,226			8,179,613


			Rancho Cordova City			30,354,124			15,177,062


			Rancho Cucamonga			49,168,937			24,584,468


			Rancho Mirage city			6,034,982			3,017,491


			Rancho Palos Verdes city			13,799,888			6,899,944


			Rancho Santa Margarita			9,926,938			4,963,469


			Red Bluff city			4,701,006			2,350,503


			Redding			36,375,786			18,187,893


			Redlands city			23,561,313			11,780,657


			Redondo Beach			13,689,604			6,844,802


			Redwood City			36,423,705			18,211,853


			Reedley city			8,418,892			4,209,446


			Rialto			58,071,493			29,035,746


			Richmond city			36,252,681			18,126,341


			Ridgecrest city			9,525,108			4,762,554


			Rio Dell city			1,115,761			557,880


			Rio Vista city			3,040,860			1,520,430


			Ripon city			5,231,898			2,615,949


			Riverbank city			8,155,915			4,077,958


			Riverside			152,095,868			76,047,934


			Riverside County			937,292,880			468,646,440


			Rocklin City			13,347,857			6,673,928


			Rohnert Park city			14,400,555			7,200,278


			Rolling Hills city			614,491			307,246


			Rolling Hills Estates city			2,679,472			1,339,736


			Rosemead			36,069,476			18,034,738


			Roseville			33,933,817			16,966,908


			Ross town			811,313			405,656


			Sacramento			233,313,271			116,656,635


			Sacramento County			599,867,443			299,933,721


			Salinas			96,805,461			48,402,731


			San Anselmo town			4,120,416			2,060,208


			San Benito County			23,547,796			11,773,898


			San Bernardino			162,878,418			81,439,209


			San Bernardino County			824,817,734			412,408,867


			San Bruno city			14,168,187			7,084,094


			San Buenaventura			36,882,477			18,441,239


			San Carlos city			9,993,794			4,996,897


			San Clemente			17,030,370			8,515,185


			San Diego			587,275,420			293,637,710


			San Diego County			1,237,226,601			618,613,301


			San Dimas city			11,184,597			5,592,298


			San Fernando city			8,067,049			4,033,525


			San Francisco			892,057,873			446,028,936


			San Francisco County			330,507,840			165,253,920


			San Gabriel city			13,275,579			6,637,789


			San Jacinto city			16,083,741			8,041,871


			San Joaquin city			1,327,064			663,532


			San Joaquin County			285,742,357			142,871,179


			San Jose			427,893,099			213,946,550


			San Juan Bautista city			646,746			323,373


			San Juan Capistrano city			11,853,066			5,926,533


			San Leandro			36,743,358			18,371,679


			San Luis Obispo city			15,616,043			7,808,022


			San Luis Obispo County			106,143,170			53,071,585


			San Marcos City			34,671,496			17,335,748


			San Marino city			4,339,947			2,169,974


			San Mateo			35,765,031			17,882,515


			San Mateo County			287,401,366			143,700,683


			San Pablo city			10,243,935			5,121,967


			San Rafael city			19,321,422			9,660,711


			San Ramon city			24,961,116			12,480,558


			Sand City city			130,995			65,497


			Sanger city			8,331,343			4,165,672


			Santa Ana			274,293,179			137,146,590


			Santa Barbara			43,149,713			21,574,857


			Santa Barbara County			167,400,133			83,700,067


			Santa Clara			49,730,529			24,865,265


			Santa Clara County			712,342,589			356,171,294


			Santa Clarita			69,569,580			34,784,790


			Santa Cruz			28,735,103			14,367,552


			Santa Cruz County			102,432,240			51,216,120


			Santa Fe Springs city			5,869,099			2,934,550


			Santa Maria			77,903,418			38,951,709


			Santa Monica			56,214,406			28,107,203


			Santa Paula city			9,877,610			4,938,805


			Santa Rosa			69,882,490			34,941,245


			Santee			13,178,322			6,589,161


			Saratoga city			10,071,140			5,035,570


			Sausalito city			2,336,844			1,168,422


			Scotts Valley city			3,897,593			1,948,796


			Seal Beach city			7,938,358			3,969,179


			Seaside			16,248,885			8,124,442


			Sebastopol city			2,556,705			1,278,352


			Selma city			8,164,802			4,082,401


			Shafter city			6,601,749			3,300,875


			Shasta County			67,515,081			33,757,540


			Shasta Lake city			3,372,955			1,686,477


			Sierra County			1,126,626			563,313


			Sierra Madre city			3,593,145			1,796,572


			Signal Hill city			3,803,132			1,901,566


			Simi Valley			29,723,522			14,861,761


			Siskiyou County			16,323,518			8,161,759


			Solana Beach city			4,403,470			2,201,735


			Solano County			167,829,039			83,914,519


			Soledad city			8,561,736			4,280,868


			Solvang city			1,933,985			966,993


			Sonoma city			3,702,088			1,851,044


			Sonoma County			185,335,045			92,667,523


			Sonora city			1,602,878			801,439


			South El Monte city			6,835,105			3,417,552


			South Gate			71,120,882			35,560,441


			South Lake Tahoe city			7,252,774			3,626,387


			South Pasadena city			8,429,425			4,214,712


			South San Francisco			23,604,443			11,802,221


			St. Helena city			2,024,826			1,012,413


			Stanislaus County			206,451,879			103,225,939


			Stanton city			12,584,070			6,292,035


			Stockton			163,956,075			81,978,038


			Suisun City city			9,779,528			4,889,764


			Sunnyvale			56,661,079			28,330,540


			Susanville city			4,991,302			2,495,651


			Sutter County			36,356,091			18,178,046


			Sutter Creek city			859,695			429,848


			Taft city			3,092,533			1,546,267


			Tehachapi city			4,091,781			2,045,891


			Tehama city			138,565			69,282


			Tehama County			24,401,108			12,200,554


			Temecula			26,758,697			13,379,348


			Temple City city			11,888,283			5,944,142


			Thousand Oaks			27,641,808			13,820,904


			Tiburon town			3,000,047			1,500,024


			Tracy city			30,218,357			15,109,179


			Trinidad city			117,500			58,750


			Trinity County			4,605,857			2,302,929


			Truckee town			5,450,771			2,725,386


			Tulare			34,112,581			17,056,291


			Tulare County			174,784,502			87,392,251


			Tulelake city			325,183			162,592


			Tuolumne County			20,424,737			10,212,368


			Turlock			31,447,563			15,723,781


			Tustin			40,555,330			20,277,665


			Twentynine Palms city			8,695,035			4,347,518


			Ukiah city			5,324,384			2,662,192


			Union City			26,224,125			13,112,062


			Upland			30,545,657			15,272,829


			Vacaville			24,147,241			12,073,620


			Vallejo			50,260,606			25,130,303


			Ventura County			317,182,160			158,591,080


			Vernon city			36,863			18,431


			Victorville			65,892,471			32,946,235


			Villa Park city			1,921,807			960,904


			Visalia			62,433,963			31,216,981


			Vista			51,176,715			25,588,358


			Walnut city			9,875,964			4,937,982


			Walnut Creek			16,370,835			8,185,417


			Wasco city			9,207,824			4,603,912


			Waterford city			2,948,044			1,474,022


			Watsonville			36,094,009			18,047,005


			Weed city			889,976			444,988


			West Covina			38,518,236			19,259,118


			West Hollywood city			12,129,867			6,064,933


			West Sacramento			22,348,643			11,174,321


			Westlake Village city			2,748,919			1,374,459


			Westminster			47,784,634			23,892,317


			Westmorland city			747,132			373,566


			Wheatland city			1,279,998			639,999


			Whittier			36,007,640			18,003,820


			Wildomar city			12,270,077			6,135,039


			Williams city			1,752,304			876,152


			Willits city			1,624,271			812,136


			Willows city			1,981,381			990,690


			Windsor town			9,166,024			4,583,012


			Winters city			2,398,063			1,199,031


			Woodlake city			2,514,576			1,257,288


			Woodland			24,554,650			12,277,325


			Woodside town			1,813,523			906,761


			Yolo County			82,669,232			41,334,616


			Yorba Linda city			22,310,937			11,155,469


			Yountville city			981,475			490,737


			Yreka city			2,486,929			1,243,464


			Yuba City			31,891,701			15,945,850


			Yuba County			29,493,983			14,746,991


			Yucaipa city			17,668,517			8,834,258


			Yucca Valley town			7,150,743			3,575,372













CITIES, TOWNS AND VILLAGES ARE ESSENTIAL 
TO AMERICA’S ECONOMIC RECOVERY.  
WITHOUT SUPPORT FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, MUNICIPALITIES MAY MOVE FROM BEING 
PART OF THE ECONOMIC SOLUTION, TO BECOMING A MAJOR OBSTACLE TO LONG-TERM 
STABILIZATION AND RECOVERY.



The negative effects of the coronavirus pandemic on local communities are severe and will 
continue long after this year.  



Every city, town and village in every state across America will feel the 
dire economic consequences of this pandemic. 



SOME WILL REACH UP TO 40% 
IN TOTAL REVENUE LOSS. 



2020



-$134 B



2021 2022



-$117 B -$110 B



Cities alone will experience a total



revenue loss of up to 



$134 billion
this year - equaling a 
21.6% loss of revenue. 



And they will experience a 



total loss of over 



$360 billion 
over the next 3 years 



Total Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages ($ billion)











Learn more  https://covid19.nlc.org/cities-are-essential/  



WE NEED YOUR VOICE



Top 10 states with the most impacted municipalities: 



PENNSYLVANIA  40.2% revenue loss 



KENTUCKY  39.1% revenue loss 



HAWAII   38.2% revenue loss 



MICHIGAN  37.3% revenue loss 



NEVADA  36.8% revenue loss 



WASHINGTON  32.7% revenue loss 



LOUISIANA  32.2% revenue loss 



GEORGIA  31.0% revenue loss 



OHIO   30.4% revenue loss 



RHODE ISLAND 29.3% revenue loss 



In 2020, 
the unemployment rate will be



7.2 percent greater than expected  
as a direct cause of the coronavirus pandemic.



For every 1% increase in unemployment, 
municipalities will experience an additional 3% loss of revenue.  



 



We need to ensure the American way of life continues. 
Funding will help us support the hospitals, roads and crucial repairs to our nation’s 



infrastructure that could face closure and abandonment without funding.



WE NEED A UNITED NATIONAL PARTNERSHIP TO GET 
BACK TO A SAFE, HEALTHY, PROSPEROUS LIFE. 
WE RISE TOGETHER, WE REBUILD TOGETHER. 



JOIN US FIGHTING AT THE FRONT LINE.



Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages as a Share 
of Total Own-Source Revenue by State, 2020



9%-14%



15%-20%



20%-30%



30%-40%



Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages as a Share 
of Total Own-Source Revenue by State, 2020



Source: National League of Cities analysis of U.S. Census Bureau data (2017 total own-source revenues for municipal and township governments), adjusted for inflation, with unemployment projections provided by the 
Congressional Budget O�ce and unemployment claims by the Department of Labor. 










California


			*All data reflects estimated awards, actual award may vary. Estimates are based on data from CRS, Census Bureau, and HUD


			*2021 state allocation assumes equal unemployment distribution and that labor force shares remain constant


			*Entitlement community and county data is based on the 2019 Census


			*Nonentitlement communities allocation data is based on the 2018 Census, estimates reflect the total nonentitlement that underlying population generates - overlapping jurisdictions may reduce amounts provided to governments, and town totals will not sum to total allocation


			State Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			State of California			21,490,000,000			25,929,000,000


			Local Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			Local total estimates			30,513,000,000			15,257,000,000





			Arroyo Grande 			5,953,028			2,976,514


			Atascadero 			9,982,603			4,991,302


			Buellton 			1,681,540			840,770


			Camarillo			15,636,982			7,818,491


			El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles) 			10,602,032			5,301,016


			Fillmore 			5,203,263			2,601,632


			Goleta			10,785,994			5,392,997


			Grover Beach 			4,452,511			2,226,255


			Guadalupe 			2,509,639			1,254,819


			Lompoc			25,306,581			12,653,290


			Moorpark 			12,038,368			6,019,184


			Morro Bay 			3,482,556			1,741,278


			Ojai 			2,467,181			1,233,590


			Oxnard			123,116,529			61,558,265


			Pismo Beach 			2,703,169			1,351,585


			Port Hueneme 			7,297,866			3,648,933


			San Buenaventura			36,882,477			18,441,239


			San Luis Obispo 			15,616,043			7,808,022


			San Luis Obispo County			106,143,170			53,071,585


			Santa Barbara			43,149,713			21,574,857


			Santa Barbara County			167,400,133			83,700,067


			Santa Paula 			9,877,610			4,938,805


			Simi Valley			29,723,522			14,861,761


			Solvang city			1,933,985			966,993


			Thousand Oaks			27,641,808			13,820,904


			Ventura County			317,182,160			158,591,080










League of California Cities


Priority Bill List


(As of May 22,2020) 


Environmental Quality


 


California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)


SB 950 (Jackson) California Environmental Quality Act. Housing and Land Use


This measure would make numerous changes to CEQA, including changes to tolling agreements, the CEQA initiative process, and what information is included in the “administrative record.”  


League Position: Oppose Unless Amended





Climate Change:


 


AB 3256 (E. Garcia) Climate Risks. Bond Measure


This measure is the vehicle for the Assembly’s climate resiliency bond measure. This measure would enact the Wildfire Prevention, Safe Drinking Water, Climate Resilience, Drought Preparation, and Flood Protection Bond Act of 2020. If approved by the voters, would authorize a $6.980 billion bond for a wildfire prevention, safe drinking water, climate resilience, drought preparation, and flood protection program. The Legislature has until June 25 to place this bond measure on the November 2020 ballot.


League Position: Watch


 


SB 45 (Allen) Wildfire Prevention, Safe Drinking Water, Drought Preparation, and Flood Protection Bond Act of 2020


This measure is the vehicle for the Senate’s climate resiliency bond measure. This measure would authorize the issuance of $5.51 billion in bonds for wildfire prevention, safe drinking water, drought preparation, and flood protection programs. The Legislature has until June 25 to place this bond measure on the November 2020 ballot.


League Position: Watch


 


Emergency/Disaster Preparedness and Response:


 


AB 2178 (Levine) Emergency Services


This measure would amend the California Emergency Services Act to additionally include deenergization, defined as a planned public safety power shutoff, within those conditions constituting a state of emergency and a local emergency. Similar to SB 862 (Dodd).


League Position: Pending


 


SB 378 (Wiener) Electrical Corporations. Deenergization Events. Procedures. Allocation of Costs. Reports


This measure requires electrical corporations, such as Pacific Gas and Electric; Southern California Edison; and San Diego Gas and Electric; to collect more data on their electrical corporation equipment and ensure that costs accrued by local governments and customers during a utility-initiated power shutoff are recovered in a timely manner. This measure also establishes a civil penalty imposed on electrical corporations during a de-energization event as determined by the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). Electrical corporations must also notify cities and counties as early as possible of any utility-initiated power shutoff, and provide all specific local information.


League Position: Support


 


SB 862 (Dodd) Planned Power Outage. Public Safety


This measure would do the following:


· Amend the California Emergency Services Act to additionally include a deenergization event within a sudden and severe energy shortage constituting a state of emergency and a local emergency;


· Require an electrical corporation, as a part of its wildfire mitigation plan, to include protocols that deal specifically with access and functional need individuals, including those individuals who are enrolled in the California Alternative Rates for Energy program;


· Require an electrical corporation to coordinate with local governments in its service territory to identify sites within those jurisdictions where community resource centers can be established and operated during a deenergization event and the level of services that will be available at those centers; 


· Require the electrical corporation to perform additional duties in coordination with local governments, including performing any necessary electrical upgrades to ensure that a mobile backup generator can be located at, and provide the necessary electricity for, the community resource center during a deenergization event; and is similar to AB 2178 (Levine).


League Position: Pending


 


Energy and Utilities:


 


SB 1215 (Stern) Mircogrids


This measure would make a number of changes to who can build and operate a mircogrid. Additionally, this bill would direct Cal OES to develop a database of critical infrastructure to determine if they are in high fire threat areas.


League Position: Watch





SB 1312 (McGuire) Electrical Corporations. Deenergization


This measure would create a framework to shorten and decrease utility initiated power shutoff events and to ultimately reduce their use. This measure also requires Investor Owned Utilities (IOUs) to take both short and long-term steps to harden their infrastructure and reduce the impacts of PSPS events on Californians. In doing so, it requires IOUs to prioritize public health and safety as well as uphold the belief that Californians today should have the right to reliable electrical service.


League Position: Support


 


Community Services


 


Disaster Preparedness and Community Resiliency:


 


AB 2064 (Patterson) Emergency Preparedness. Access and Functional Needs


This measure would amend the California Emergency Services Act to require Cal OES to include best practices, including needs for access and function needs populations, in the next update of the existing State Emergency Plan. 


League Position: Pending


 


AB 2213 (Limon) Office of Emergency Services: Model Guidelines  


This measure requires the California Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) to develop model guidelines for local governments and other local entities active in disasters to identify, type, and track community resources that could assist in responding to or recovering from disasters.


League Position: Watch


 


Tobacco, E-Cigarettes, and Vaping:


 


SB 793 (Hill) Flavored Tobacco Products


This measure would prohibit a tobacco retailer from selling a flavored tobacco product. The measure would make a violation of this prohibition an infraction punishable by a fine of $250 for each violation. This measure would also state the intent of the Legislature that these provisions not be construed to preempt or prohibit the adoption and implementation of local ordinances related to the prohibition on the sale of flavored tobacco products.


League Position: Watch


Public Safety


 


AB 2122 (Rubio, Blanca) Unlawful Cannabis Activity. Enforcement.


This measure would allow local government agencies to impose a civil penalty on persons aiding and abetting unlicensed commercial cannabis activity of up to $30,000 for each violation. 


League Position:  Support


 


AB 2481 (Lackey) Sexual Assault Forensic Evidence. Testing.


This bill would require law enforcement agencies, for any sexual assault forensic evidence received by the law enforcement agency prior to January 1, 2016, to submit that evidence to the crime lab on or before January 20, 2021. The bill would additionally require the crime labs, for any sexual assault forensic evidence received by the lab prior to January 1, 2016, to process that evidence no later than May 20, 2021. 


League Position:  Watch


 


AB 2532 (Irwin) Firearms. Gun Violence Restraining Orders.


This bill would add both a district attorney and city attorney to the list of persons authorized to request the issuance or renewal of a gun violence restraining order.


League Position:  Watch


 


AB 2617 (Gabriel) Firearms. Prohibited Persons.


This bill specifies that any person who owns or possesses a firearm, and is subject to an out-of-state issued gun violence restraining order (GVRO), is prohibited from having custody or control of, or attempting to purchase or receive, a firearm or ammunition for a 5-year period, commencing upon the expiration of the existing GVRO. 


League Position:  Watch


 


AB 3330 (O'Donnell) Cannabis. Advertising and Marketing. Penalties


This measure would prohibit a person from collecting a fee or any other form of compensation for advertising or marketing the sale or provision of unlicensed cannabis products. The measure would allow a city attorney or city prosecutor to bring an action for a violation of these provisions, subjecting violators of these provisions to a criminal penalty and a civil penalty of up to $30,000.


League Position:  Support


Revenue & Taxation





SB 1049 (Glazer)   Local Ordinances. Short-term Rentals.  


This measure would authorize a city to impose a fine of up to $5,000 for a violation of a short-term rental ordinance.This measure would also define “short-term rental” for these purposes as a residential property that is rented to a visitor for fewer than 30 days through a centralized online platform where the rental is advertised and payments for the rental are securely processed.


League Position:  Watch


 


SB 1431 (Glazer) Property Taxation. Reassessment. Disaster Relief. 


This measure would require county assessors to reassess certain types of properties based on their ability to generate income from renters during the COVID-19 emergency. This measure would be retroactive to April 5, 2020.


League Position:  Oppose


 


SB 1441 (McGuire) Local Prepaid Mobile Telephony Services Collection Act. 


This measure would remove the sunset on local governments’ ability to collect Utility User Taxes (UUTs) from retail sales of prepaid wireless telecommunication products and services and would assist the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration (CDTFA) with administration of the program.


League Position:  Support


Transportation, Communications, Public Works


  


AB 2421 (Quirk) Land Use. Permitting. Wireless Communications.


This measure would require local agencies to adopt completed permit applications to install an emergency standby generators within the physical footprint of a macro cell tower site within 60 days of submittal of the application. If a local agency has not approved or denied such permit applications within 60 days, the permit will be deemed approved.


League Position: Concerns





AB 3116 (Irwin) Mobility Devices. Personal Information.


This measure limits the type of data local agencies receive from mobility service providers, operating in their jurisdictions, to aggregated deidentified data. The bill would authorize a public agency to share anonymized trip data with a contractor, agent, or other public agency only if specified conditions are met. AB 3116 is not limited to data for micromobility, but also future modes of transit.


· “Aggregated” – Data reflects average information, including trip length, trip duration, approximate trip, and location of no less than five separate trips by no less than five separate users.


· “Deidentified” – Information that cannot reasonably identify, relate to, describe, be capable of being associated with, or be linked, directly or indirectly, to a particular user or trip.


League Position: Oppose


 


SB 794 (Jackson) Emergency Services. Telecommunications.


This measure would authorize cities to enter into agreements with their own social services departments and/or public utility or to utilize its own records to automatically enroll their residents into the city or county-operated public emergency warning system. The measure requires local governments that exercise this authority to provide an opt-out for residents that do not wish to be enrolled in the system.


League Position: Support


 


SB 865 (Hill) Excavations. Subsurface Installations.


This measure would strengthen safe excavation practices by increasing collaboration between excavators and operators, requiring data sharing amongst key stakeholders, and moving the Dig Safe Board to the Office of Energy Infrastructure Safety. Entities that violate the requirements of SB 865 will face civil penalties. The funds collected through these penalties will be deposited into the Safe Energy Infrastructure and Excavation Fund to fund public education and outreach programs designed to promote excavation safety around subsurface installations.


League Position: Support


 


SB 1058 (Hueso) Communications. Moore Universal Telephone Service Act and Internet Service Providers.


This measure would require the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) to evaluate the extent to which federal reductions in lifeline telephone service subsidies and the lack of access to reliable, affordable broadband voice service would result in rates limiting access to basic voice service. This bill would also require the commission to direct every internet service provider, to file an annual emergency operations plan.


League Position: Support 


 


SB 1130 (Gonzalez) Telecommunications. California Advanced Services Fund


This measure would require the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)  to develop, implement, and administer the California Advanced Services Fund program to encourage deployment of 21st century-ready communications. The bill would provide that the goal of the program is to approve funding for infrastructure projects that will provide high-capacity, future-proof infrastructure to unserved areas or unserved high-poverty areas.


League Position: Support





Governance, Transparency, and Labor Relations


 


AB 664 (Cooper) Workers’ Compensation. Injury. Communicable Disease. 


This measure would define “injury,” for certain state and local firefighting personnel, peace officers, certain hospital employees, and certain fire and rescue services coordinators who work for the Office of Emergency Services to include being exposed to or contracting, on or after January 1, 2020, a communicable disease, including coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19), that is the subject of a state or local declaration of a state of emergency that is issued on or after January 1, 2020. The bill would create a conclusive presumption, as specified, that the injury arose out of and in the course of the employment. The bill would apply to injuries that occurred prior to the declaration of the state of emergency. The bill would also exempt these provisions from the apportionment requirements.


League Position:  Watch


 


AB 2473 (Cooper) Public Investment Funds. 


This measure would exempt from disclosure under the California Public Records specified records regarding an internally managed private loan made directly by a public investment fund, including quarterly and annual financial statements of the borrower or its constituent owners, unless the information has already been publicly released by the keeper of the information.


League Position:  Support


 


AB 2999 (Low) Employees. Bereavement Leave. 


This measure would enact the Bereavement Leave Act of 2020. The bill would require an employer to grant an employee up to 10 business days of unpaid bereavement leave upon the death of a spouse, child, parent, sibling, grandparent, grandchild, or domestic partner, in accordance with certain procedures, and subject to certain exclusions. The bill would prohibit an employer from interfering with or restraining the exercise or attempt to exercise the employee’s right to take this leave. This bill would authorize an employee who has been discharged, disciplined, or discriminated against for exercising their right to bereavement leave to file a complaint with the Division of Labor Standards Enforcement or bring a civil action against their employer for reinstatement, specified damages, and attorney’s fees.


League Position:  Oppose


 


AB 3216 (Kalra) Employee Leave. Authorization. 


This measure would revise and recast provisions under the the Moore-Brown-Roberti Family Rights Act, or California Family Rights Act (CFRA), to make it an unlawful employment practice for any employer to refuse grant a request by an employee, with qualified employment service, to take up to 12 workweeks of unpaid protected leave during any 12-month period for family care and medical leave, including birth of the employee’s child or adoption, to care for the employee’s own medical condition, or for a child, parent, grandparent, grandchild, sibling, spouse, or domestic partner, as specified. The bill would also make it an unlawful business practice for an employer to refuse to grant an employee up to 12 workweeks of leave in a 12-month period for emergency leave, as defined.


League Position:  Oppose


  


SB 1159 (Hill) Workers’ Compensation. COVID-19. Critical Workers. 


This measure would, until an unspecified date, define “injury” for a critical worker, as specified, to include illness or death that results from exposure to coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) under specified circumstances. The bill would create a disputable presumption, as specified, that an injury that develops or manifests itself while a critical worker is employed arose out of and in the course of the employment.


League Position:  Note Concerns


 


SB 1173 (Durazo) Public Employment. Labor Relations. Employee Information. 


This measure would generally authorize an exclusive representative to file a charge of an unfair labor practice with the Public Employment Relations Board, as specified, alleging a violation of the requirements to provide employee information. Current law requires public employers to provide certain labor representatives with the names and home addresses of newly hired employees, as well as their job titles, departments, work locations, telephone numbers, and personal email addresses, within 30 days of hire or by the first pay period of the month following hire. Current law also requires the public employers to provide this information for all employees in a bargaining unit at least every 120 days, except as specified.


League Position:  Oppose


Housing, Community and Economic Development


 


Planning and Zoning


 


AB 725 (Wicks) Housing Element. Moderate-income and Above Moderate-income Housing.


This measure would require incorporated areas within a metropolitan jurisdiction, at least 25% of the jurisdiction's share of the regional housing need for both the moderate-income and above moderate-income housing categories must be allocated to sites with zoning that allows at least two units of housing, but no more than 35 units of housing per acre.


League Position: Pending


 


AB 1279 (Bloom) Housing Developments. High-resource Areas.


This measure would require HCD to designate areas in this state as high-resource areas by January 1, 2021, and every 5 years thereafter. In any area designated as a high-resource area, this measure would require cities, at the request of a developer, to allow up to fourplexes in single-family zones and up to 100 units per acre in commercial zones.  These projects shall receive ministerial approval (use by right).


League Position: Pending


 


AB 1851 (Wicks) Faith-based Organizations.  Housing Developments. Parking Requirements.


This measure would, upon the request of a developer of a housing development project, require a local agency to ministerially approve a request to that local agency to reduce or eliminate any parking requirements that would otherwise be imposed by that local agency on the development if the housing development project qualifies as a faith-based organization affiliated housing development project. This measure would prohibit a local agency from requiring the replacement of religious-use parking spaces proposed to be eliminated by a faith-based organization’s housing project or from requiring the curing of any preexisting deficit of religious-use parking as a condition of approval of a faith-based organization affiliated housing development project.


League Position: Pending


 


AB 2345 (Gonzalez) Planning and Zoning. Density Bonus.


This measure would greatly expand Density Bonus law and allow developers to receive up to five concessions and incentives from local governments and up to 50% more density.


League Position: Pending


 


AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Motels and Hotels. Streamlining.


This measure would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a development for the conversion of a motel, hotel, or commercial use into multifamily housing units to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process, provided that development proponent reserves at least 20% of the proposed housing units for persons and families of low or moderate income. The measure would require a local government to notify the development proponent in writing if the local government determines that the development conflicts with any of those objective standards within 30 days of the application being submitted; otherwise, the development would be deemed to comply with those standards.


League Position: Pending


 


AB 3040 (Chiu) Local Planning.  Regional Housing Need.


This measure would create a voluntary program to incentivize local governments to allow four units per parcel, by-right, in exchange for additional credit towards the city or county’s share of the regional housing need allocation for each site identified under these provisions.  The measure would prohibit the cumulative credit received by a city or county from exceeding more than 25% of the total units needed to meet its regional housing needs allocation.


League Position: Support in concept.


 


AB 3107 (Bloom) Planning and Zoning. Housing Developments.


This measure would require, notwithstanding any inconsistent provision of a city’s or county’s general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or regulation, a housing development in which at least 20 percent of the units have an affordable housing cost or affordable rent for lower income households shall be an allowable use on a site designated in any element of the general plan for commercial uses.


League Position: Pending


 


SB 899 (Wiener) Housing Development. Nonprofit Hospitals or Religious Institutions.


This measure would require that a housing development project be a use by right upon the request of a nonprofit hospital, nonprofit diagnostic or treatment center, nonprofit rehabilitation facility, nonprofit nursing home, or religious institution that partners with a qualified developer on any land owned in fee simple by the applicant if the development satisfies specified criteria.


League Position: Pending


 


SB 902 (Wiener) Neighborhood Multifamily Project.  Use By Right.


This measure would also allow a local government to pass an ordinance, notwithstanding any local restrictions on adopting zoning ordinances enacted by the jurisdiction, including restrictions enacted by a local voter initiative, that limit the legislative body’s ability to adopt zoning ordinances, to zone any parcel for up to 10 units of residential density per parcel, at a height specified by the local government in the ordinance, and not be subject to CEQA.


League Position: Watch


 


SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. Housing for Lower-income Students.


This measure would require a city or county to grant one incentive or concession for a project that will contain a specified percentage of units for lower income students in a student housing development.


League Position: Pending





SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps.


This measure would build off state Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law that allows for at least three units per parcel to further encourage development in single-family neighborhoods by creating a ministerial approval process for duplexes and lot splits that meet local zoning, environmental and tenant displacement standards.    





SB 1138 (Wiener) Housing Element. Emergency Shelters. Zoning of Sites.


This measure would revise the requirements of the housing element, as described above, in connection with identifying zones or zoning designations that allow residential use, including mixed use, where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use or other discretionary permit.  This would also, for the 6th and each subsequent revision of the housing element, require that a local government that fails to adopt a housing element that the Department of Housing and Community Development has found to be in substantial compliance with state law within 120 days of the statutory deadline to complete the rezoning no later than one year (instead of three years under current law) from the statutory deadline for the adoption of the housing element.


League Position: Pending


 


SB 1299 (Portantino) Housing Development. Incentives. Rezoning of Idle Retail Sites.


This measure would, upon appropriation by the Legislature, require HCD to administer a program to provide incentives in the form of grants allocated as provided to local governments that rezone idle sites used for a big box retailer or a commercial shopping center to instead allow the development of workforce housing.


League Position: Support


 


SB 1385 (Caballero) Local Planning. Housing in Commercial Zones.


This measure, the Neighborhood Homes Act, would deem a housing development project, as defined, an authorized use on a neighborhood lot that is zoned for office or retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. The measure would require the density for a housing development under these provisions to meet or exceed the density deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households according to the type of local jurisdiction, including a density of at least 20 units per acre for a suburban jurisdiction.


League Position: Watch


 


Homelessness


 


ACA 10 (Bonta) Personal Rights. Right to Housing.


This measure would declare that the fundamental human right to housing exists in this state. The measure would declare that this right is exclusively enforceable by a public right of action. The measure would specify that it is the shared obligation of state and local jurisdictions to respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively implemented measures, consistent with available resources, within an aggressive but reasonable time frame.


League Position: Pending





AB 2405 (Burke) Housing. Homelessness. Children and Families.


This measure would require local jurisdictions to, on or before January 1, 2022, establish and submit to the Department of Housing and Community Development an actionable plan to house their homeless populations based on their latest point-in-time count.


League Position: Watch





AB 3269 (Chiu) State and Local Homelessness Plans.


This measure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, would require the Homeless Coordinating and Financing Council to conduct, or contract with an entity to conduct, a statewide needs and gaps analysis to identify, among other things, state programs that provide housing or services to persons experiencing homelessness and funding required to move persons experiencing homelessness into permanent housing.  This measure would also state the intent of the Legislature that each state and local agency aim to reduce homelessness within its jurisdiction by 90% by December 31, 2028.


League Position: Pending


 


AB 3300 (Santiago) Homelessness Grant Funds.


This measure would appropriate, commencing with the 2020–21 fiscal year and every fiscal year thereafter, without regard to fiscal year, $2 billion from the General Fund to the Department of Housing and Community Development for the purpose of providing local jurisdictions and other specified entities with ongoing grant funds to sustain or expand efforts to address their immediate and long-term homelessness challenges. The measure would require $1.1 billion to be distributed to counties and continuums of care, $800 million to be distributed to cities with a population of at least 300,000, and $100 million to nonprofit housing developers for specified purposes relating to the provision of housing. The measure would require the method of allocation to be based on a formula that considers specified data.


League Position: Pending


 


Mitigation Fees/Development Fees


 


AB 1484 (Grayson) Mitigation Fee Act.


This measure would prohibit a local agency from imposing a housing impact requirement adopted by the local agency on a housing development project unless specified requirements are satisfied by the local agency, including that the housing impact requirement be roughly proportional in both nature and extent to the impact created by the housing development project.


League Position: Oppose


 


Miscellaneous


 


SB 795 (Beall) Affordable Housing and Community Development Investment Program.


This measure would invests $2 billion annually for 5 years into the immediate construction of affordable housing units and programs that address and prevent homelessness. Additionally, this measure creates two new programs administered by the Office of Business and Economic Development Office (GoBiz) to help local governments with their economic recovery and natural disaster preparedness. 


 


Of the $2 billion, $1.15 billion shall be used to construct affordable housing, spur economic development and create jobs through infrastructure and employment programs. Funds will be distributed as follows: 1) Multi-family Housing Program—$500 million (25%); 2) Infill Incentive Grant Program-- $300 (15%) million; 3) Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant Program- $200 million (10%); 4) Cal Home Program $75 million (3.75%); 5) Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker Housing Grant Fund--$75 million (3.75%)


League Position: Support
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The attached EXCEL document shows city-by-city allocations under the House version (Heroes
ACT).  The Senate version will undoubtedly have a different figure and then it’s all about
political horse-trading.
 
There hasn’t been a lot of detail yet on how the money would be allocated, which is why we
need to have as broad and diverse of a coalition as possible in order to effectively lobby
officials at the federal and state level over the next couple of months.  In order to do so we
need to build a broad-based and active coalition that will stay educated and engaged with
lobbying our elected officials to ensure local governments receive much-needed recovery
funds.
 
So we need everyone to do a couple of things over the coming weeks.
 


ACTION REQUEST
 


·       Join the Support Local Recovery coalition as an elected official by going to
https://www.cacities.org/Policy-Advocacy/Hot-Issues/Support-Local-Recovery


·       Have your city join the coalition.
·       We’re requesting every Channel Counties official reach out to 1 or 2 organizations in


your community to join the coalition (Targets include business groups like local
chambers, labor groups such as public safety and SEIU and other bargaining units). 
You will see a growing list of organizations joining the coalition on the website.


 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
 
 
David Mullinax
Regional Public Affairs Manager
League of California Cities / Channel Counties Division
c. 805.797.3530
dmullinax@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy
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Channel Counties Members:
 
The Legislature and the Governor have come to an agreement on the budget which
must be signed by the Governor by the June 30th constitutional deadline.  That
budget agreement includes trailer bill language in AB 89 (page 201) and SB 121,
which the Legislature will act on this week, to allocate $500 million to cities from the
state’s share of CARES Act funds as follows:
 


$275 million to cities with a population less than 300,000 on per capita basis
relative to the population of the cities in this group.
$225 million to cities with a population greater 300,000 that did not receive a
direct allocation from the CARES Act. The funds will be allocated on a per
capita basis relative to the population of the cities in this group.
No city will receive less than $50,000.
COVID related expenses incurred starting March 1
Excludes cities that received funds directly from the CARES Act.


*individual city allocations are in the attached PDF file
 
The funds are to be used towards public health, public safety, homelessness, and
other services to combat COVID-19. Further details on eligible uses are forthcoming;
it is important to note that to-date the budget measures do not restrict use of these
funds further than the CARES Act guidance issued by the Treasury Department.  
 
Funding is contingent upon certification by the Department of Finance that a
city adheres to state and federal public health guidance issued in response to
COVID-19, including executive orders issued by the Governor.  Following
certification, the State Controller will remit funds to the city. If funds are not
spent by September 1, 2020, the Director of Finance may reallocate the
funds, ahead of the federal December 30, 2020 expenditure deadline
 
The League will provide information from the Department of Finance on the terms and
conditions for receipt of the funds, including application documents and any
information or action that will be required to demonstrate a city’s compliance with
health orders.
 
As noted above, for your reference, I have included the League’s initial estimates on
our request for the $500 million CARES Act allocation.  We will provide updated
numbers along with a budget summary once the budget signed. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or feedback.
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita
LOS ANGELES 4,040,079 $706,500,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN DIEGO 1,420,572 $248,400,000 $174.86 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN JOSE 1,043,058 $182,400,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 883,869 $154,200,000 $174.46 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
FRESNO 536,683 $93,900,000 $174.96 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SACRAMENTO 508,172 $88,900,000 $174.94 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
LONG BEACH 475,013 $40,504,207 $85.27 $0 $0.00
OAKLAND 432,897 $36,912,989 $85.27 $0 $0.00
BAKERSFIELD 389,211 $33,187,898 $85.27 $0 $0.00
ANAHEIM 359,339 $30,640,722 $85.27 $0 $0.00
SANTA ANA 337,716 $28,796,936 $85.27 $0 $0.00
RIVERSIDE 328,101 $27,977,068 $85.27 $0 $0.00
STOCKTON 316,410 $26,980,180 $85.27 $0 $0.00
IRVINE 280,202 $0 $0.00 $3,442,206 $12.28
CHULA VISTA 271,411 $0 $0.00 $3,334,211 $12.28
FREMONT 232,532 $0 $0.00 $2,856,593 $12.28
SAN BERNARDINO 219,233 $0 $0.00 $2,693,218 $12.28
SANTA CLARITA 218,103 $0 $0.00 $2,679,336 $12.28
MODESTO 215,201 $0 $0.00 $2,643,686 $12.28
FONTANA 212,078 $0 $0.00 $2,605,321 $12.28
OXNARD 209,879 $0 $0.00 $2,578,307 $12.28
MORENO VALLEY 208,297 $0 $0.00 $2,558,872 $12.28
GLENDALE 206,283 $0 $0.00 $2,534,131 $12.28
HUNTINGTON BEACH 203,761 $0 $0.00 $2,503,149 $12.28
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 179,412 $0 $0.00 $2,204,028 $12.28
ONTARIO 178,268 $0 $0.00 $2,189,974 $12.28
OCEANSIDE 178,021 $0 $0.00 $2,186,940 $12.28
SANTA ROSA 175,625 $0 $0.00 $2,157,506 $12.28
GARDEN GROVE 175,155 $0 $0.00 $2,151,732 $12.28
ELK GROVE 174,025 $0 $0.00 $2,137,850 $12.28
CORONA 168,101 $0 $0.00 $2,065,075 $12.28
SALINAS 162,797 $0 $0.00 $1,999,917 $12.28
LANCASTER 161,604 $0 $0.00 $1,985,261 $12.28
HAYWARD 159,433 $0 $0.00 $1,958,591 $12.28
PALMDALE 157,854 $0 $0.00 $1,939,194 $12.28
SUNNYVALE 155,567 $0 $0.00 $1,911,098 $12.28
POMONA 154,310 $0 $0.00 $1,895,657 $12.28
ESCONDIDO 152,739 $0 $0.00 $1,876,357 $12.28
TORRANCE 148,054 $0 $0.00 $1,818,803 $12.28
PASADENA 146,312 $0 $0.00 $1,797,403 $12.28
FULLERTON 142,824 $0 $0.00 $1,754,554 $12.28
ORANGE 141,691 $0 $0.00 $1,740,636 $12.28
ROSEVILLE 139,643 $0 $0.00 $1,715,476 $12.28
VISALIA 138,207 $0 $0.00 $1,697,836 $12.28
CONCORD 129,889 $0 $0.00 $1,595,651 $12.28
THOUSAND OAKS 129,557 $0 $0.00 $1,591,573 $12.28
SANTA CLARA 128,717 $0 $0.00 $1,581,253 $12.28
SIMI VALLEY 127,716 $0 $0.00 $1,568,956 $12.28
VICTORVILLE 126,543 $0 $0.00 $1,554,546 $12.28
BERKELEY 123,328 $0 $0.00 $1,515,051 $12.28
VALLEJO 119,544 $0 $0.00 $1,468,566 $12.28



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MURRIETA 118,125 $0 $0.00 $1,451,134 $12.28
EL MONTE 117,204 $0 $0.00 $1,439,819 $12.28
FAIRFIELD 117,149 $0 $0.00 $1,439,144 $12.28
CLOVIS 117,003 $0 $0.00 $1,437,350 $12.28
COSTA MESA 115,830 $0 $0.00 $1,422,940 $12.28
CARLSBAD 115,241 $0 $0.00 $1,415,704 $12.28
DOWNEY 114,212 $0 $0.00 $1,403,063 $12.28
ANTIOCH 113,901 $0 $0.00 $1,399,243 $12.28
TEMECULA 113,826 $0 $0.00 $1,398,322 $12.28
INGLEWOOD 112,549 $0 $0.00 $1,382,634 $12.28
CHICO 112,111 $0 $0.00 $1,377,253 $12.28
RICHMOND 110,436 $0 $0.00 $1,356,676 $12.28
DALY CITY 109,122 $0 $0.00 $1,340,534 $12.28
SAN BUENAVENTURA 108,170 $0 $0.00 $1,328,839 $12.28
WEST COVINA 108,116 $0 $0.00 $1,328,176 $12.28
SANTA MARIA 107,356 $0 $0.00 $1,318,839 $12.28
RIALTO 107,271 $0 $0.00 $1,317,795 $12.28
NORWALK 106,744 $0 $0.00 $1,311,321 $12.28
JURUPA VALLEY 106,318 $0 $0.00 $1,306,088 $12.28
BURBANK 105,952 $0 $0.00 $1,301,592 $12.28
EL CAJON 105,559 $0 $0.00 $1,296,764 $12.28
SAN MATEO 104,570 $0 $0.00 $1,284,614 $12.28
VISTA 101,987 $0 $0.00 $1,252,883 $12.28
VACAVILLE 98,807 $0 $0.00 $1,213,817 $12.28
COMPTON 98,711 $0 $0.00 $1,212,638 $12.28
SAN MARCOS 98,369 $0 $0.00 $1,208,437 $12.28
SOUTH GATE 96,777 $0 $0.00 $1,188,879 $12.28
MISSION VIEJO 96,434 $0 $0.00 $1,184,666 $12.28
HESPERIA 96,362 $0 $0.00 $1,183,781 $12.28
CARSON 93,604 $0 $0.00 $1,149,900 $12.28
SANTA MONICA 93,593 $0 $0.00 $1,149,765 $12.28
SANTA BARBARA 93,532 $0 $0.00 $1,149,015 $12.28
MENIFEE 93,452 $0 $0.00 $1,148,032 $12.28
REDDING 92,839 $0 $0.00 $1,140,502 $12.28
TRACY 92,800 $0 $0.00 $1,140,023 $12.28
WESTMINSTER 92,610 $0 $0.00 $1,137,689 $12.28
LIVERMORE 91,039 $0 $0.00 $1,118,389 $12.28
CHINO 89,829 $0 $0.00 $1,103,525 $12.28
SAN LEANDRO 89,825 $0 $0.00 $1,103,476 $12.28
INDIO 89,406 $0 $0.00 $1,098,328 $12.28
CITRUS HEIGHTS 88,095 $0 $0.00 $1,082,223 $12.28
HAWTHORNE 87,854 $0 $0.00 $1,079,263 $12.28
WHITTIER 87,526 $0 $0.00 $1,075,233 $12.28
NEWPORT BEACH 87,180 $0 $0.00 $1,070,983 $12.28
MERCED 87,110 $0 $0.00 $1,070,123 $12.28
ALHAMBRA 86,931 $0 $0.00 $1,067,924 $12.28
LAKE FOREST 86,346 $0 $0.00 $1,060,737 $12.28
REDWOOD CITY 85,319 $0 $0.00 $1,048,121 $12.28
HEMET 84,754 $0 $0.00 $1,041,180 $12.28
CHINO HILLS 84,364 $0 $0.00 $1,036,389 $12.28
SAN RAMON 83,957 $0 $0.00 $1,031,389 $12.28
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5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MANTECA 83,781 $0 $0.00 $1,029,227 $12.28
BUENA PARK 83,384 $0 $0.00 $1,024,350 $12.28
MOUNTAIN VIEW 81,992 $0 $0.00 $1,007,249 $12.28
TUSTIN 81,369 $0 $0.00 $999,596 $12.28
LAKEWOOD 81,352 $0 $0.00 $999,387 $12.28
PLEASANTON 80,492 $0 $0.00 $988,822 $12.28
FOLSOM 79,835 $0 $0.00 $980,751 $12.28
NAPA 79,490 $0 $0.00 $976,513 $12.28
ALAMEDA 79,316 $0 $0.00 $974,376 $12.28
UPLAND 78,481 $0 $0.00 $964,118 $12.28
BELLFLOWER 78,308 $0 $0.00 $961,993 $12.28
BALDWIN PARK 77,286 $0 $0.00 $949,438 $12.28
PERRIS 76,971 $0 $0.00 $945,568 $12.28
MILPITAS 76,231 $0 $0.00 $936,477 $12.28
UNION CITY 74,916 $0 $0.00 $920,323 $12.28
RANCHO CORDOVA 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
TURLOCK 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
APPLE VALLEY 73,464 $0 $0.00 $902,485 $12.28
PITTSBURG 72,541 $0 $0.00 $891,147 $12.28
REDLANDS 71,839 $0 $0.00 $882,523 $12.28
LYNWOOD 71,343 $0 $0.00 $876,429 $12.28
WALNUT CREEK 70,121 $0 $0.00 $861,417 $12.28
CAMARILLO 69,880 $0 $0.00 $858,457 $12.28
DAVIS 69,761 $0 $0.00 $856,995 $12.28
PALO ALTO 69,397 $0 $0.00 $852,523 $12.28
ROCKLIN 69,249 $0 $0.00 $850,705 $12.28
YORBA LINDA 68,706 $0 $0.00 $844,035 $12.28
REDONDO BEACH 68,473 $0 $0.00 $841,172 $12.28
LODI 68,272 $0 $0.00 $838,703 $12.28
YUBA CITY 67,536 $0 $0.00 $829,661 $12.28
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 67,078 $0 $0.00 $824,035 $12.28
TULARE 66,967 $0 $0.00 $822,671 $12.28
LAGUNA NIGUEL 66,748 $0 $0.00 $819,981 $12.28
MADERA 66,419 $0 $0.00 $815,939 $12.28
EASTVALE 66,078 $0 $0.00 $811,750 $12.28
SANTA CRUZ 65,807 $0 $0.00 $808,421 $12.28
SAN CLEMENTE 65,405 $0 $0.00 $803,483 $12.28
DUBLIN 64,577 $0 $0.00 $793,311 $12.28
MONTEBELLO 64,247 $0 $0.00 $789,257 $12.28
PICO RIVERA 64,033 $0 $0.00 $786,628 $12.28
BRENTWOOD 63,662 $0 $0.00 $782,070 $12.28
LA HABRA 63,542 $0 $0.00 $780,596 $12.28
ENCINITAS 63,390 $0 $0.00 $778,729 $12.28
LAKE ELSINORE 62,949 $0 $0.00 $773,311 $12.28
NATIONAL CITY 62,307 $0 $0.00 $765,425 $12.28
PETALUMA 62,247 $0 $0.00 $764,688 $12.28
MONTEREY PARK 61,828 $0 $0.00 $759,540 $12.28
GARDENA 61,042 $0 $0.00 $749,884 $12.28
LA MESA 60,820 $0 $0.00 $747,157 $12.28
WOODLAND 60,292 $0 $0.00 $740,671 $12.28
PORTERVILLE 60,260 $0 $0.00 $740,278 $12.28
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



SAN RAFAEL 60,046 $0 $0.00 $737,649 $12.28
CUPERTINO 59,879 $0 $0.00 $735,597 $12.28
HUNTINGTON PARK 59,350 $0 $0.00 $729,099 $12.28
ARCADIA 58,891 $0 $0.00 $723,460 $12.28
SANTEE 58,408 $0 $0.00 $717,526 $12.28
HANFORD 58,105 $0 $0.00 $713,804 $12.28
DIAMOND BAR 57,495 $0 $0.00 $706,310 $12.28
FOUNTAIN VALLEY 56,652 $0 $0.00 $695,954 $12.28
GILROY 55,928 $0 $0.00 $687,060 $12.28
HIGHLAND 55,778 $0 $0.00 $685,218 $12.28
PARAMOUNT 55,497 $0 $0.00 $681,766 $12.28
ROSEMEAD 55,097 $0 $0.00 $676,852 $12.28
CATHEDRAL CITY 54,907 $0 $0.00 $674,518 $12.28
YUCAIPA 54,844 $0 $0.00 $673,744 $12.28
COLTON 54,391 $0 $0.00 $668,179 $12.28
NOVATO 54,115 $0 $0.00 $664,788 $12.28
DELANO 53,936 $0 $0.00 $662,589 $12.28
WEST SACRAMENTO 53,911 $0 $0.00 $662,282 $12.28
PALM DESERT 53,625 $0 $0.00 $658,769 $12.28
WATSONVILLE 53,021 $0 $0.00 $651,349 $12.28
PLACENTIA 52,333 $0 $0.00 $642,897 $12.28
GLENDORA 52,122 $0 $0.00 $640,305 $12.28
ALISO VIEJO 51,372 $0 $0.00 $631,091 $12.28
AZUSA 51,313 $0 $0.00 $630,366 $12.28
CERRITOS 50,711 $0 $0.00 $622,971 $12.28
POWAY 50,320 $0 $0.00 $618,168 $12.28
CYPRESS 49,833 $0 $0.00 $612,185 $12.28
LA MIRADA 49,558 $0 $0.00 $608,807 $12.28
CERES 49,510 $0 $0.00 $608,217 $12.28
RANCHO SANTA MARGARIT 48,960 $0 $0.00 $601,460 $12.28
SAN JACINTO 48,878 $0 $0.00 $600,453 $12.28
COVINA 48,876 $0 $0.00 $600,428 $12.28
PALM SPRINGS 48,733 $0 $0.00 $598,672 $12.28
NEWARK 48,712 $0 $0.00 $598,414 $12.28
BEAUMONT 48,401 $0 $0.00 $594,593 $12.28
LINCOLN 48,277 $0 $0.00 $593,070 $12.28
SAN LUIS OBISPO 46,802 $0 $0.00 $574,950 $12.28
COACHELLA 46,351 $0 $0.00 $569,409 $12.28
EL CENTRO 46,248 $0 $0.00 $568,144 $12.28
MORGAN HILL 45,742 $0 $0.00 $561,928 $12.28
BREA 45,606 $0 $0.00 $560,257 $12.28
DANVILLE 45,270 $0 $0.00 $556,130 $12.28
SAN BRUNO 45,257 $0 $0.00 $555,970 $12.28
LOMPOC 43,649 $0 $0.00 $536,216 $12.28
ROHNERT PARK 43,339 $0 $0.00 $532,408 $12.28
CAMPBELL 43,250 $0 $0.00 $531,315 $12.28
BELL GARDENS 42,972 $0 $0.00 $527,899 $12.28
RANCHO PALOS VERDES 42,560 $0 $0.00 $522,838 $12.28
CALEXICO 42,198 $0 $0.00 $518,391 $12.28
LA QUINTA 42,098 $0 $0.00 $517,163 $12.28
LOS BANOS 41,898 $0 $0.00 $514,706 $12.28
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OAKLEY 41,759 $0 $0.00 $512,998 $12.28
SAN GABRIEL 41,178 $0 $0.00 $505,861 $12.28
LA PUENTE 40,795 $0 $0.00 $501,156 $12.28
CULVER CITY 40,173 $0 $0.00 $493,514 $12.28
HOLLISTER 40,149 $0 $0.00 $493,220 $12.28
MONTCLAIR 39,563 $0 $0.00 $486,021 $12.28
STANTON 39,307 $0 $0.00 $482,876 $12.28
PACIFICA 38,674 $0 $0.00 $475,100 $12.28
MONROVIA 38,529 $0 $0.00 $473,318 $12.28
MARTINEZ 38,490 $0 $0.00 $472,839 $12.28
MOORPARK 37,020 $0 $0.00 $454,781 $12.28
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO 36,821 $0 $0.00 $452,336 $12.28
WEST HOLLYWOOD 36,660 $0 $0.00 $450,358 $12.28
TEMPLE CITY 36,583 $0 $0.00 $449,412 $12.28
BELL 36,556 $0 $0.00 $449,081 $12.28
CLAREMONT 36,511 $0 $0.00 $448,528 $12.28
WILDOMAR 36,066 $0 $0.00 $443,061 $12.28
MANHATTAN BEACH 35,922 $0 $0.00 $441,292 $12.28
MENLO PARK 35,790 $0 $0.00 $439,670 $12.28
ADELANTO 35,136 $0 $0.00 $431,636 $12.28
PLEASANT HILL 35,055 $0 $0.00 $430,641 $12.28
BEVERLY HILLS 34,627 $0 $0.00 $425,383 $12.28
SAN DIMAS 34,584 $0 $0.00 $424,855 $12.28
DANA POINT 34,249 $0 $0.00 $420,740 $12.28
SEASIDE 33,776 $0 $0.00 $414,929 $12.28
FOSTER CITY 33,693 $0 $0.00 $413,909 $12.28
LAWNDALE 33,436 $0 $0.00 $410,752 $12.28
LA VERNE 33,201 $0 $0.00 $407,865 $12.28
GOLETA 32,759 $0 $0.00 $402,435 $12.28
SAN PABLO 31,817 $0 $0.00 $390,863 $12.28
LAGUNA HILLS 31,572 $0 $0.00 $387,853 $12.28
ATWATER 31,470 $0 $0.00 $386,600 $12.28
SARATOGA 31,407 $0 $0.00 $385,826 $12.28
EL PASO DE ROBLES 31,244 $0 $0.00 $383,824 $12.28
LOS ALTOS 31,190 $0 $0.00 $383,161 $12.28
BANNING 31,044 $0 $0.00 $381,367 $12.28
LOS GATOS 30,988 $0 $0.00 $380,679 $12.28
SANTA PAULA 30,779 $0 $0.00 $378,112 $12.28
WALNUT 30,551 $0 $0.00 $375,311 $12.28
EAST PALO ALTO 30,499 $0 $0.00 $374,672 $12.28
ATASCADERO 30,405 $0 $0.00 $373,517 $12.28
BURLINGAME 30,317 $0 $0.00 $372,436 $12.28
SAN CARLOS 29,864 $0 $0.00 $366,871 $12.28
RIDGECREST 29,712 $0 $0.00 $365,004 $12.28
SUISUN CITY 29,447 $0 $0.00 $361,748 $12.28
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 29,251 $0 $0.00 $359,341 $12.28
TWENTYNINE PALMS 28,958 $0 $0.00 $355,741 $12.28
WINDSOR 28,565 $0 $0.00 $350,913 $12.28
MONTEREY 28,448 $0 $0.00 $349,476 $12.28
MAYWOOD 27,971 $0 $0.00 $343,616 $12.28
WASCO 27,955 $0 $0.00 $343,420 $12.28
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Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



BENICIA 27,570 $0 $0.00 $338,690 $12.28
IMPERIAL BEACH 27,448 $0 $0.00 $337,191 $12.28
BRAWLEY 27,337 $0 $0.00 $335,828 $12.28
LEMON GROVE 27,208 $0 $0.00 $334,243 $12.28
EUREKA 27,191 $0 $0.00 $334,034 $12.28
BELMONT 27,174 $0 $0.00 $333,825 $12.28
SANGER 27,094 $0 $0.00 $332,842 $12.28
NORCO 27,063 $0 $0.00 $332,462 $12.28
REEDLEY 26,666 $0 $0.00 $327,585 $12.28
GALT 26,489 $0 $0.00 $325,410 $12.28
LAFAYETTE 26,327 $0 $0.00 $323,420 $12.28
LEMOORE 26,257 $0 $0.00 $322,560 $12.28
SOUTH PASADENA 26,245 $0 $0.00 $322,413 $12.28
HERCULES 26,224 $0 $0.00 $322,155 $12.28
PARADISE 26,218 $0 $0.00 $322,081 $12.28
SOLEDAD 26,079 $0 $0.00 $320,373 $12.28
EL CERRITO 25,459 $0 $0.00 $312,757 $12.28
DINUBA 25,328 $0 $0.00 $311,148 $12.28
RIVERBANK 25,318 $0 $0.00 $311,025 $12.28
SEAL BEACH 25,073 $0 $0.00 $308,015 $12.28
SELMA 25,045 $0 $0.00 $307,671 $12.28
LATHROP 24,936 $0 $0.00 $306,332 $12.28
SAN FERNANDO 24,918 $0 $0.00 $306,111 $12.28
CORCORAN 24,813 $0 $0.00 $304,821 $12.28
CORONADO 24,697 $0 $0.00 $303,396 $12.28
LOMA LINDA 24,335 $0 $0.00 $298,949 $12.28
CUDAHY 24,264 $0 $0.00 $298,077 $12.28
CALABASAS 24,239 $0 $0.00 $297,770 $12.28
BARSTOW 24,150 $0 $0.00 $296,676 $12.28
OAKDALE 23,807 $0 $0.00 $292,463 $12.28
PATTERSON 23,764 $0 $0.00 $291,934 $12.28
PORT HUENEME 23,526 $0 $0.00 $289,011 $12.28
LAGUNA BEACH 23,358 $0 $0.00 $286,947 $12.28
MILLBRAE 23,154 $0 $0.00 $284,441 $12.28
MARINA 22,957 $0 $0.00 $282,021 $12.28
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE 22,800 $0 $0.00 $280,092 $12.28
ARVIN 22,178 $0 $0.00 $272,451 $12.28
YUCCA VALLEY 22,050 $0 $0.00 $270,878 $12.28
DUARTE 21,952 $0 $0.00 $269,674 $12.28
OROVILLE 21,773 $0 $0.00 $267,475 $12.28
SOUTH EL MONTE 21,293 $0 $0.00 $261,579 $12.28
SHAFTER 20,886 $0 $0.00 $256,579 $12.28
AGOURA HILLS 20,842 $0 $0.00 $256,038 $12.28
BLYTHE 20,817 $0 $0.00 $255,731 $12.28
LOMITA 20,763 $0 $0.00 $255,068 $12.28
AMERICAN CANYON 20,629 $0 $0.00 $253,422 $12.28
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE 20,602 $0 $0.00 $253,090 $12.28
IMPERIAL 19,929 $0 $0.00 $244,822 $12.28
HERMOSA BEACH 19,847 $0 $0.00 $243,815 $12.28
DIXON 19,794 $0 $0.00 $243,164 $12.28
PINOLE 19,498 $0 $0.00 $239,528 $12.28
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ORINDA 19,475 $0 $0.00 $239,245 $12.28
ALBANY 19,393 $0 $0.00 $238,238 $12.28
CHOWCHILLA 18,742 $0 $0.00 $230,240 $12.28
RANCHO MIRAGE 18,489 $0 $0.00 $227,132 $12.28
SANTA FE SPRINGS 18,261 $0 $0.00 $224,331 $12.28
COALINGA 18,087 $0 $0.00 $222,194 $12.28
ARCATA 18,078 $0 $0.00 $222,083 $12.28
GREENFIELD 18,009 $0 $0.00 $221,236 $12.28
SUSANVILLE 17,947 $0 $0.00 $220,474 $12.28
ARROYO GRANDE 17,876 $0 $0.00 $219,602 $12.28
EL SEGUNDO 17,066 $0 $0.00 $209,651 $12.28
MORAGA 16,939 $0 $0.00 $208,091 $12.28
ARTESIA 16,919 $0 $0.00 $207,845 $12.28
RIPON 16,613 $0 $0.00 $204,086 $12.28
LAGUNA WOODS 16,518 $0 $0.00 $202,919 $12.28
TRUCKEE 16,434 $0 $0.00 $201,887 $12.28
UKIAH 16,296 $0 $0.00 $200,192 $12.28
PARLIER 16,151 $0 $0.00 $198,411 $12.28
FILLMORE 15,925 $0 $0.00 $195,634 $12.28
PACIFIC GROVE 15,883 $0 $0.00 $195,118 $12.28
LA PALMA 15,820 $0 $0.00 $194,344 $12.28
AVENAL 15,505 $0 $0.00 $190,475 $12.28
KERMAN 15,495 $0 $0.00 $190,352 $12.28
CLEARLAKE 15,250 $0 $0.00 $187,342 $12.28
MCFARLAND 15,242 $0 $0.00 $187,244 $12.28
CALIFORNIA CITY 15,000 $0 $0.00 $184,271 $12.28
LIVINGSTON 14,811 $0 $0.00 $181,949 $12.28
KING CITY 14,724 $0 $0.00 $180,880 $12.28
HAWAIIAN GARDENS 14,690 $0 $0.00 $180,463 $12.28
MILL VALLEY 14,675 $0 $0.00 $180,278 $12.28
TEHACHAPI 14,414 $0 $0.00 $177,072 $12.28
AUBURN 14,392 $0 $0.00 $176,802 $12.28
RED BLUFF 14,250 $0 $0.00 $175,057 $12.28
SOLANA BEACH 13,933 $0 $0.00 $171,163 $12.28
CARPINTERIA 13,680 $0 $0.00 $168,055 $12.28
PALOS VERDES ESTATES 13,544 $0 $0.00 $166,384 $12.28
GROVER BEACH 13,533 $0 $0.00 $166,249 $12.28
LINDSAY 13,358 $0 $0.00 $164,099 $12.28
SAN MARINO 13,352 $0 $0.00 $164,026 $12.28
COMMERCE 13,021 $0 $0.00 $159,959 $12.28
SAN ANSELMO 12,902 $0 $0.00 $158,498 $12.28
GRASS VALLEY 12,860 $0 $0.00 $157,982 $12.28
GRAND TERRACE 12,654 $0 $0.00 $155,451 $12.28
MALIBU 12,645 $0 $0.00 $155,340 $12.28
HALF MOON BAY 12,631 $0 $0.00 $155,168 $12.28
MARYSVILLE 12,627 $0 $0.00 $155,119 $12.28
LARKSPUR 12,578 $0 $0.00 $154,517 $12.28
HEALDSBURG 12,501 $0 $0.00 $153,571 $12.28
KINGSBURG 12,392 $0 $0.00 $152,232 $12.28
MENDOTA 12,315 $0 $0.00 $151,286 $12.28
FORTUNA 12,084 $0 $0.00 $148,449 $12.28
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SCOTTS VALLEY 12,082 $0 $0.00 $148,424 $12.28
EMERYVILLE 11,885 $0 $0.00 $146,004 $12.28
SIGNAL HILL 11,795 $0 $0.00 $144,898 $12.28
HILLSBOROUGH 11,769 $0 $0.00 $144,579 $12.28
NEWMAN 11,738 $0 $0.00 $144,198 $12.28
LOS ALAMITOS 11,721 $0 $0.00 $143,989 $12.28
CLAYTON 11,653 $0 $0.00 $143,154 $12.28
SONOMA 11,556 $0 $0.00 $141,962 $12.28
PIEDMONT 11,420 $0 $0.00 $140,292 $12.28
FARMERSVILLE 11,358 $0 $0.00 $139,530 $12.28
CANYON LAKE 11,285 $0 $0.00 $138,633 $12.28
SIERRA MADRE 11,135 $0 $0.00 $136,790 $12.28
EXETER 11,002 $0 $0.00 $135,157 $12.28
PLACERVILLE 10,917 $0 $0.00 $134,112 $12.28
MORRO BAY 10,439 $0 $0.00 $128,240 $12.28
ANDERSON 10,431 $0 $0.00 $128,142 $12.28
SHASTA LAKE 10,275 $0 $0.00 $126,226 $12.28
CAPITOLA 10,240 $0 $0.00 $125,796 $12.28
CORTE MADERA 10,047 $0 $0.00 $123,425 $12.28
ORANGE COVE 9,975 $0 $0.00 $122,540 $12.28
TAFT 9,430 $0 $0.00 $115,845 $12.28
RIO VISTA 9,416 $0 $0.00 $115,673 $12.28
TIBURON 9,362 $0 $0.00 $115,010 $12.28
CLOVERDALE 9,257 $0 $0.00 $113,720 $12.28
CALIMESA 9,159 $0 $0.00 $112,516 $12.28
WATERFORD 9,100 $0 $0.00 $111,791 $12.28
LIVE OAK 8,840 $0 $0.00 $108,597 $12.28
LOS ALTOS HILLS 8,785 $0 $0.00 $107,921 $12.28
GONZALES 8,677 $0 $0.00 $106,595 $12.28
WESTLAKE VILLAGE 8,378 $0 $0.00 $102,921 $12.28
ORLAND 8,337 $0 $0.00 $102,418 $12.28
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES 8,247 $0 $0.00 $101,312 $12.28
PISMO BEACH 8,239 $0 $0.00 $101,214 $12.28
MAMMOTH LAKES 8,234 $0 $0.00 $101,152 $12.28
FIREBAUGH 8,132 $0 $0.00 $99,899 $12.28
HUGHSON 8,017 $0 $0.00 $98,487 $12.28
IONE 7,991 $0 $0.00 $98,167 $12.28
COTATI 7,919 $0 $0.00 $97,283 $12.28
WOODLAKE 7,891 $0 $0.00 $96,939 $12.28
SEBASTOPOL 7,885 $0 $0.00 $96,865 $12.28
GUADALUPE 7,839 $0 $0.00 $96,300 $12.28
OJAI 7,769 $0 $0.00 $95,440 $12.28
ESCALON 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
YREKA 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
FAIRFAX 7,721 $0 $0.00 $94,850 $12.28
CALIPATRIA 7,705 $0 $0.00 $94,654 $12.28
CORNING 7,663 $0 $0.00 $94,138 $12.28
CRESCENT CITY 7,643 $0 $0.00 $93,892 $12.28
FORT BRAGG 7,478 $0 $0.00 $91,865 $12.28
WINTERS 7,417 $0 $0.00 $91,116 $12.28
SAUSALITO 7,416 $0 $0.00 $91,104 $12.28
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



HURON 7,308 $0 $0.00 $89,777 $12.28
GRIDLEY 7,224 $0 $0.00 $88,745 $12.28
ATHERTON 7,070 $0 $0.00 $86,853 $12.28
LOOMIS 6,887 $0 $0.00 $84,605 $12.28
HOLTVILLE 6,779 $0 $0.00 $83,278 $12.28
FOWLER 6,605 $0 $0.00 $81,141 $12.28
WILLOWS 6,282 $0 $0.00 $77,173 $12.28
COLUSA 6,255 $0 $0.00 $76,841 $12.28
SainT HELENA 6,133 $0 $0.00 $75,342 $12.28
VILLA PARK 5,933 $0 $0.00 $72,885 $12.28
GUSTINE 5,884 $0 $0.00 $72,283 $12.28
SOLVANG 5,822 $0 $0.00 $71,522 $12.28
WOODSIDE 5,615 $0 $0.00 $68,979 $12.28
DOS PALOS 5,541 $0 $0.00 $68,070 $12.28
WILLIAMS 5,527 $0 $0.00 $67,898 $12.28
LA HABRA HEIGHTS 5,485 $0 $0.00 $67,382 $12.28
BIG BEAR LAKE 5,461 $0 $0.00 $67,087 $12.28
CALISTOGA 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
BUELLTON 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
INDIAN WELLS 5,445 $0 $0.00 $66,890 $12.28
NEEDLES 5,085 $0 $0.00 $62,468 $12.28
WILLITS 4,996 $0 $0.00 $61,375 $12.28
SONORA 4,903 $0 $0.00 $60,232 $12.28
LAKEPORT 4,806 $0 $0.00 $59,040 $12.28
JACKSON 4,770 $0 $0.00 $58,598 $12.28
BRISBANE 4,691 $0 $0.00 $57,628 $12.28
PORTOLA VALLEY 4,659 $0 $0.00 $57,235 $12.28
DEL MAR 4,451 $0 $0.00 $54,679 $12.28
SAN JOAQUIN 4,216 $0 $0.00 $51,792 $12.28
CARMEL 3,987 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.54
BISHOP 3,899 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.82
AVALON 3,845 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.00
ANGELS CAMP 3,840 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.02
MONTE SERENO 3,787 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.20
WHEATLAND 3,703 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.50
MOUNT SHASTA 3,394 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.73
RIO DELL 3,368 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.85
NEVADA CITY 3,122 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.02
WEED 2,967 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.85
YOUNTVILLE 2,933 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.05
ALTURAS 2,827 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.69
SUTTER CREEK 2,559 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.54
ROSS 2,526 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.79
WESTMORLAND 2,461 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $20.32
BELVEDERE 2,148 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.28
PORTOLA 2,104 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.76
SAN JUAN BAUTISTA 2,081 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.03
COLFAX 2,073 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.12
BIGGS 2,066 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.20
ROLLING HILLS 1,939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $25.79
HIDDEN HILLS 1,885 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $26.53
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DEL REY OAKS 1,734 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $28.84
DUNSMUIR 1,650 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $30.30
COLMA 1,512 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.07
IRWINDALE 1,506 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.20
MONTAGUE 1,443 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $34.65
FERNDALE 1,371 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $36.47
BLUE LAKE 1,253 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $39.90
MARICOPA 1,240 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $40.32
BRADBURY 1,077 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $46.43
PLYMOUTH 1,012 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.41
TULELAKE 1,010 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.50
DORRIS 939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $53.25
ISLETON 871 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $57.41
LOYALTON 769 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $65.02
ETNA 737 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $67.84
FORT JONES 710 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $70.42
POINT ARENA 463 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $107.99
INDUSTRY 451 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $110.86
TEHAMA 418 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $119.62
SAND CITY 397 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $125.94
TRINIDAD 367 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $136.24
VERNON 301 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $166.11
AMADOR 188 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $265.96



California Total 33,358,415      $225,000,000 $275,000,000
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 David Mullinax
Regional Public Affairs Manager
League of California Cities / Channel Counties Division
c. 805.797.3530
dmullinax@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


 



mailto:dmullinax@cacities.org

file:////c/www.cacities.org






From: Valerie Mercado
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Campgrounds Open!
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 4:30:54 PM


Having trouble viewing this email? Click here


Small Business Help!


The Vacation Trailer
RV Rental Company


www.pasoroblesRVrentals.com


Event Venue
Fresh Produce & Local Products,


Gift shop &
Critter Coral for the Kids.


  


Home Repairs
Text 661-549-6843


Click on the Videos, Links or Logos for More Info


Harry's nonessential
brings you LIVE MUSIC!


Please join us in helping local bands
survive the Coronavirus pandemic.


We hope to see you all soon! ROCK ON!!


 


 _   


Who is Ready to Camp?
www.pasoroblesrvrentals.com


Give us a Call today to start booking
888-898-2267


KOA Avila/Pismo Beach
Pismo Sands RV Restort
Now taking reservations



mailto:valerie@nobleproductionsllc.com

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

http://campaign.r20.constantcontact.com/render?m=1113224725728&ca=ee810198-5f2e-4520-9384-e784da1a8316

http://s.rs6.net/t?e=iJj7uHiLGvI&c=1&r=1

http://s.rs6.net/t?e=iJj7uHiLGvI&c=3&r=1

http://s.rs6.net/t?e=iJj7uHiLGvI&c=4&r=1

http://s.rs6.net/t?e=iJj7uHiLGvI&c=5&r=1

https://myemail.constantcontact.com/Campgrounds-Open-.html?soid=1113224725728&aid=iJj7uHiLGvI#fblike

http://ui.constantcontact.com/d.jsp?m=1113224725728&p=oi

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqrr96dm7h3Jk1CV2wNCGhLRB5Z6BgHR-CERRRBoP2v01B1zqn4sA_atvJbmVSBjU8Etj6yBhws7COAzobrT9GBVRTJoPAkzIgAbwPrGyM6tDU6g7sB7cQDyxbLSsfvwIPHVQ885Hkflq&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==
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Click Here and take
advantage TODAY!


 


 


Dentistry For Children


 


caferunner


 


Mission Community Services Corp
Register Here!


 


Dentistry for Children!
* OPENS MAY 27 2020 *


805-922-3530
Visit Website here


Taking precautions in
Pismo Beach!



http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqvKoivnDhbtgpBsaSNReIApTCjJQ8oOf2lL1b_YNn0CZ0zJ6BurMlHHYcV0vKpJNST2aMXo5KnxXfTQKKv85zifvi2ad9zh1XwsWdFsXHxkIvvIq4G0qfmZOKSd8mZEhcZ1Guod_M9DWFcWN_twSyf4A_iUtqRtl9Febc876otDAsS_0-lzM_8x06t_IuKYIhGikID9I-ORvUmdiIgF8uaw42crOFchkhQ==&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==
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Click Here and take
advantage TODAY!


 


Call for Your Free Estimate!


California Governors
Office of Business


Book A Stay Today!!!
The Pismo Beach Hotel


 


Affordable pictures


Pismo Beach Take-Out


Pismo Beach Take-Out


open for curbside pick-up
CoolCatCafe.com


OPEN
NORMAL HOURS MONDAY-SATURDAY 8AM-5PM


For all of your pet and farm animal needs!
Santa Ynez Feed


Santa Ynez Mill & Feed


Did you have to cancel your wedding due to
Coronavirus?  


Are you now looking for an affordable option
for your wedding?


We are happy to help!
Windmill Farms, AG
Book your next event or quinceanera!



http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqh-RnUb-nVjrPammVbTEbFhDRrFUMosmJryevrRWGcfiyJKUHEI91iBnWjiyLPlwuQNQGMUUHBJHXBLrRAN6eUR05xntpaOk5HkIVoAl6r9XT7hhPhNClX-0MFlNmt2Zy1sxAmM1X_GXDHJgDeidD8F7IvoffnYBuKdxNWsHPJOnFQ11jirEkcA=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqkr-P52iSjwi3nasoWSJu9SMoix0me56W0wHBGQ0rBsEtJJ3ujT-d0cQBAeYXCxMXG0nAkE94qCo5BhP8Q9okSBa0C4Bo1zQ1LUhDlFiKhKGZIZdsPbwTZbE4FvZal6xpLyVxqxhOILrS6yDHGWZyIiQvYy08j6hShJmwet7NjeEE7foMuLkkt4=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqqJOoFSl42mvQgexL_mB3pLmwYh2bQlD5in1v6PgH44tYusHTRMMSfVOgjAkD2yWmOJEhhsdCd1rX0eFh8xtdN39e9WkldYkyVAIlzJjM5BuZ9bfAPNmyV74oNFT2XkY6g==&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqh-RnUb-nVjrU3e2XdvvOswGOMOQ2m9y60kusfIU0SrSE4xeg07fcASFMLDRZPdeGIUAtWg63ZCU4ZYDE3tvhleWRF0JZ4YOU_XMChu2RLPEHgtc3aVfFpuZ7H2-1Hnj40vtxjJbZE3Q9NvBmBLBkLc=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqqXHurBbyYwpV5FGr_dYhnZfZej_qSJqPAdXd4yB8zrOTGrHAAWVbbdWuQKx6A4ZOJwNl7-JDsMIcKZElHMKauyJSwyw_ejVgE1e2_di0y1KDHC2_rHa8vicVSFSBQhXMoh51bGktJpy&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqqrzk0AvBsMPjfEacz4jnfyOCeBni-HjHCbHwnHtuJiddwVtGfRixs6A1VIRKXz8tXN8PudUPWs0EyvEc0You1D9SOsGYbTsh3HrYiecNBka3uTkGLrIyqfUJmfGqtqSkYJVaBcSicPG&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqrD43tAE0QwxSmUVcQTGHUj_EMHctuJsODZfyPUeAiHHaAc4xJ4oaPcUGRHe6vfODl1AHIsBl1sfrcLuuSpAtoWbazzgvUvV3GBBXIozfZuQ3yOfty9SYvCjfYGxOPr-zud66OtjB8THCCZrS6AeslQ=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqtLglHLa7k7XLLW8em2PPX5dJGSxmn3YsJFwueiDZAZWp49hnShx5oWsYKuYpPELl3HSTMje2W_2M27IRndtZ8VirGjkckCEekdfJyHP9ISrUnfs9ymmf1lFTsL6vtCCxZB-8owVP20YvIUe39scmftfKZg0vGJeHMdKQ7LdY1vWQmm9rM5BHfE=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wV4tRvx1Ys6BoYF64uAkTB4HphErwYQh6NUcHZpoO2teMla-NnKGqh-RnUb-nVjry1RvslexOU4GvIjiKLJiRpdbMpE1HT1rAvO9elFCAa_HvqnaUJ-yS_ITcwa2XW1m4NsdpNJuDG6IXvJsrwB39bJYaDcHvQwFl9VjUFk2tYAbvqAY42ULRm1uicBWSJNDG320Llv8QlE=&c=lRFAk8t-bHOJr5vGFxAVESdTXB9IaCj0TLjoXjAr1JTzgCumRDFgdw==&ch=lV8zHI6pVseJ98xdcYJ6xmWRxNbRHmEwOh6ScEomkuq5Q5sDEHW3qw==
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City of Santa Maria  
POLICE DEPARTMENT 



 
 
 
 
 



CHIEF’S BULLETIN  
June 19, 2020 



 
 
Dear community member, 
 
Modern day policing is an incredibly rewarding but challenging profession. Recent events 
involving officers in distant states have sparked a national conversation regarding law 
enforcement use of force. Here at home, this has led to appropriate inquiries about the 
composition of our Police Department, how it operates, and how it handles force 
encounters. When questions do arise, it’s helpful to know that all Santa Maria Police 
Department (SMPD) policies can be located on the department’s website. 
 
I am extremely proud of the discipline, compassion, and professionalism the men and 
women of the Santa Maria Police Department display on a daily basis. As a department, 
we take pride in a culture of service and respect for others. Our work to provide 
professional law enforcement services is by design, and it is successfully accomplished 
through adherence to law, policy and best practices.  Our personnel remain in a 
continuous state of training and honest self-evaluation.  As members of this community, 
we believe in community policing and remain open to outside perspectives.    
 
Who are Your Police? 
 
Santa Maria is a diverse city, and your Police Department reflects that diversity. The vast 
majority of SMPD personnel live in the city of Santa Maria and its neighboring 
communities of Orcutt and Nipomo. Many were born and raised in the city. They are your 
neighbors, and they are invested in the community. The makeup of your police 
department, 136 sworn officers, is as follows:  
 



Race / Ethnicity Sworn Personnel % of Department  



Hispanic  60 44.1% 



White  60 44.1% 



Asian 5 3.6% 



Black 3 2.2% 



Native American 2 1.5% 



Pacific Islander 2 1.5% 



Others 4 2.9% 
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The Use of Force by Police Personnel 
 
The use of force is an unfortunate necessity in law enforcement.  I can assure you, it is a 
responsibility we take very seriously. We invest extensive time and resources to train our 
personnel in the employment of de-escalation techniques and tactics to reduce the 
likelihood that force will be necessary in the performance of our duties. While we work 
hard to reduce the need for force, we cannot eliminate it entirely. Much of our response 
is reactionary in nature. Nearly all occasions in which force is used by SMPD officers 
begin with individuals who are non-compliant, attempting to escape, or physically resisting 
our efforts to restrain them. 
 
One of the common misconceptions about law enforcement is that officers are frequently 
engaged in force encounters. This simply is not true, so it’s important to provide some 
numbers for context. Serious use of force incidents are rare at the Santa Maria Police 
Department. Over the past four years, (2016-2019), SMPD officers responded to an 
average of 95,617 calls for service per year (261 per day) and averaged over 5,600 
arrests per year. Those figures do not include the hundreds of thousands of interactions 
with the public that do not involve a call for service. During that same period, on average 
officers used force 127 times per year. That’s only one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of our 
calls for service, and only two-point-two percent (2.2%) of arrests, resulting in an officer 
using any level of force.    
 



Activity 2016 2017 2018 2019 4-Year Annual Average 



Calls for service 99,038 95,226 88,887 99,318 95,617 calls/year 



Arrests 5,943 5,587 5,283 5,717 5,632 arrests/year 



Use of force  104 108 175 122 127 use of force/year 



 
Our use of force reporting policy requires documentation and supervisorial review any 
time an officer uses any level of force. The great majority of force incidents involve officers 
using physical control holds and take-down techniques. In the past four years, SMPD 
officers made 22,530 arrests and used force 509 times. The vast majority of force 
incidents result in minor injury or no injury whatsoever.   
 
We employ a robust procedure for reporting, investigating, and tracking use of force 
incidents. Officers are required to report to a supervisor every time force is used. A 
supervisor is then required to respond to the scene to oversee the subsequent 
investigation. Once all witnesses have been interviewed, evidence gathered, and reports 
written, each incident is reviewed separately by a sergeant, a lieutenant, then a 
commander, and often by our Training Bureau. I personally review higher threshold 
incidents where firearms are discharged, injuries occurred, or misconduct is alleged or 
suspected. Each level of review closely examines each occurrence for adherence to law, 
policy, proper tactics, de-escalation, training and equipment considerations. Training 
solutions or discipline are implemented when appropriate. 
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California Law, SMPD Policy and the #8Can’tWait Campaign 
 
In 2019, California passed two pieces of legislation that are important to this conversation. 
AB 392 (Weber) set a new legal standard for police officers’ use of deadly force here in 
California. SB 230 (Caballero) set national precedent by establishing a minimum use of 
force policy standard for ALL departments. Most of the recommendations outlined in the 
#8Can’tWait campaign are already addressed in SMPD policy or have been captured by 
these two new landmark laws. Outlined below are the provisions in the #8Can’tWait 
platform and the corresponding law or SMPD policies that address those concerns. 
 
1. Require de-escalation – Yes 
 
SB 230 and SMPD Polices 300, 409, and 430 require that officers utilize de-escalation 
techniques, crisis intervention tactics, and other alternatives to force when feasible. 
SMPD mandates officers to conduct all duties in a manner that is fair and unbiased. 
SMPD officers are trained in alternatives to deadly force, de-escalation techniques, and 
crisis intervention strategies. In addition, this month, all officers will receive respiratory 
distress training.  
 
2. Require warning before shooting – Yes  
 
AB 392 and SMPD Policy 300.4 require, “where feasible, a peace officer shall, prior to 
the use of force, make reasonable efforts to identify themselves as a peace officer and to 
warn that deadly force may be used, unless the officer has objectively reasonable 
grounds to believe the person is aware of those facts.” This requirement is consistent with 
federal case law.  
 
3. Duty to intervene – Yes  
 
SB 230 and SMPD Policy 300.2 sets forth a “requirement that an officer intercede when 
present and observing another officer using force that is clearly beyond that which is 
necessary, as determined by an objectively reasonable officer under the circumstances.” 
This provision is consistent with federal law.  
 
4. Require use of force reporting – Yes 
 
SB 230 and SMPD Policy 300.5 require comprehensive and detailed requirements for 
prompt and internal reporting and notification regarding a use of force incident. SB 230 
and SMPD Policy 300.2.1 also require officers to report excessive force they witness. 
 
5. Ban chokeholds and strangleholds – Use is highly restricted. 
    
SMPD Policy does not allow chokeholds or strangleholds as a control technique. They 
would be considered deadly force. SMPD Policy 300.3.5 does allow the use of the Carotid 





https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB392


https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB230
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control hold, but its use is restricted to violent or physically resisting individuals. It may 
not be used against pregnant females, juveniles, elderly, or those with neck deformities.  
 
As of Friday June 5th, consistent with orders from the California Governor, SMPD will no 
longer instruct officers in the use of this technique in its POST certified courses. The use 
of this technique is currently under review by both Federal and state legislators.  
 
6. Ban shooting at moving vehicles – Restricted, not banned. 
  
An outright prohibition in all circumstances does not account for situations where the 
driver of a vehicle may be threatening death or great bodily injury to others. For example, 
a driver intentionally trying to run over pedestrians at a farmer’s market might necessitate 
a deadly force response from police to save lives.  
 
SMPD Policy 300.4.1, requires officers to move out of the way of an approaching vehicle 
instead of discharging their firearms, except when there are no other reasonable means 
to avert the threat.  
 
7. Require a use of force continuum – No 
 
The use of force continuum is an outdated model that has proven impractical, even 
dangerous, when applied to real life situations. The continuum as instructed required an 
officer to attempt the lowest level of force sequentially, when responding to a threat. It is 
often impractical to adhere to this requirement. For example, if a suspect is wielding a 
firearm, an officer should not have to begin to addresses the threat by using hands-on 
techniques. Instead, SMPD training and policy focus on creating space and separation in 
an attempt to utilize de-escalation techniques. The appropriate and reasonable force 
option is chosen based on the level of the threat presented to the officer.  
 
 
8.  Require exhausting all alternatives before shooting - No 
 
Words like all, always, and never, rarely work well in real-world applications of policy. 
Some force options might be impractical, dangerous, or unsuited to the threat facing the 
officer. For example, an officer confronting a man with a gun, should not be required to 
attempt to tackle the suspect, or use a baton. This type of policy would likely result in 
great bodily injury or death for the officer.  
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In Closing 
 
I believe strongly in something I like to call Constitutional Policing.  By this term, I mean 
policing with the philosophy and recognition that as law enforcement personnel, we derive 
our authority from the very people we serve, and that part of our core responsibility is the 
preservation of their rights. This philosophy is continually incorporated in our discourse 
and our training. As a result, the SMPD has a healthy culture that honors service and 
respect for others.              
 
We enjoy a wonderful relationship with this community that has shown us tremendous 
support. With that support, we will continue to serve, train and hold ourselves to the 
highest professional standards while maintaining an open mind to new ideas, policies and 
technologies that enhance public safety, while maintaining the safety of our personnel.      
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 



 
 
Phillip C. Hansen 
Chief of Police  
 
 



 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 










—


Gloria S. Soto, Councilwoman  


she/her/hers


City of Santa Maria


110 East Cook Street / Santa Maria, CA 93454


Telephone: (805) 925-0951 x 2193 


gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org


Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and courteous manner possible.”








From: Phillip Hansen
To: Council - ap remote mail; Etta Waterfield; Mike Cordero; Gloria Soto; Michael Moats; Jason Stilwell; Thomas


Watson
Cc: Mark van de Kamp
Subject: Chief"s Bulletin regarding Use of Force
Date: Friday, June 19, 2020 3:37:53 PM
Attachments: Chief"s Bulletin - Use of Force.pdf


Ladies and Gentlemen,
 
I am sending you the attached Chief’s Bulletin to provide some insight into SMPD
operations and policy relating to use of force.  The document provides some
statistical information as well as a brief discussion about how our law and policy relate
to the current #8Can’tWait campaign you may be familiar with. This Bulletin will be
posted on the Police Department’s web page, as is the entire SMPD policy manual.
 
As a side note, I’d like you to know that I recently signed a contract with the OIR
Group to perform an independent audit of the SMPD.  The audit will assess the
efficiency transparency and accountability of the SMPD.  Among other things, it will
focus on Use of Force, Response to Citizen Complaints, Internal Investigations,
Accountability, and Documentation of Officer Performance. A final public report will be
delivered to Mr. Stillwell.
 
I believe that we have a progressive, professional Police Department with a culture
that honors service and respect for others.  It’s my hope and belief that this report will
confirm that assessment while providing insights and suggestions for further
improvement.   
 
I hope you find this information helpful and I wish each of you a peaceful weekend.
 
Phil   
 
Phillip C. Hansen, Chief of Police
Santa Maria Police Department
1111 W. Betteravia Road
Santa Maria, CA 93455
(805) 928-3781, Ext. 2272
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City of Santa Maria  
POLICE DEPARTMENT 



 
 
 
 
 



CHIEF’S BULLETIN  
June 19, 2020 



 
 
Dear community member, 
 
Modern day policing is an incredibly rewarding but challenging profession. Recent events 
involving officers in distant states have sparked a national conversation regarding law 
enforcement use of force. Here at home, this has led to appropriate inquiries about the 
composition of our Police Department, how it operates, and how it handles force 
encounters. When questions do arise, it’s helpful to know that all Santa Maria Police 
Department (SMPD) policies can be located on the department’s website. 
 
I am extremely proud of the discipline, compassion, and professionalism the men and 
women of the Santa Maria Police Department display on a daily basis. As a department, 
we take pride in a culture of service and respect for others. Our work to provide 
professional law enforcement services is by design, and it is successfully accomplished 
through adherence to law, policy and best practices.  Our personnel remain in a 
continuous state of training and honest self-evaluation.  As members of this community, 
we believe in community policing and remain open to outside perspectives.    
 
Who are Your Police? 
 
Santa Maria is a diverse city, and your Police Department reflects that diversity. The vast 
majority of SMPD personnel live in the city of Santa Maria and its neighboring 
communities of Orcutt and Nipomo. Many were born and raised in the city. They are your 
neighbors, and they are invested in the community. The makeup of your police 
department, 136 sworn officers, is as follows:  
 



Race / Ethnicity Sworn Personnel % of Department  



Hispanic  60 44.1% 



White  60 44.1% 



Asian 5 3.6% 



Black 3 2.2% 



Native American 2 1.5% 



Pacific Islander 2 1.5% 



Others 4 2.9% 
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The Use of Force by Police Personnel 
 
The use of force is an unfortunate necessity in law enforcement.  I can assure you, it is a 
responsibility we take very seriously. We invest extensive time and resources to train our 
personnel in the employment of de-escalation techniques and tactics to reduce the 
likelihood that force will be necessary in the performance of our duties. While we work 
hard to reduce the need for force, we cannot eliminate it entirely. Much of our response 
is reactionary in nature. Nearly all occasions in which force is used by SMPD officers 
begin with individuals who are non-compliant, attempting to escape, or physically resisting 
our efforts to restrain them. 
 
One of the common misconceptions about law enforcement is that officers are frequently 
engaged in force encounters. This simply is not true, so it’s important to provide some 
numbers for context. Serious use of force incidents are rare at the Santa Maria Police 
Department. Over the past four years, (2016-2019), SMPD officers responded to an 
average of 95,617 calls for service per year (261 per day) and averaged over 5,600 
arrests per year. Those figures do not include the hundreds of thousands of interactions 
with the public that do not involve a call for service. During that same period, on average 
officers used force 127 times per year. That’s only one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of our 
calls for service, and only two-point-two percent (2.2%) of arrests, resulting in an officer 
using any level of force.    
 



Activity 2016 2017 2018 2019 4-Year Annual Average 



Calls for service 99,038 95,226 88,887 99,318 95,617 calls/year 



Arrests 5,943 5,587 5,283 5,717 5,632 arrests/year 



Use of force  104 108 175 122 127 use of force/year 



 
Our use of force reporting policy requires documentation and supervisorial review any 
time an officer uses any level of force. The great majority of force incidents involve officers 
using physical control holds and take-down techniques. In the past four years, SMPD 
officers made 22,530 arrests and used force 509 times. The vast majority of force 
incidents result in minor injury or no injury whatsoever.   
 
We employ a robust procedure for reporting, investigating, and tracking use of force 
incidents. Officers are required to report to a supervisor every time force is used. A 
supervisor is then required to respond to the scene to oversee the subsequent 
investigation. Once all witnesses have been interviewed, evidence gathered, and reports 
written, each incident is reviewed separately by a sergeant, a lieutenant, then a 
commander, and often by our Training Bureau. I personally review higher threshold 
incidents where firearms are discharged, injuries occurred, or misconduct is alleged or 
suspected. Each level of review closely examines each occurrence for adherence to law, 
policy, proper tactics, de-escalation, training and equipment considerations. Training 
solutions or discipline are implemented when appropriate. 
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California Law, SMPD Policy and the #8Can’tWait Campaign 
 
In 2019, California passed two pieces of legislation that are important to this conversation. 
AB 392 (Weber) set a new legal standard for police officers’ use of deadly force here in 
California. SB 230 (Caballero) set national precedent by establishing a minimum use of 
force policy standard for ALL departments. Most of the recommendations outlined in the 
#8Can’tWait campaign are already addressed in SMPD policy or have been captured by 
these two new landmark laws. Outlined below are the provisions in the #8Can’tWait 
platform and the corresponding law or SMPD policies that address those concerns. 
 
1. Require de-escalation – Yes 
 
SB 230 and SMPD Polices 300, 409, and 430 require that officers utilize de-escalation 
techniques, crisis intervention tactics, and other alternatives to force when feasible. 
SMPD mandates officers to conduct all duties in a manner that is fair and unbiased. 
SMPD officers are trained in alternatives to deadly force, de-escalation techniques, and 
crisis intervention strategies. In addition, this month, all officers will receive respiratory 
distress training.  
 
2. Require warning before shooting – Yes  
 
AB 392 and SMPD Policy 300.4 require, “where feasible, a peace officer shall, prior to 
the use of force, make reasonable efforts to identify themselves as a peace officer and to 
warn that deadly force may be used, unless the officer has objectively reasonable 
grounds to believe the person is aware of those facts.” This requirement is consistent with 
federal case law.  
 
3. Duty to intervene – Yes  
 
SB 230 and SMPD Policy 300.2 sets forth a “requirement that an officer intercede when 
present and observing another officer using force that is clearly beyond that which is 
necessary, as determined by an objectively reasonable officer under the circumstances.” 
This provision is consistent with federal law.  
 
4. Require use of force reporting – Yes 
 
SB 230 and SMPD Policy 300.5 require comprehensive and detailed requirements for 
prompt and internal reporting and notification regarding a use of force incident. SB 230 
and SMPD Policy 300.2.1 also require officers to report excessive force they witness. 
 
5. Ban chokeholds and strangleholds – Use is highly restricted. 
    
SMPD Policy does not allow chokeholds or strangleholds as a control technique. They 
would be considered deadly force. SMPD Policy 300.3.5 does allow the use of the Carotid 





https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB392


https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB230
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control hold, but its use is restricted to violent or physically resisting individuals. It may 
not be used against pregnant females, juveniles, elderly, or those with neck deformities.  
 
As of Friday June 5th, consistent with orders from the California Governor, SMPD will no 
longer instruct officers in the use of this technique in its POST certified courses. The use 
of this technique is currently under review by both Federal and state legislators.  
 
6. Ban shooting at moving vehicles – Restricted, not banned. 
  
An outright prohibition in all circumstances does not account for situations where the 
driver of a vehicle may be threatening death or great bodily injury to others. For example, 
a driver intentionally trying to run over pedestrians at a farmer’s market might necessitate 
a deadly force response from police to save lives.  
 
SMPD Policy 300.4.1, requires officers to move out of the way of an approaching vehicle 
instead of discharging their firearms, except when there are no other reasonable means 
to avert the threat.  
 
7. Require a use of force continuum – No 
 
The use of force continuum is an outdated model that has proven impractical, even 
dangerous, when applied to real life situations. The continuum as instructed required an 
officer to attempt the lowest level of force sequentially, when responding to a threat. It is 
often impractical to adhere to this requirement. For example, if a suspect is wielding a 
firearm, an officer should not have to begin to addresses the threat by using hands-on 
techniques. Instead, SMPD training and policy focus on creating space and separation in 
an attempt to utilize de-escalation techniques. The appropriate and reasonable force 
option is chosen based on the level of the threat presented to the officer.  
 
 
8.  Require exhausting all alternatives before shooting - No 
 
Words like all, always, and never, rarely work well in real-world applications of policy. 
Some force options might be impractical, dangerous, or unsuited to the threat facing the 
officer. For example, an officer confronting a man with a gun, should not be required to 
attempt to tackle the suspect, or use a baton. This type of policy would likely result in 
great bodily injury or death for the officer.  
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In Closing 
 
I believe strongly in something I like to call Constitutional Policing.  By this term, I mean 
policing with the philosophy and recognition that as law enforcement personnel, we derive 
our authority from the very people we serve, and that part of our core responsibility is the 
preservation of their rights. This philosophy is continually incorporated in our discourse 
and our training. As a result, the SMPD has a healthy culture that honors service and 
respect for others.              
 
We enjoy a wonderful relationship with this community that has shown us tremendous 
support. With that support, we will continue to serve, train and hold ourselves to the 
highest professional standards while maintaining an open mind to new ideas, policies and 
technologies that enhance public safety, while maintaining the safety of our personnel.      
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 



 
 
Phillip C. Hansen 
Chief of Police  
 
 



 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 













From: Holly Nolan-Chavez
To: Holly Nolan-Chavez
Subject: Community Prosperity Summit May 28-29.pdf
Date: Friday, May 22, 2020 3:27:28 PM
Attachments: Community Prosperity Summit May 28-29.pdf


Rural/Community Prosperity Stakeholders:
We hope that you are healthy and safe and as smoothly as possible adjusting to the new
normal of living through the COVID-19 challenge. We wanted provide you with an update on
the 2020 Community Prosperity Summit  that many of you learned about at the September
2019 Rural Prosperity Initiative forum held at Allan Hancock College. The Community
Prosperity Summit that Allan Hancock College, EconAlliance, and the USDA Office of
Partnerships & Public Engagement (OPPE) originally planned for April 24th  is rescheduled
for May 28th-29th, as a series of Zoom meetings. Please see the attached agenda and
invitation for additional information. I hope you can join us in this very important
meeting.
 
 
Holly Nolan Chavez, M.S.
Regional Director | Employer Engagement- Agriculture, Water, & Environmental Technology
Allan Hancock College
800 S. College Dr.
Santa Maria, CA 93454
805-225-6540
hchavez@hancockcollege.edu
 


 
 
 



mailto:hchavez@hancockcollege.edu
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF PARTNERSHIPS & PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 



Community Prosperity Virtual Summit 
Allan Hancock College 



AGENDA THURSDAY/FRIDAY 
May 28-29, 2020 



EconAlliance 



United States Department 



of Agriculture (USDA) 



 
 



 



Purpose: The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Community Prosperity Summit is an  event 
designed to foster hope and opportunity, asset building, and wealth creation in communities across the 
country. The Summit will convene state, federal, Hispanic Serving Institutions, tribal colleges, faith 
leaders, veterans, and other strategic partners to: 



 
• Assist communities in the development of local prosperity councils, create wealth and 
build assets 



• Illustrate successful practices for developing key partnerships 
• Connect attendees to USDA and other relevant federal programs, and 
• Model success for communities and future generations of communities 



 
 



AGENDA: 



The following agenda and individual webinars planned are part of the two-day online Summit on 



May 28 and 29. 



DAY ONE: 



THURSDAY 



May 28, 2020 



 



Day One 



Agenda    
detail  



begins p. 2 



 



     
 
 
 



DAY TWO: 



FRIDAY 



May 29, 2020 



 



Day Two 



Agenda    
detail  



begins p. 4 



 



 



 



 



8:30 a.m. – 10:45 a.m.  



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/98283872138 



Summit Opening Presentations and Keynote 



 
11:00a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/99996206700 



Business and Community Opportunities (Federal Agency presentations); Q&A 
 
1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/93686781987 



Panel and Roundtable: Housing 



 
 



 



 



9:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m.  



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/92851582602  



Wellness and Quality of Life 



 
11:00 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. 



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/91367457075 



Regional Broadband Enhancement 



 
1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 



Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/95567697434 



Economic and Workforce Development and Innovation 





http://www.usda.gov/
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8:30 AM 



 
 
 
 
9:00 AM 



 
 
 
 
 



 
 
9:15 AM 



 
 
 
 



 
10:00 AM 



 



 
 
10:40 AM 



Community Prosperity Summit Introductory Presentations and Keynote 
(8:30 - 10:45 AM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/98283872138  



Community Prosperity Summit Welcome 



The Honorable Alice Patino, Mayor, City of Santa Maria 



Kevin Walthers, PhD, President/Superintendent, Allan Hancock College 
 



Introduction of Mike Beatty, Director 



USDA Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement (OPPE) 



Joe Halsell, President, EconAlliance Board of Directors 



 



Introduction of USDA State Food and Agriculture Council 



Mike Beatty, Director, USDA Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement (OPPE) 
 



 



Opening Remarks (Speakers introduced by USDA/OPPE Director Mike Beatty) 
Connie Conway, Farm Service Agency (FSA), State Executive Director 
Carlos Suarez, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), State Conservationist 
Kim Vann, Rural Development (RD), State Director 



 
 
Keynote Presentation: 



Glenda Humiston, Vice President, UC Agriculture & Natural Resources  



Preview of Virtual “Break-Outs” 



 
 



 
 



 
 
 
 



11:00 AM 



Business & Community Opportunities 
Federal Agency presentations, Q&A 
Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/99996206700 
 



Business and Community Opportunities (Federal Agency presentations); Q&A 



Rocky Chenelle, General Field Representative Rural Utilities 
USDA Rural Development 



 



Terri L. Billups, Assistant District Director, Economic Development 
U.S. Small Business Administration 



 



Jamika Lopez, Community Outreach, Resources and Planning Specialist 
U.S. Department of Labor 



 



Stacy Lopez, Single Family Housing Regional Coordinator 
USDA Rural Development 



 



Pauline Louie, Operations Specialist 
Housing & Urban Development (HUD) 
 



Malinda Matson, Economic Development Rep, Northern/Coastal California 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration 



 



Erica Romero, Assistant Vice President for State Advocacy 
Hispanic Association of Colleges and Universities (HACU) 



 



Ray Bowman, Director 
Ventura/Santa Barbara Counties Small Business Development Center 
 



Scott Hillis, Advisor 
San Luis Obispo SCORE 



 





https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/98283872138


https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/99996206700
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1:30 PM 



  
 



 
 
 
 
 
2:00 PM 



 
 



 
 
 
2:30 PM 



 
 
 
 



3:00 PM 



Housing: Needs; Infrastructure & Other Challenges; Potential Models and Solutions 
(1:30 - 3:30 PM) Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/93686781987 



Facilitator: Eddie Taylor, CEO, United Way 



Housing Needs Panel & Roundtable 



Sandra Dickerson, CEO, Your People Professionals  
John Fowler, CEO, Peoples Self-Help Housing 
Bob Havlicek, Executive Director, Housing Authority Santa Barbara County 
Claire Wineman, President, Grower-Shipper Association Santa Barbara/San Luis Obispo Counties 
Hon. Jenelle Osborne, Mayor, City of Lompoc  
 
 
Infrastructure and Other Challenges 



Morgan Benevedo, Director, Multi-Family Housing Development, Peoples’ Self-Help Housing 
Joe Halsell, CEO, Halsell Builders 
Derek Hansen, Executive Vice President, Towbes Group 



 
 
Panel & Roundtable: Potential Models and Solutions, Model Projects 



Cruz Avila, Executive Director, Homebound Services 
Eddie Taylor, Director, Home for Good Santa Barbara County 



Frank Thompson, Principal, Frank Thompson Housing Consultants 
 
Matching Opportunities with Resources 



Pauline Louie, Operations Specialist, Housing & Urban Development (HUD) 
 



 



 
 



 
 



See Day Two Agenda Detail on Page 4 (next page) 





https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/93686781987
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9:00 AM 



 



Wellness and Quality of Life 
(9:00 - 10:30 AM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/92851582602  



Co-Facilitator: Hilda Zacarias, CPA/MPA, other co-facilitator TBA 
 



What are the key health and wellness needs/gaps in our area? 



 Ed Braxton, Chief HR Officer, Lompoc Valley Med Center 
 Dignity Health speaker and other TBA 



 



What are the key elements of a good quality of life and how do we improve those elements for all area 
residents? 



Panel Participants TBA 
 
 



 



 
 



 
 



Regional Broadband Enhancement 
(11:00 AM - 12:30 PM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/91367457075 



 
Agency participant: Malinda Manson, US DOC/EDA Rep, Northern and Coastal California; 



Pauline Louie, Operations Specialist, Housing & Urban Development 



Facilitators: Bill Simmons, Executive Director, Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast 
Chris Chirgwin, CEO, Lanspeed, Chairman, Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast-North 
Other participants TBA 



 



11:00 AM 



 



 



 



11:30 AM 



Overview Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast (BCPC) 



Broadband-Related Needs Now in Greater Focus: Telemedicine, Distance Learning, Teleworking 



North County Fiber Ring Network Concept 
 
 
Other Broadband Efforts in Development, or Proposal Stage 
 
Leveraging Efforts for Broadband Expansion 



 
 



 
 
 
 



See Day Two Agenda Detail: Economic 
Development Session on Page 5 (next page) 
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Economic and Workforce Development and Innovation 
(1:30 - 3:30 PM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/95567697434 



 
Agency Participants invited: Terri Billups, US SBA/Economic Development Asst. District Director; 



Jamika Lopez, US DOL/Community Outreach Resources & Planning Specialist; Erica Romero, 



Hispanic Assn. of Colleges and Universities, Asst. VP, State Advocacy; Malinda Matson US DOC/EDA 



Rep, Northern and Coastal California 



Facilitator: Victoria Conner, Initiatives Director, EconAlliance 



 



1:30 PM 



  



 



     How well do the Rural Prosperity Initiative focus areas (e-connectivity, innovation/technology,  
     Economic development, workforce, and quality of life) align with your local economic  
     Development priorities? 



     Tracy Beard, Executive Director, Solvang Chamber of Commerce 
     Sam Cohen, President, Santa Ynez Chamber/VP Governance & Operations, SY Band Chumash  
     Glenn Morris, CEO, Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce;  
     Kathy Vreeland, Executive Director, Buellton Chamber of Commerce 
     Others TBA 
 
      Discussion: 



• What are the economic and workforce opportunities to be highlighted? 



• What are the barriers or obstacles to addressing those opportunities? 



• What immediate actions could leverage our ability to prosper from our opportunities? 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Juls Neel
Subject: Fwd: Farmworker Action Tomorrow
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2020 12:18:18 PM


Begin forwarded message:


From: Abraham Cause <abraham@causenow.org>
Subject: Farmworker Action Tomorrow
Date: May 27, 2020 at 5:22:29 PM PDT
To: sduarte@gusdbobcats.com, Alma Wilson
<alma_wilson2003@yahoo.com>, Gloria Soto
<gloria.soto.1989@hotmail.com>, Patricia Solorio
<psolorio@fundforsantabarbara.org>, David Melendrez
<david@fundforsantabarbara.org>, Ramiro Cordoba
<rcordoba@udwa.org>, Benito Camarillo <benito.camarillo@mixteco.org>


Hello Friends, 


Some of you might be aware that there is an ongoing call from local farmworkers
for better work conditions, better pay and a stop to retaliation and intimidation by
their employer. We are hoping you can help us support them by showing up
tomorrow Thursday the 28th at 4:45pm.


On May 4th and 5th about 100 farmworkers total from 2 different farms at
Laguna Ranch Farms LLC. went on strike to demand a 10cent rate increase that
was met with the employer calling the sheriff's office and threatening many with
calling ICE and replacing them with H2A visa workers. Many were also unjustly
laid off but thankfully the ALRB (state agency) has stepped in.


They were on strike because many farmworkers are working under very unfair
conditions including an increased demand from their superiors to work more
efficiently without any additional compensation. This led to many more
farmworkers injuring themselves and according to many there are not being
provided with enough time to treat their wounds which has led many to bleed
directly on the strawberries that are being shipped out. Additionally, there are
many stories of farmworkers getting sick with COVID with the employer
attempting to cover it up. Lastly, with the increase of prices at the grocery stores
and daycare due to COVID many farmworkers have finally had enough. 


Now workers are going directly to the top. Laguna Ranch Farms LLC is a direct
provider of strawberries to Driscoll's Berries, one of the nation's largest berry
companies. Farmworkers are organizing and submitting a petition to Driscol's to
address the injustices of their contracted farms tomorrow at 5pm and we are
hoping to have some trusted community members be present to support and be
witnesses in the case of more retaliation. Many farmworkers are being intimidated
and we want to show them that they have our support.



mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:neeljoey@gmail.com

mailto:abraham@causenow.org

mailto:sduarte@gusdbobcats.com

mailto:alma_wilson2003@yahoo.com

mailto:gloria.soto.1989@hotmail.com

mailto:psolorio@fundforsantabarbara.org

mailto:david@fundforsantabarbara.org

mailto:rcordoba@udwa.org

mailto:benito.camarillo@mixteco.org





If you are able to please meet us at the Blosser Dollar Tree parking lot at 525
Blosser Rd. at 4:45pm tomorrow Thursday the 28th (I will have some signs
but if you can bring your own that would be best). Farmworkers will arrive
shortly after and we will all head over to the local Driscoll's office which is
nearby for them to submit their petition.


Media has been invited and we're hoping the community can be there too. If you
have any questions feel free to text or call me directly at (805) 714-3378. We are
not blasting this on social media until the farmworkers get an opportunity to
submit the petition due to many being in fear, so I ask for you to invite members
and colleagues personally but not share widely on social media until after.


In Solidarity.


Abe


-- 
Abraham Melendrez
Policy Advocate


p: (805) 253-3686


a: 120 E. Jones St. Santa Maria,CA 93454 


w: www.causenow.org e: abraham@causenow.org


pronouns: he/ him/ el


   


Continue your commitment for CAUSE in your estate planning. 



http://www.causenow.org/

mailto:abraham@causenow.org

http://facebook.com/cause805

http://instagram.com/cause805

https://twitter.com/cause805






From: Gloria Soto
To: Jason Stilwell
Subject: Fwd: Help with finding a space
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 1:20:42 PM


Hi Jason, 


Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.


Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:


From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>


Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow evening. As
you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation between Rancho Laguna
Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini. On Tuesday we were able to meet at
the county board room thanks to Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the
county is in budget hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we
need it. We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263



mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
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From: Jackie Botts
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Friday, July 3, 2020 10:04:04 AM


Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a journalist covering economic inequality
for CalMatters, a nonprofit newsroom that covers California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link between crowded housing conditions and COVID-
19. I'm now looking into the issue of crowded housing for H-2A farmworkers, following the
outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker housing facilita Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A farmworker housing in Santa Maria. My basic
question is how high is the risk that what happened in Oxnard repeats itself in other H-2A
housing facilities? What bodies are charged with making sure H-2A workers are in safe
working/living conditions, normally and during the virus? How accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak on the phone over the next few days? I'm
actually driving down to the Santa Barbara county area today to see family and wondering if
there might be more opportunity to do more digging early next week. I know this is a very
complex issue that Santa Maria has been tackling in various ways over the past few years, so
I'd really appreciate any ideas, leads or tips on doing this sensitively that you can share. Happy
to speak on the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let me know when's a good time for you to
talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts
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Watch and share the webinar recording and continue the plastics reduction conversation.


View this email in your browser


See CEC's 2020 Impact Report here.


Eating, Drinking
and Breathing Plastic


Webinar Recording & Resources


From: Kathi King, Community Environmental Council
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Eating, Drinking and Breathing Plastic - Recording, Presentation and Additional Resources
Date: Friday, July 10, 2020 4:36:55 PM
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Thank you to everyone who attended – and special thanks to co-host Penny Owens,
Santa Barbara Channelkeeper Education and Community Outreach Director; guest
speaker Toni Marietti, UC Santa Barbara Environmental Studies student and
CALPIRG Plastic-Free Seas Campaign coordinator; and our host Nadra
Ehrman, CEC Board Member and Residential Community Manager at the Towbes
Group. We are pleased that more than 150 individuals joined us for this important
discussion about how we consume plastics.


During the pandemic, we have taken solace in the evidence that nature has been
given a break from human activity but the climate crisis – and plastic crisis – is not
on hold. As I discuss in my blog, thousands of metric tons of microplastic particles
are falling from the sky, the plastics industry avoids responsibility for disposal of their
waste, and we are literally eating, drinking and breathing plastic. 


Through CEC's work, we know that advocating for policy change can significantly
reduce our region's plastic consumption and is key to combating the plastic crisis.
Individual actions are also critical and there are many ways each of us can make a
positive impact – during Plastic Free July – and beyond. We hope you will join us
on July 29 for our next plastics webinar, Getting Real About Plastic and
Recycling, to learn more about how you can recycle film plastics locally and the dos
and don'ts of our blue recycle bins.


Here are some resources shared during the event that will help you stay
engaged:


Read Where’s Airborne Plastic? Everywhere, Scientists Find to learn why
there is “no nook or cranny” on the planet where plastics do not exist.
Visualize the amount of microplastic we eat in this Reuters article, A Plateful
of Plastic.
Read how COVID-19 brought a sudden and dramatic halt to our
environmental positive streak and how we can balance the need to protect
human health while working toward a more sustainable world.
Peruse this year-long series of reports from Reserve, Louisiana, where the
risk of cancer is 50 times the national average for the United States.


Watch or Share the Recording


Download the Presentation



https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=5d926d09c1&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=c73b563754&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=4cac426bd8&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=ee9faefccf&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=2d2db6799c&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=2d2db6799c&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=16e67a7310&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=9ebe0fc4e1&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=9ebe0fc4e1&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=2f7c5e8c53&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=2f7c5e8c53&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=5b0b09e721&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=e363909a29&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=c6d5d78c96&e=a23c370130





Better understand why more than 125 virologists, epidemiologists, and
health experts from 18 different countries say it is safe to use reusable
plastics during the pandemic. 
Read the AB-1080 Solid Waste law, written to position California to be on the
forefront of reducing pollution from plastic packaging and disposal. 
Listen to The Safety and Future of Reuse on the Indisposable podcast to
learn how reuse solutions and systems can help save businesses money, get
people back to work, protect public health, and drastically reduce plastic
pollution.
Consider contacting Trader Joe's (select sustainability from feedback
dropdown) and Costco (click on feedback in sidebar) to request that they
reduce their plastic packaging.


Tips for #PlasticFreeJuly – and beyond:


Ask the cashier to put your items back into the cart instead of into fresh
grocery bags – and transfer them to reusable bags outside.
Encourage stores to resume accepting reusable bags – even if it means
you have to bag items yourself. Tri-County Produce has allowed reusable bags
throughout the pandemic and the Santa Barbara Farmers Market allows
reusable bags at most stands.
Review the items in your cart before checkout – identify one or two that are
packaged in plastic and try to find a similar product in alternative packaging.
Avoid the "Big Four" – bottled water, plastic bags, straws and coffee cups.
Check with your favorite coffee shop to see if they are accepting reusable cups
again – and request that they consider doing so if they are not. 


Additional actions you can take:


Take the Plastic Free Pledge to reduce your plastic consumption during the
month of July – and beyond.
Attend our July 29 webinar to learn more about how Ablitt's film plastic
program is changing and the harsh realities of plastic recycling.
Follow us on Facebook, Twitter and Instagram for plastic reduction ideas
and additional resources.
Promote Plastic Free July on your personal or organization social media
channels. See our Plastic Free July Social Media Toolkit for resources.
Enter CEC's #PlasticFreeJuly Social Media Contest – see graphic below for
more info.


Together, we can #ditchplastic to reduce waste and build climate resilience on the
Central Coast.
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Wishing you well,


Kathi King
Director of Outreach and Education
Community Environmental Council


More ways to connect, engage,
and learn.


CEC Webinar Series: Getting Real About Plastic and Recycling – Wednesday,
July 29
11:30 a.m. - 12:30 p.m.


Labeling a product “recyclable” does not guarantee that it will be recycled. This is
particularly true with plastic, which has many different forms – some more easily
recycled than others. Of the estimated 35 million tons of plastic waste the U.S.
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generates each year, only 8.4% is recycled. 


The Community Environmental Council (CEC) and Santa Barbara Channelkeeper
(SBCK) have worked for more than a decade to reduce the Central Coast’s
dependence on single use plastic. Together, we led a local coalition on regulatory
advocacy, resulting in seven regional laws that reduce the distribution of plastic
bags, straws, and Styrofoam food containers. We have also partnered with Ablitt’s
Fine Cleaners and Tailors to expand the impact of their film plastic collection
program by nearly fivefold.


Join us to learn about updates to the Ablitt’s program and review the dos and don’ts
for our blue recycling bins. As we close out Plastic Free July, help us ensure the
continued success of these programs. Learn more.


In Case You Missed It
Plastic: We Are What We Eat and Breathe explores the plastics crisis and
how it has been exacerbated by the COVID-19 pandemic.
Watch and sing along to David Segall's Touch of Love, produced in
conjunction with CEC and Santa Barbara Channelkeeper. The music video
features Adams Elementary School's Ocean Guardians and their ocean
conservation and single use plastic reduction work.
Creating a Shock-Proof Local Food System, our most recent food systems
webinar, explored how CEC’s Food Rescue program and other local efforts
are working to support those most vulnerable to hunger.
CEC’s CEO Sigrid Wright recently discussed the Five Important Trends for
the Climate as part of TEDxSantaBarbara’s Making Waves: Conversations
with Influencers and Disrupters.


DOUBLE Your Support for CEC's Critical Work
CEC creates sustainable solutions for climate resilience in our region. See
our Impact Report to learn how. Donations made by July 31, 2020 will be
DOUBLED by CEC’s Leadership Match Fund. Text GIVE to 805-600-3360 or visit
us at www.cecsb.org/give.


Donate
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Facebook LinkedIn Twitter Instagram Website


Plastic Free July Social Media Toolkit
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From: Gloria Soto
To: hazel@causenow.org
Subject: Fwd: Help with finding a space
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 9:34:23 AM


—
Gloria S. Soto, Councilwoman  
she/her/hers
City of Santa Maria
110 East Cook Street / Santa Maria, CA 93454
Telephone: (805) 925-0951 x 2193 
gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and
courteous manner possible.”


Begin forwarded message:


From: Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
Date: June 10, 2020 at 9:12:26 PM PDT
To: Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Re:  Help with finding a space



Hi Gloria, Sorry we don’t have any open at this time as they are still closed
due to the pandemic.  Jason


------ Original message------
From: Gloria Soto
Date: Wed, Jun 10, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Jason Stilwell;
Cc:
Subject:Fwd: Help with finding a space


Hi Jason, 


Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.


Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:


From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
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Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow
evening. As you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation
between Rancho Laguna Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini.
On Tuesday we were able to meet at the county board room thanks to
Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the county is in budget
hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we need it.
We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263








CEC’s Ambassadors work toward climate justice, community resilience, and social justice – in solidarity with Black
Lives Matter.


View this email in your browser


See CEC's 2020 Impact Report here.


June 19, 2020


Dear Gloria,


Recently, I needed to translate “Community Ambassador” into Spanish. I quickly ran


From: Alhan Diaz-Correa, Community Environmental Council
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Embajador de la Comunidad: Being a CEC Ambassador To and For the Community
Date: Friday, June 19, 2020 2:20:11 PM



https://mailchi.mp/cecmail.org/being-a-cec-ambassador?e=a23c370130
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into two possibilities: it could either mean being a CEC ambassador to the
community or being an ambassador for the community. For me, I felt the value in
both.


When CEC hired Ana Rico and me to be Community Ambassadors in early March,
we did not expect to find ourselves in the middle of a global pandemic our first week
on the job. Suddenly, we were more than just ambassadors – we became lifelines to
the community.


Most, if not all, of the people we spoke with were essential workers in diverse jobs –
unlike the 29% of Americans who could work from home. They still had to contend
with getting to work, taking care of children, and staying healthy. We listened and
documented how the pandemic exacerbated access to transportation, food, medical
assistance and critical services. We connected people to organizations that provide
essential services, assisted with stimulus check questions, explained tenants rights,
and shared Public Health Department news and updates. 


Built on our experiences over the past few months – which you can read more
about in my blog – CEC's work includes:


Projects with the Central Coast Climate Justice Network, which CEC helped
co-found. Central Coast Climate Justice Network stands in solidarity with Black
Lives Matter. Read our letter of support here.
The Community Ambassador Resilience and Equity Response (CARER)
project (made possible by the Fund for Santa Barbara), which commits
to immediate and resolute action to address climate justice, community
resilience, and social justice.


In the end, I decided to go with Embajador de la Comunidad. My job is to be CEC’s
representative to the community, but my duty is to the community that raised and
educated me, and I will advocate for them in return and always be an ambassador
for my community. 


#Black Lives Matter


Alhan Diaz-Correa
Embajador de la Comunidad | Community Ambassador
Community Environmental Council


Learn more about our most recent Conectados 2050/Connected 2050 work to
gather insights from the community through online and telephone listening sessions. 
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More ways to connect, engage,
and learn.


CEC Webinar Series: Creating a Shock-Proof Local Food System
– Wednesday, June 24
11:30 a.m. - 12:30 p.m.
Join us to explore how CEC’s Food Rescue program and other local efforts are
working to support those most vulnerable to hunger – particularly students,
unsheltered populations, farm workers and seniors. We’ll also discuss the work of
the Santa Barbara County Food Action Network to equitably stitch together the torn
fabrics of our food system – from local farmers and fisherman, to local restaurants
and distributors. Learn more.


CEC in the news.
What Comes After COVID-19? Santa Barbara Independent. June 11, 2020.


Local Lessons About Local Food: A Call to Invest in Local Food
Infrastructure. Montecito Journal. June 4, 2020.
For The Community Environmental Council, The Show Must Go
On. Santa Barbara Foundation. May 20, 2020.
Virtual Community Forum to Address Climate Emergency During
Pandemic. Noozhawk. May 13, 2020.
Solarizing Made Simpler. Santa Barbara Independent. May 13, 2020.
Addressing Our Climate Emergency During a Pandemic. Citizens Journal.
May 13, 2020.
Community Rallies to Meet Food Resource Needs of Santa Barbara
County Residents Affected by COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue Launches
Online Collaboration Hub. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.
La comunidad se reúne para satisfacer las necesidades de recursos
alimenticios para los residentes del condado de Santa Bárbara afectados
por COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue lanza un centro de colaboración en la
web. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.


DOUBLE Your Support for CEC's Critical Work



https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=5d3618a8a0&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=37f30922c1&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=731753e67c&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=731753e67c&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=ac03cf7515&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=ac03cf7515&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=5b4cdd4062&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=5b4cdd4062&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=db10fe4159&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=bf98cf41b1&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=e872032f1b&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=e872032f1b&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=e872032f1b&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=14c99477fd&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=14c99477fd&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=14c99477fd&e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=14c99477fd&e=a23c370130





CEC creates sustainable solutions for climate resilience in our region. See
our Impact Report to learn how. Donations made by July 31, 2020 will be
DOUBLED by CEC’s Leadership Match Fund. Text GIVE to 805-600-3360 or visit
us at www.cecsb.org/give.
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Date: Friday, June 26, 2020 11:45:25 AM
Attachments: image001.png


ATT00001.htm
ATT00002.htm
CARESalloc3-200522mjgc.pdf
ATT00003.htm


$1.3 million to SM form the state when the Governor signs the budget!? 


Begin forwarded message:


From: David Mullinax <dmullinax@cacities.org>
Subject: [Channel_division] State Budget CARES Act Funding
Update
Date: June 26, 2020 at 11:15:25 AM PDT
To: Undisclosed recipients:;
Reply-To: "(League of California Cities PRIVATE LISTSERVE)"
<channel_division@lists.cacities.org>


Channel Counties Members:
 
The Legislature and the Governor have come to an agreement on the
budget which must be signed by the Governor by the June 30th


constitutional deadline.  That budget agreement includes trailer bill
language in AB 89 (page 201) and SB 121, which the Legislature will act
on this week, to allocate $500 million to cities from the state’s share of
CARES Act funds as follows:
 


$275 million to cities with a population less than 300,000 on per
capita basis relative to the population of the cities in this group.
$225 million to cities with a population greater 300,000 that did not
receive a direct allocation from the CARES Act. The funds will be
allocated on a per capita basis relative to the population of the cities
in this group.
No city will receive less than $50,000.
COVID related expenses incurred starting March 1
Excludes cities that received funds directly from the CARES Act.


*individual city allocations are in the attached PDF file
 
The funds are to be used towards public health, public safety,
homelessness, and other services to combat COVID-19. Further details
on eligible uses are forthcoming; it is important to note that to-date the
budget measures do not restrict use of these funds further than the
CARES Act guidance issued by the Treasury Department.  
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita
LOS ANGELES 4,040,079 $706,500,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN DIEGO 1,420,572 $248,400,000 $174.86 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN JOSE 1,043,058 $182,400,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 883,869 $154,200,000 $174.46 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
FRESNO 536,683 $93,900,000 $174.96 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SACRAMENTO 508,172 $88,900,000 $174.94 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
LONG BEACH 475,013 $40,504,207 $85.27 $0 $0.00
OAKLAND 432,897 $36,912,989 $85.27 $0 $0.00
BAKERSFIELD 389,211 $33,187,898 $85.27 $0 $0.00
ANAHEIM 359,339 $30,640,722 $85.27 $0 $0.00
SANTA ANA 337,716 $28,796,936 $85.27 $0 $0.00
RIVERSIDE 328,101 $27,977,068 $85.27 $0 $0.00
STOCKTON 316,410 $26,980,180 $85.27 $0 $0.00
IRVINE 280,202 $0 $0.00 $3,442,206 $12.28
CHULA VISTA 271,411 $0 $0.00 $3,334,211 $12.28
FREMONT 232,532 $0 $0.00 $2,856,593 $12.28
SAN BERNARDINO 219,233 $0 $0.00 $2,693,218 $12.28
SANTA CLARITA 218,103 $0 $0.00 $2,679,336 $12.28
MODESTO 215,201 $0 $0.00 $2,643,686 $12.28
FONTANA 212,078 $0 $0.00 $2,605,321 $12.28
OXNARD 209,879 $0 $0.00 $2,578,307 $12.28
MORENO VALLEY 208,297 $0 $0.00 $2,558,872 $12.28
GLENDALE 206,283 $0 $0.00 $2,534,131 $12.28
HUNTINGTON BEACH 203,761 $0 $0.00 $2,503,149 $12.28
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 179,412 $0 $0.00 $2,204,028 $12.28
ONTARIO 178,268 $0 $0.00 $2,189,974 $12.28
OCEANSIDE 178,021 $0 $0.00 $2,186,940 $12.28
SANTA ROSA 175,625 $0 $0.00 $2,157,506 $12.28
GARDEN GROVE 175,155 $0 $0.00 $2,151,732 $12.28
ELK GROVE 174,025 $0 $0.00 $2,137,850 $12.28
CORONA 168,101 $0 $0.00 $2,065,075 $12.28
SALINAS 162,797 $0 $0.00 $1,999,917 $12.28
LANCASTER 161,604 $0 $0.00 $1,985,261 $12.28
HAYWARD 159,433 $0 $0.00 $1,958,591 $12.28
PALMDALE 157,854 $0 $0.00 $1,939,194 $12.28
SUNNYVALE 155,567 $0 $0.00 $1,911,098 $12.28
POMONA 154,310 $0 $0.00 $1,895,657 $12.28
ESCONDIDO 152,739 $0 $0.00 $1,876,357 $12.28
TORRANCE 148,054 $0 $0.00 $1,818,803 $12.28
PASADENA 146,312 $0 $0.00 $1,797,403 $12.28
FULLERTON 142,824 $0 $0.00 $1,754,554 $12.28
ORANGE 141,691 $0 $0.00 $1,740,636 $12.28
ROSEVILLE 139,643 $0 $0.00 $1,715,476 $12.28
VISALIA 138,207 $0 $0.00 $1,697,836 $12.28
CONCORD 129,889 $0 $0.00 $1,595,651 $12.28
THOUSAND OAKS 129,557 $0 $0.00 $1,591,573 $12.28
SANTA CLARA 128,717 $0 $0.00 $1,581,253 $12.28
SIMI VALLEY 127,716 $0 $0.00 $1,568,956 $12.28
VICTORVILLE 126,543 $0 $0.00 $1,554,546 $12.28
BERKELEY 123,328 $0 $0.00 $1,515,051 $12.28
VALLEJO 119,544 $0 $0.00 $1,468,566 $12.28



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MURRIETA 118,125 $0 $0.00 $1,451,134 $12.28
EL MONTE 117,204 $0 $0.00 $1,439,819 $12.28
FAIRFIELD 117,149 $0 $0.00 $1,439,144 $12.28
CLOVIS 117,003 $0 $0.00 $1,437,350 $12.28
COSTA MESA 115,830 $0 $0.00 $1,422,940 $12.28
CARLSBAD 115,241 $0 $0.00 $1,415,704 $12.28
DOWNEY 114,212 $0 $0.00 $1,403,063 $12.28
ANTIOCH 113,901 $0 $0.00 $1,399,243 $12.28
TEMECULA 113,826 $0 $0.00 $1,398,322 $12.28
INGLEWOOD 112,549 $0 $0.00 $1,382,634 $12.28
CHICO 112,111 $0 $0.00 $1,377,253 $12.28
RICHMOND 110,436 $0 $0.00 $1,356,676 $12.28
DALY CITY 109,122 $0 $0.00 $1,340,534 $12.28
SAN BUENAVENTURA 108,170 $0 $0.00 $1,328,839 $12.28
WEST COVINA 108,116 $0 $0.00 $1,328,176 $12.28
SANTA MARIA 107,356 $0 $0.00 $1,318,839 $12.28
RIALTO 107,271 $0 $0.00 $1,317,795 $12.28
NORWALK 106,744 $0 $0.00 $1,311,321 $12.28
JURUPA VALLEY 106,318 $0 $0.00 $1,306,088 $12.28
BURBANK 105,952 $0 $0.00 $1,301,592 $12.28
EL CAJON 105,559 $0 $0.00 $1,296,764 $12.28
SAN MATEO 104,570 $0 $0.00 $1,284,614 $12.28
VISTA 101,987 $0 $0.00 $1,252,883 $12.28
VACAVILLE 98,807 $0 $0.00 $1,213,817 $12.28
COMPTON 98,711 $0 $0.00 $1,212,638 $12.28
SAN MARCOS 98,369 $0 $0.00 $1,208,437 $12.28
SOUTH GATE 96,777 $0 $0.00 $1,188,879 $12.28
MISSION VIEJO 96,434 $0 $0.00 $1,184,666 $12.28
HESPERIA 96,362 $0 $0.00 $1,183,781 $12.28
CARSON 93,604 $0 $0.00 $1,149,900 $12.28
SANTA MONICA 93,593 $0 $0.00 $1,149,765 $12.28
SANTA BARBARA 93,532 $0 $0.00 $1,149,015 $12.28
MENIFEE 93,452 $0 $0.00 $1,148,032 $12.28
REDDING 92,839 $0 $0.00 $1,140,502 $12.28
TRACY 92,800 $0 $0.00 $1,140,023 $12.28
WESTMINSTER 92,610 $0 $0.00 $1,137,689 $12.28
LIVERMORE 91,039 $0 $0.00 $1,118,389 $12.28
CHINO 89,829 $0 $0.00 $1,103,525 $12.28
SAN LEANDRO 89,825 $0 $0.00 $1,103,476 $12.28
INDIO 89,406 $0 $0.00 $1,098,328 $12.28
CITRUS HEIGHTS 88,095 $0 $0.00 $1,082,223 $12.28
HAWTHORNE 87,854 $0 $0.00 $1,079,263 $12.28
WHITTIER 87,526 $0 $0.00 $1,075,233 $12.28
NEWPORT BEACH 87,180 $0 $0.00 $1,070,983 $12.28
MERCED 87,110 $0 $0.00 $1,070,123 $12.28
ALHAMBRA 86,931 $0 $0.00 $1,067,924 $12.28
LAKE FOREST 86,346 $0 $0.00 $1,060,737 $12.28
REDWOOD CITY 85,319 $0 $0.00 $1,048,121 $12.28
HEMET 84,754 $0 $0.00 $1,041,180 $12.28
CHINO HILLS 84,364 $0 $0.00 $1,036,389 $12.28
SAN RAMON 83,957 $0 $0.00 $1,031,389 $12.28
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MANTECA 83,781 $0 $0.00 $1,029,227 $12.28
BUENA PARK 83,384 $0 $0.00 $1,024,350 $12.28
MOUNTAIN VIEW 81,992 $0 $0.00 $1,007,249 $12.28
TUSTIN 81,369 $0 $0.00 $999,596 $12.28
LAKEWOOD 81,352 $0 $0.00 $999,387 $12.28
PLEASANTON 80,492 $0 $0.00 $988,822 $12.28
FOLSOM 79,835 $0 $0.00 $980,751 $12.28
NAPA 79,490 $0 $0.00 $976,513 $12.28
ALAMEDA 79,316 $0 $0.00 $974,376 $12.28
UPLAND 78,481 $0 $0.00 $964,118 $12.28
BELLFLOWER 78,308 $0 $0.00 $961,993 $12.28
BALDWIN PARK 77,286 $0 $0.00 $949,438 $12.28
PERRIS 76,971 $0 $0.00 $945,568 $12.28
MILPITAS 76,231 $0 $0.00 $936,477 $12.28
UNION CITY 74,916 $0 $0.00 $920,323 $12.28
RANCHO CORDOVA 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
TURLOCK 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
APPLE VALLEY 73,464 $0 $0.00 $902,485 $12.28
PITTSBURG 72,541 $0 $0.00 $891,147 $12.28
REDLANDS 71,839 $0 $0.00 $882,523 $12.28
LYNWOOD 71,343 $0 $0.00 $876,429 $12.28
WALNUT CREEK 70,121 $0 $0.00 $861,417 $12.28
CAMARILLO 69,880 $0 $0.00 $858,457 $12.28
DAVIS 69,761 $0 $0.00 $856,995 $12.28
PALO ALTO 69,397 $0 $0.00 $852,523 $12.28
ROCKLIN 69,249 $0 $0.00 $850,705 $12.28
YORBA LINDA 68,706 $0 $0.00 $844,035 $12.28
REDONDO BEACH 68,473 $0 $0.00 $841,172 $12.28
LODI 68,272 $0 $0.00 $838,703 $12.28
YUBA CITY 67,536 $0 $0.00 $829,661 $12.28
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 67,078 $0 $0.00 $824,035 $12.28
TULARE 66,967 $0 $0.00 $822,671 $12.28
LAGUNA NIGUEL 66,748 $0 $0.00 $819,981 $12.28
MADERA 66,419 $0 $0.00 $815,939 $12.28
EASTVALE 66,078 $0 $0.00 $811,750 $12.28
SANTA CRUZ 65,807 $0 $0.00 $808,421 $12.28
SAN CLEMENTE 65,405 $0 $0.00 $803,483 $12.28
DUBLIN 64,577 $0 $0.00 $793,311 $12.28
MONTEBELLO 64,247 $0 $0.00 $789,257 $12.28
PICO RIVERA 64,033 $0 $0.00 $786,628 $12.28
BRENTWOOD 63,662 $0 $0.00 $782,070 $12.28
LA HABRA 63,542 $0 $0.00 $780,596 $12.28
ENCINITAS 63,390 $0 $0.00 $778,729 $12.28
LAKE ELSINORE 62,949 $0 $0.00 $773,311 $12.28
NATIONAL CITY 62,307 $0 $0.00 $765,425 $12.28
PETALUMA 62,247 $0 $0.00 $764,688 $12.28
MONTEREY PARK 61,828 $0 $0.00 $759,540 $12.28
GARDENA 61,042 $0 $0.00 $749,884 $12.28
LA MESA 60,820 $0 $0.00 $747,157 $12.28
WOODLAND 60,292 $0 $0.00 $740,671 $12.28
PORTERVILLE 60,260 $0 $0.00 $740,278 $12.28
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SAN RAFAEL 60,046 $0 $0.00 $737,649 $12.28
CUPERTINO 59,879 $0 $0.00 $735,597 $12.28
HUNTINGTON PARK 59,350 $0 $0.00 $729,099 $12.28
ARCADIA 58,891 $0 $0.00 $723,460 $12.28
SANTEE 58,408 $0 $0.00 $717,526 $12.28
HANFORD 58,105 $0 $0.00 $713,804 $12.28
DIAMOND BAR 57,495 $0 $0.00 $706,310 $12.28
FOUNTAIN VALLEY 56,652 $0 $0.00 $695,954 $12.28
GILROY 55,928 $0 $0.00 $687,060 $12.28
HIGHLAND 55,778 $0 $0.00 $685,218 $12.28
PARAMOUNT 55,497 $0 $0.00 $681,766 $12.28
ROSEMEAD 55,097 $0 $0.00 $676,852 $12.28
CATHEDRAL CITY 54,907 $0 $0.00 $674,518 $12.28
YUCAIPA 54,844 $0 $0.00 $673,744 $12.28
COLTON 54,391 $0 $0.00 $668,179 $12.28
NOVATO 54,115 $0 $0.00 $664,788 $12.28
DELANO 53,936 $0 $0.00 $662,589 $12.28
WEST SACRAMENTO 53,911 $0 $0.00 $662,282 $12.28
PALM DESERT 53,625 $0 $0.00 $658,769 $12.28
WATSONVILLE 53,021 $0 $0.00 $651,349 $12.28
PLACENTIA 52,333 $0 $0.00 $642,897 $12.28
GLENDORA 52,122 $0 $0.00 $640,305 $12.28
ALISO VIEJO 51,372 $0 $0.00 $631,091 $12.28
AZUSA 51,313 $0 $0.00 $630,366 $12.28
CERRITOS 50,711 $0 $0.00 $622,971 $12.28
POWAY 50,320 $0 $0.00 $618,168 $12.28
CYPRESS 49,833 $0 $0.00 $612,185 $12.28
LA MIRADA 49,558 $0 $0.00 $608,807 $12.28
CERES 49,510 $0 $0.00 $608,217 $12.28
RANCHO SANTA MARGARIT 48,960 $0 $0.00 $601,460 $12.28
SAN JACINTO 48,878 $0 $0.00 $600,453 $12.28
COVINA 48,876 $0 $0.00 $600,428 $12.28
PALM SPRINGS 48,733 $0 $0.00 $598,672 $12.28
NEWARK 48,712 $0 $0.00 $598,414 $12.28
BEAUMONT 48,401 $0 $0.00 $594,593 $12.28
LINCOLN 48,277 $0 $0.00 $593,070 $12.28
SAN LUIS OBISPO 46,802 $0 $0.00 $574,950 $12.28
COACHELLA 46,351 $0 $0.00 $569,409 $12.28
EL CENTRO 46,248 $0 $0.00 $568,144 $12.28
MORGAN HILL 45,742 $0 $0.00 $561,928 $12.28
BREA 45,606 $0 $0.00 $560,257 $12.28
DANVILLE 45,270 $0 $0.00 $556,130 $12.28
SAN BRUNO 45,257 $0 $0.00 $555,970 $12.28
LOMPOC 43,649 $0 $0.00 $536,216 $12.28
ROHNERT PARK 43,339 $0 $0.00 $532,408 $12.28
CAMPBELL 43,250 $0 $0.00 $531,315 $12.28
BELL GARDENS 42,972 $0 $0.00 $527,899 $12.28
RANCHO PALOS VERDES 42,560 $0 $0.00 $522,838 $12.28
CALEXICO 42,198 $0 $0.00 $518,391 $12.28
LA QUINTA 42,098 $0 $0.00 $517,163 $12.28
LOS BANOS 41,898 $0 $0.00 $514,706 $12.28
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OAKLEY 41,759 $0 $0.00 $512,998 $12.28
SAN GABRIEL 41,178 $0 $0.00 $505,861 $12.28
LA PUENTE 40,795 $0 $0.00 $501,156 $12.28
CULVER CITY 40,173 $0 $0.00 $493,514 $12.28
HOLLISTER 40,149 $0 $0.00 $493,220 $12.28
MONTCLAIR 39,563 $0 $0.00 $486,021 $12.28
STANTON 39,307 $0 $0.00 $482,876 $12.28
PACIFICA 38,674 $0 $0.00 $475,100 $12.28
MONROVIA 38,529 $0 $0.00 $473,318 $12.28
MARTINEZ 38,490 $0 $0.00 $472,839 $12.28
MOORPARK 37,020 $0 $0.00 $454,781 $12.28
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO 36,821 $0 $0.00 $452,336 $12.28
WEST HOLLYWOOD 36,660 $0 $0.00 $450,358 $12.28
TEMPLE CITY 36,583 $0 $0.00 $449,412 $12.28
BELL 36,556 $0 $0.00 $449,081 $12.28
CLAREMONT 36,511 $0 $0.00 $448,528 $12.28
WILDOMAR 36,066 $0 $0.00 $443,061 $12.28
MANHATTAN BEACH 35,922 $0 $0.00 $441,292 $12.28
MENLO PARK 35,790 $0 $0.00 $439,670 $12.28
ADELANTO 35,136 $0 $0.00 $431,636 $12.28
PLEASANT HILL 35,055 $0 $0.00 $430,641 $12.28
BEVERLY HILLS 34,627 $0 $0.00 $425,383 $12.28
SAN DIMAS 34,584 $0 $0.00 $424,855 $12.28
DANA POINT 34,249 $0 $0.00 $420,740 $12.28
SEASIDE 33,776 $0 $0.00 $414,929 $12.28
FOSTER CITY 33,693 $0 $0.00 $413,909 $12.28
LAWNDALE 33,436 $0 $0.00 $410,752 $12.28
LA VERNE 33,201 $0 $0.00 $407,865 $12.28
GOLETA 32,759 $0 $0.00 $402,435 $12.28
SAN PABLO 31,817 $0 $0.00 $390,863 $12.28
LAGUNA HILLS 31,572 $0 $0.00 $387,853 $12.28
ATWATER 31,470 $0 $0.00 $386,600 $12.28
SARATOGA 31,407 $0 $0.00 $385,826 $12.28
EL PASO DE ROBLES 31,244 $0 $0.00 $383,824 $12.28
LOS ALTOS 31,190 $0 $0.00 $383,161 $12.28
BANNING 31,044 $0 $0.00 $381,367 $12.28
LOS GATOS 30,988 $0 $0.00 $380,679 $12.28
SANTA PAULA 30,779 $0 $0.00 $378,112 $12.28
WALNUT 30,551 $0 $0.00 $375,311 $12.28
EAST PALO ALTO 30,499 $0 $0.00 $374,672 $12.28
ATASCADERO 30,405 $0 $0.00 $373,517 $12.28
BURLINGAME 30,317 $0 $0.00 $372,436 $12.28
SAN CARLOS 29,864 $0 $0.00 $366,871 $12.28
RIDGECREST 29,712 $0 $0.00 $365,004 $12.28
SUISUN CITY 29,447 $0 $0.00 $361,748 $12.28
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 29,251 $0 $0.00 $359,341 $12.28
TWENTYNINE PALMS 28,958 $0 $0.00 $355,741 $12.28
WINDSOR 28,565 $0 $0.00 $350,913 $12.28
MONTEREY 28,448 $0 $0.00 $349,476 $12.28
MAYWOOD 27,971 $0 $0.00 $343,616 $12.28
WASCO 27,955 $0 $0.00 $343,420 $12.28
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



BENICIA 27,570 $0 $0.00 $338,690 $12.28
IMPERIAL BEACH 27,448 $0 $0.00 $337,191 $12.28
BRAWLEY 27,337 $0 $0.00 $335,828 $12.28
LEMON GROVE 27,208 $0 $0.00 $334,243 $12.28
EUREKA 27,191 $0 $0.00 $334,034 $12.28
BELMONT 27,174 $0 $0.00 $333,825 $12.28
SANGER 27,094 $0 $0.00 $332,842 $12.28
NORCO 27,063 $0 $0.00 $332,462 $12.28
REEDLEY 26,666 $0 $0.00 $327,585 $12.28
GALT 26,489 $0 $0.00 $325,410 $12.28
LAFAYETTE 26,327 $0 $0.00 $323,420 $12.28
LEMOORE 26,257 $0 $0.00 $322,560 $12.28
SOUTH PASADENA 26,245 $0 $0.00 $322,413 $12.28
HERCULES 26,224 $0 $0.00 $322,155 $12.28
PARADISE 26,218 $0 $0.00 $322,081 $12.28
SOLEDAD 26,079 $0 $0.00 $320,373 $12.28
EL CERRITO 25,459 $0 $0.00 $312,757 $12.28
DINUBA 25,328 $0 $0.00 $311,148 $12.28
RIVERBANK 25,318 $0 $0.00 $311,025 $12.28
SEAL BEACH 25,073 $0 $0.00 $308,015 $12.28
SELMA 25,045 $0 $0.00 $307,671 $12.28
LATHROP 24,936 $0 $0.00 $306,332 $12.28
SAN FERNANDO 24,918 $0 $0.00 $306,111 $12.28
CORCORAN 24,813 $0 $0.00 $304,821 $12.28
CORONADO 24,697 $0 $0.00 $303,396 $12.28
LOMA LINDA 24,335 $0 $0.00 $298,949 $12.28
CUDAHY 24,264 $0 $0.00 $298,077 $12.28
CALABASAS 24,239 $0 $0.00 $297,770 $12.28
BARSTOW 24,150 $0 $0.00 $296,676 $12.28
OAKDALE 23,807 $0 $0.00 $292,463 $12.28
PATTERSON 23,764 $0 $0.00 $291,934 $12.28
PORT HUENEME 23,526 $0 $0.00 $289,011 $12.28
LAGUNA BEACH 23,358 $0 $0.00 $286,947 $12.28
MILLBRAE 23,154 $0 $0.00 $284,441 $12.28
MARINA 22,957 $0 $0.00 $282,021 $12.28
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE 22,800 $0 $0.00 $280,092 $12.28
ARVIN 22,178 $0 $0.00 $272,451 $12.28
YUCCA VALLEY 22,050 $0 $0.00 $270,878 $12.28
DUARTE 21,952 $0 $0.00 $269,674 $12.28
OROVILLE 21,773 $0 $0.00 $267,475 $12.28
SOUTH EL MONTE 21,293 $0 $0.00 $261,579 $12.28
SHAFTER 20,886 $0 $0.00 $256,579 $12.28
AGOURA HILLS 20,842 $0 $0.00 $256,038 $12.28
BLYTHE 20,817 $0 $0.00 $255,731 $12.28
LOMITA 20,763 $0 $0.00 $255,068 $12.28
AMERICAN CANYON 20,629 $0 $0.00 $253,422 $12.28
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE 20,602 $0 $0.00 $253,090 $12.28
IMPERIAL 19,929 $0 $0.00 $244,822 $12.28
HERMOSA BEACH 19,847 $0 $0.00 $243,815 $12.28
DIXON 19,794 $0 $0.00 $243,164 $12.28
PINOLE 19,498 $0 $0.00 $239,528 $12.28



Source: CaliforniaCityFinance.com Page 6 of  10  May 22, 2020











Total fund $500,000,000
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$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



ORINDA 19,475 $0 $0.00 $239,245 $12.28
ALBANY 19,393 $0 $0.00 $238,238 $12.28
CHOWCHILLA 18,742 $0 $0.00 $230,240 $12.28
RANCHO MIRAGE 18,489 $0 $0.00 $227,132 $12.28
SANTA FE SPRINGS 18,261 $0 $0.00 $224,331 $12.28
COALINGA 18,087 $0 $0.00 $222,194 $12.28
ARCATA 18,078 $0 $0.00 $222,083 $12.28
GREENFIELD 18,009 $0 $0.00 $221,236 $12.28
SUSANVILLE 17,947 $0 $0.00 $220,474 $12.28
ARROYO GRANDE 17,876 $0 $0.00 $219,602 $12.28
EL SEGUNDO 17,066 $0 $0.00 $209,651 $12.28
MORAGA 16,939 $0 $0.00 $208,091 $12.28
ARTESIA 16,919 $0 $0.00 $207,845 $12.28
RIPON 16,613 $0 $0.00 $204,086 $12.28
LAGUNA WOODS 16,518 $0 $0.00 $202,919 $12.28
TRUCKEE 16,434 $0 $0.00 $201,887 $12.28
UKIAH 16,296 $0 $0.00 $200,192 $12.28
PARLIER 16,151 $0 $0.00 $198,411 $12.28
FILLMORE 15,925 $0 $0.00 $195,634 $12.28
PACIFIC GROVE 15,883 $0 $0.00 $195,118 $12.28
LA PALMA 15,820 $0 $0.00 $194,344 $12.28
AVENAL 15,505 $0 $0.00 $190,475 $12.28
KERMAN 15,495 $0 $0.00 $190,352 $12.28
CLEARLAKE 15,250 $0 $0.00 $187,342 $12.28
MCFARLAND 15,242 $0 $0.00 $187,244 $12.28
CALIFORNIA CITY 15,000 $0 $0.00 $184,271 $12.28
LIVINGSTON 14,811 $0 $0.00 $181,949 $12.28
KING CITY 14,724 $0 $0.00 $180,880 $12.28
HAWAIIAN GARDENS 14,690 $0 $0.00 $180,463 $12.28
MILL VALLEY 14,675 $0 $0.00 $180,278 $12.28
TEHACHAPI 14,414 $0 $0.00 $177,072 $12.28
AUBURN 14,392 $0 $0.00 $176,802 $12.28
RED BLUFF 14,250 $0 $0.00 $175,057 $12.28
SOLANA BEACH 13,933 $0 $0.00 $171,163 $12.28
CARPINTERIA 13,680 $0 $0.00 $168,055 $12.28
PALOS VERDES ESTATES 13,544 $0 $0.00 $166,384 $12.28
GROVER BEACH 13,533 $0 $0.00 $166,249 $12.28
LINDSAY 13,358 $0 $0.00 $164,099 $12.28
SAN MARINO 13,352 $0 $0.00 $164,026 $12.28
COMMERCE 13,021 $0 $0.00 $159,959 $12.28
SAN ANSELMO 12,902 $0 $0.00 $158,498 $12.28
GRASS VALLEY 12,860 $0 $0.00 $157,982 $12.28
GRAND TERRACE 12,654 $0 $0.00 $155,451 $12.28
MALIBU 12,645 $0 $0.00 $155,340 $12.28
HALF MOON BAY 12,631 $0 $0.00 $155,168 $12.28
MARYSVILLE 12,627 $0 $0.00 $155,119 $12.28
LARKSPUR 12,578 $0 $0.00 $154,517 $12.28
HEALDSBURG 12,501 $0 $0.00 $153,571 $12.28
KINGSBURG 12,392 $0 $0.00 $152,232 $12.28
MENDOTA 12,315 $0 $0.00 $151,286 $12.28
FORTUNA 12,084 $0 $0.00 $148,449 $12.28
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



SCOTTS VALLEY 12,082 $0 $0.00 $148,424 $12.28
EMERYVILLE 11,885 $0 $0.00 $146,004 $12.28
SIGNAL HILL 11,795 $0 $0.00 $144,898 $12.28
HILLSBOROUGH 11,769 $0 $0.00 $144,579 $12.28
NEWMAN 11,738 $0 $0.00 $144,198 $12.28
LOS ALAMITOS 11,721 $0 $0.00 $143,989 $12.28
CLAYTON 11,653 $0 $0.00 $143,154 $12.28
SONOMA 11,556 $0 $0.00 $141,962 $12.28
PIEDMONT 11,420 $0 $0.00 $140,292 $12.28
FARMERSVILLE 11,358 $0 $0.00 $139,530 $12.28
CANYON LAKE 11,285 $0 $0.00 $138,633 $12.28
SIERRA MADRE 11,135 $0 $0.00 $136,790 $12.28
EXETER 11,002 $0 $0.00 $135,157 $12.28
PLACERVILLE 10,917 $0 $0.00 $134,112 $12.28
MORRO BAY 10,439 $0 $0.00 $128,240 $12.28
ANDERSON 10,431 $0 $0.00 $128,142 $12.28
SHASTA LAKE 10,275 $0 $0.00 $126,226 $12.28
CAPITOLA 10,240 $0 $0.00 $125,796 $12.28
CORTE MADERA 10,047 $0 $0.00 $123,425 $12.28
ORANGE COVE 9,975 $0 $0.00 $122,540 $12.28
TAFT 9,430 $0 $0.00 $115,845 $12.28
RIO VISTA 9,416 $0 $0.00 $115,673 $12.28
TIBURON 9,362 $0 $0.00 $115,010 $12.28
CLOVERDALE 9,257 $0 $0.00 $113,720 $12.28
CALIMESA 9,159 $0 $0.00 $112,516 $12.28
WATERFORD 9,100 $0 $0.00 $111,791 $12.28
LIVE OAK 8,840 $0 $0.00 $108,597 $12.28
LOS ALTOS HILLS 8,785 $0 $0.00 $107,921 $12.28
GONZALES 8,677 $0 $0.00 $106,595 $12.28
WESTLAKE VILLAGE 8,378 $0 $0.00 $102,921 $12.28
ORLAND 8,337 $0 $0.00 $102,418 $12.28
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES 8,247 $0 $0.00 $101,312 $12.28
PISMO BEACH 8,239 $0 $0.00 $101,214 $12.28
MAMMOTH LAKES 8,234 $0 $0.00 $101,152 $12.28
FIREBAUGH 8,132 $0 $0.00 $99,899 $12.28
HUGHSON 8,017 $0 $0.00 $98,487 $12.28
IONE 7,991 $0 $0.00 $98,167 $12.28
COTATI 7,919 $0 $0.00 $97,283 $12.28
WOODLAKE 7,891 $0 $0.00 $96,939 $12.28
SEBASTOPOL 7,885 $0 $0.00 $96,865 $12.28
GUADALUPE 7,839 $0 $0.00 $96,300 $12.28
OJAI 7,769 $0 $0.00 $95,440 $12.28
ESCALON 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
YREKA 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
FAIRFAX 7,721 $0 $0.00 $94,850 $12.28
CALIPATRIA 7,705 $0 $0.00 $94,654 $12.28
CORNING 7,663 $0 $0.00 $94,138 $12.28
CRESCENT CITY 7,643 $0 $0.00 $93,892 $12.28
FORT BRAGG 7,478 $0 $0.00 $91,865 $12.28
WINTERS 7,417 $0 $0.00 $91,116 $12.28
SAUSALITO 7,416 $0 $0.00 $91,104 $12.28
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HURON 7,308 $0 $0.00 $89,777 $12.28
GRIDLEY 7,224 $0 $0.00 $88,745 $12.28
ATHERTON 7,070 $0 $0.00 $86,853 $12.28
LOOMIS 6,887 $0 $0.00 $84,605 $12.28
HOLTVILLE 6,779 $0 $0.00 $83,278 $12.28
FOWLER 6,605 $0 $0.00 $81,141 $12.28
WILLOWS 6,282 $0 $0.00 $77,173 $12.28
COLUSA 6,255 $0 $0.00 $76,841 $12.28
SainT HELENA 6,133 $0 $0.00 $75,342 $12.28
VILLA PARK 5,933 $0 $0.00 $72,885 $12.28
GUSTINE 5,884 $0 $0.00 $72,283 $12.28
SOLVANG 5,822 $0 $0.00 $71,522 $12.28
WOODSIDE 5,615 $0 $0.00 $68,979 $12.28
DOS PALOS 5,541 $0 $0.00 $68,070 $12.28
WILLIAMS 5,527 $0 $0.00 $67,898 $12.28
LA HABRA HEIGHTS 5,485 $0 $0.00 $67,382 $12.28
BIG BEAR LAKE 5,461 $0 $0.00 $67,087 $12.28
CALISTOGA 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
BUELLTON 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
INDIAN WELLS 5,445 $0 $0.00 $66,890 $12.28
NEEDLES 5,085 $0 $0.00 $62,468 $12.28
WILLITS 4,996 $0 $0.00 $61,375 $12.28
SONORA 4,903 $0 $0.00 $60,232 $12.28
LAKEPORT 4,806 $0 $0.00 $59,040 $12.28
JACKSON 4,770 $0 $0.00 $58,598 $12.28
BRISBANE 4,691 $0 $0.00 $57,628 $12.28
PORTOLA VALLEY 4,659 $0 $0.00 $57,235 $12.28
DEL MAR 4,451 $0 $0.00 $54,679 $12.28
SAN JOAQUIN 4,216 $0 $0.00 $51,792 $12.28
CARMEL 3,987 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.54
BISHOP 3,899 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.82
AVALON 3,845 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.00
ANGELS CAMP 3,840 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.02
MONTE SERENO 3,787 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.20
WHEATLAND 3,703 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.50
MOUNT SHASTA 3,394 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.73
RIO DELL 3,368 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.85
NEVADA CITY 3,122 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.02
WEED 2,967 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.85
YOUNTVILLE 2,933 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.05
ALTURAS 2,827 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.69
SUTTER CREEK 2,559 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.54
ROSS 2,526 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.79
WESTMORLAND 2,461 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $20.32
BELVEDERE 2,148 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.28
PORTOLA 2,104 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.76
SAN JUAN BAUTISTA 2,081 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.03
COLFAX 2,073 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.12
BIGGS 2,066 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.20
ROLLING HILLS 1,939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $25.79
HIDDEN HILLS 1,885 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $26.53
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DEL REY OAKS 1,734 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $28.84
DUNSMUIR 1,650 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $30.30
COLMA 1,512 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.07
IRWINDALE 1,506 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.20
MONTAGUE 1,443 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $34.65
FERNDALE 1,371 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $36.47
BLUE LAKE 1,253 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $39.90
MARICOPA 1,240 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $40.32
BRADBURY 1,077 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $46.43
PLYMOUTH 1,012 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.41
TULELAKE 1,010 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.50
DORRIS 939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $53.25
ISLETON 871 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $57.41
LOYALTON 769 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $65.02
ETNA 737 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $67.84
FORT JONES 710 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $70.42
POINT ARENA 463 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $107.99
INDUSTRY 451 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $110.86
TEHAMA 418 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $119.62
SAND CITY 397 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $125.94
TRINIDAD 367 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $136.24
VERNON 301 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $166.11
AMADOR 188 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $265.96



California Total 33,358,415      $225,000,000 $275,000,000
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This is a Private ListServe. This message was sent to you as a subscriber to the League of California Cities' Channel Divison ListServe. If you have any questions, please contact David Mullinax dmullinax@cacities.org. The League is not responsible for the content posted to this listserve and encourages users to conduct their own evaluations. Access to this listserve may be denied at the League's sole discretion.









Funding is contingent upon certification by the Department of
Finance that a city adheres to state and federal public health
guidance issued in response to COVID-19, including executive
orders issued by the Governor.  Following certification, the State
Controller will remit funds to the city. If funds are not spent by
September 1, 2020, the Director of Finance may reallocate the
funds, ahead of the federal December 30, 2020 expenditure
deadline
 
The League will provide information from the Department of Finance on
the terms and conditions for receipt of the funds, including application
documents and any information or action that will be required to
demonstrate a city’s compliance with health orders.
 
As noted above, for your reference, I have included the League’s initial
estimates on our request for the $500 million CARES Act allocation.  We
will provide updated numbers along with a budget summary once the
budget signed. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or feedback.
 
 David Mullinax
Regional Public Affairs Manager 
League of California Cities / Channel Counties Division
c. 805.797.3530
dmullinax@cacities.org | www.cacities.org
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From: Gloria Soto
To: C PS
Subject: Re:
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 9:08:01 PM


Hi Carmen,


Multiple families sharing housing is due to the high cost of housing. COVID-19 is shining
light on the many inequities that exist in health care, housing, and wages. We must make
affordable housing a key priority to ensure that families are not being suffocated by the high
cost of housing. I am proud to champion for affordable housing, and I hope that when housing
items are brought forward you share you concerns about the high cost of housing. 


Thank you!


-Gloria 


On Jul 14, 2020, at 8:13 PM, C PS <carmenspoerer@msn.com> wrote:


I’m concerned that not only FARMWORKERS are living in cramped living
conditions but thousand of Santa Maria CITIZENS are as well. The city council
has allowed multi family overcrowding in housing designed for single families for
over a decade. In my eyes that makes you directly responsible. 


https://www.ksby.com/news/coronavirus/santa-maria-farmworker-dies-after-
contracting-covid-19


~Carmen



mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
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From: Meg Desmond
Subject: HCED Handout for Today"s Policy Committee Meeting
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 8:33:03 AM
Attachments: image002.png


LOC_SCF one pager.pdf
SCF Endorsement List_June 4 2020.pdf
SCF Select Media Clips.pdf


Dear HCED Policy Committee Members:
 
Attached are additional handouts for this morning’s HCED policy committee meeting.
 
Best -
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.


  


www.SupportLocalRecovery.org
Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn
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What real people 
are saying...



IS CRITICAL TO 
CALIFORNIA’S RECOVERY



What will Schools & 
Communities First Do?



GOOD FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT
RECLAIMS $12B every year for local governments & school 
districts by closing long standing corporate property tax loopholes
Creates unrestricted funds for cities to use as needed for critical 
services
Balances the tax burden and reduces the pressure on passing 
bonds, fee increases, and sales taxes



GOOD FOR SMALL BUSINESS
Implements new tax relief for small businesses by eliminating the 
business personal property tax up to $500k
Levels the playing field for businesses already paying their fair share
According to USC study, 78% of the revenue comes from only 6% of 
California commercial and industrial properties



MAINTAINS PROP. 13 PROTECTIONS FOR 
Commercial property valued at $3 million or less
All residential property (homeowners and renters)
Agricultural property
California's low 1% property tax rate for all properties



“Cities are facing unprecedented budget 
shortfalls. Here are our choices: Make devastating 
cuts that will have last impacts on the lives of our 



residents, continue to nickel and dime our 
constituents, or pass Schools & Communities 



First. This is a no brainer.”
-Jon Wizard



Seaside City Council member



“It's time that we level the playing field and close 
the tax loopholes that benefit big corporations. 
Schools & Communities First supports small 
and minority-owned businesses with a once-



in-generation tax relief, and a fair share 
approach to California's recovery."



-Walter Wilson, Silicon Valley Minority 
Business Consortium



 



"As a nurse, I support the work of Schools & 
Communities First. Our communities need its 



rightful resources to foster and grow future 
generations of nurses and other front line 



healthcare providers."
-Quang N., San Francisco Nurse



"I support SCF because it will allocate money to 
local government - for services such as rapid, 
reliable public transportation for seniors."  



-Angela T., Retiree, Rocklin



"Schools and Communities first is important to 
me because without an increase in new 



revenue, my community will see drastic cuts to 
all services across the board.  Already, the local 
government cannot afford to provide essential 
services ... and I hear local elected officials 



are proposing increased sales taxes to make 
up their shortfalls."



-Clayton  R., Community Organizer, Red Bluff



"I'm a music teacher at a middle school. I've 
taught in the public school system for 20 years. 



I'm also a member of the League of Women 
Voters. I support Schools & Communities First 
because I don't believe our current property 



tax law is logical. I firmly believe that 
commercial landowners should pay their fair 



share of taxes so that our young people receive 
the best education."



-Leanne R., Music Teacher, San Jose



Estimated revenue generated:













 
 



ENDORSEMENT LIST 
Titles for dentification purposes only 



 
EDUCATION 
Common Sense Kids Action 
Chula Vista Educators 
The Education Trust - West (Ed Trust West) 
El Monte Union Educators Association 
Environmental Charter Schools 
Faculty Association of California Community 
Colleges (FACCC) 
Grassroots Education Movement Silicon Valley 
Innovative Public Schools 
Oakland Literacy Coalition 
Parent Teachers Association (PTA) of California 
Partnership for LA Schools 
Parents for Public Schools of San Francisco 
San Diego Chicano/Latino Concilio on Higher 
Education 
Student Senate for California Community 
Colleges 
Student California Teachers Association-
Pasadena City College 
Barbara Hansen, Retired Educator 
Charles Flower, Professor San Jose State 
University, Overfelt High School 
Eileen Barrett, Professor, California State 
University, East Bay 
Elizandro Umana, Student Services Assistant, 
East LA Community College 
Eric Mar, Assistant Professor, Asian American 
Studies, San Francisco State University 
Leslie Anne Conrotto-Tompkins, English 
Teacher, Yerba Buena High School 
Martha Matsuoka, Associate Professor Urban & 
Environmental Policy Institute Occidental 
College 
Mojgan Vijeh, CFO, Ann Martin Center 
Sue Tatro, Teacher Calero High School 
Will Greer, Professor California State 
University, San Bernardino 
 



SENIORS 
AFT 2121 Retiree Chapter, City College of San 
Francisco Faculty Union 
California Alliance for Retired Americans 
(CARA) 
Federation of Retired Union Members 
(FORUM) 
Long Beach Gray Panthers 
Older Women’s League - San Francisco 
San Francisco Gray Panthers 
Senior and Disability Action 
 
INTERFAITH 
Bend the Arc, A Jewish Partnership for Justice 
California Church IMPACT 
Catholic Charities Diocese of San Diego 
Congregations Organized for Prophetic 
Engagement (COPE) 
Faith in Action East Bay 
Faith in Action Bay Area 
Faith in the Valley 
First Congregational Church of Palo Alto, UCC 
Gamaliel of California 
Genesis 
Greater Long Beach Interfaith Community 
Organization 
 Inland Congregations United for Change (ICUC) 
LA Voice 
Life Center Church 
New Hope Missionary Baptist Church 
New Life Christian Church of Fontana 
Orange County Congregation Community 
Organization 
People Acting in Community Together (PACT) 
PICO California 
Placer People of Faith 
Sacramento Area Congregations Together 
San Diego Organizing Project 
True North 











 
 



Rev. Dr. Eileen Altman, Associate Pastor, First 
Congregational Church of Palo Alto, UCC 
Rev. Damita Davis-Howard, Assistant Pastor, 
First Mt. Sinai Missionary Baptist 
Pastor Albert Hong, Associate Pastor, New 
Hope Covenant Church 
 
 LABOR  
AFSCME 
AFSCME 3299 
AFSCME Council 57 
AFT Local 931 
AFT Local 1078 
American Federation of Teachers 
Anaheim Secondary Teachers Association 
CTA/NEA 
Antioch Education Association 
Acalanes Education Association 
Asian Pacific Labor Alliance AFL-CIO 
Benicia Teachers Association 
Bennett Valley Teachers Association 
California Federation of Teachers 
California Teachers Association (CTA) 
California Teachers Association of Berryessa 
Charter Oak Educators Association 
Committee of Interns and Residents/SEIU 
Healthcare 
Communications Workers of American Local 
9423 
Duarte Unified Education Association 
East Side Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Evergreen Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Fremont Unified District Teachers Association 
Fresno Teachers Association 
Greater Santa Cruz Federation of Teachers 
2030 
Hayward Education Association 
IBEW Local 569 
IFPTE Local 21 
Milpitas Teachers Association 
Morgan Hill Federation of Teachers  
Monterey Bay Central Labor Council 
Mt. Diablo Education Association 
Newport-Mesa Federation of Teachers Local 
1794 
Oakland Education Association 
Richmond Teachers Association 
San Jacinto Teachers Association 



San Jose Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Santa Ana Educators Association 
UAW 2865 
UFCW States Council  
UFCW Local 770 
Unite HERE Local 11 
Unite HERE Local 2850 
Unite HERE International Union- California 
State Council  
United Educators of San Francisco 
United Farm Workers (UFW) 
United Teachers of Los Angeles 
United Teachers of Pasadena 
United Teachers of Richmond CTA/NEA 
UPTE CWA 9119 
San Diego Building Trades Council 
San Mateo Elementary Teachers Association 
SEIU API Caucus 
SEIU California 
Teamsters Local 572 
Warehouse Worker Resource Center 
 
PHILANTHROPY 
California Community Foundation 
The Chan-Zuckerberg Initiative 
East Bay Community Foundation 
The Fund for Santa Barbara 
Horizons Foundation 
Liberty Hill Foundation 
Northern California Grantmakers Association 
Oakland Public Education Fund 
The San Francisco Foundation 
Silicon Valley Community Foundation 
 
 
HOUSING  
Abundant Housing LA 
All Home 
Berkeley Tenants Union 
Brilliant Corners 
Burbank Housing 
California Coalition for Rural Housing 
California Housing Partnership 
California YIMBY 
Center for Sustainable Neighborhoods 
Community Economics 
Community Housing Improvement Program 
(CHIP) 











 
 



East Bay Asian Local Development Corporation 
East Bay Housing Organizations 
East Los Angeles Community Corporation 
Housing California 
Little Tokyo Service Center 
Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern 
California (NPH) 
Rural Community Development Corporation of 
California (RCDCC) 
Sacramento Housing Alliance 
San Francisco Council of Community Housing 
Organizations 
The Sidewalk Project 
Southern California Association of Nonprofit 
Housing (SCANPH) 
  
 
HEALTH 
Asian Health Services 
Berkeley Media Studies Group 
Black Women for Wellness 
California Health Professional Student Alliance 
(CaHPSA) 
California IHSS Consumer Alliance 
California Physicians Alliance 
California School-Based Health Alliance 
California School Nurses Organization 
Center for Climate Change and Health 
Health Access California 
Health Care for All- California 
Human Impact Partners (HIP) 
The Los Angeles Trust for Children’s Health 
Prevention Institute 
Public Health Institute 
Public Health Justice Collective 
Special Needs Network, Inc. 
 
 
POLITICAL  
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders for Civic 
Empowerment 
The California Democratic Party 
The California Progressive Alliance 
Chicano Indigenous Community for Culturally 
Conscious Advocacy & Action (ChiCCCAA) 
Chicano Latino Caucus of San Bernardino 
County 
Democratic Socialists of America, Sacramento 



Green Party of California 
Green Party of Santa Clara County  
Harvey Milk Democratic Club 
Hayward Area Democratic Club 
Hubert Humphrey Democratic Club 
Indivisible CA: StateStrong 
Indivisible East Bay 
Inland Empowerment 
Orange County Democratic Party Central 
Committee  
League of Women Voters of California 
LA Forward 
Mi Familia Vota 
PowerPAC.org 
Richmond Progressive Alliance 
Sacramento OUR REVOLUTION / Wellstone 
Progressive Democrats 
San Bernardino County Young Democrats 
San Francisco Berniecrats 
Santa Clara County Democratic Party 
Sonoma Valley Democrats 
Wellstone Democratic Renewal Club 
 
 
SOCIAL JUSTICE & CIVIL RIGHTS 
A New Way of Life 
ACLU of Northern California 
ACLU of Southern California 
Alliance for African Assistance 
Alliance of Californians for Community 
Empowerment (ACCE) 
Alliance San Diego 
Advancement Project California 
API Forward Movement 
Asian Americans Advancing Justice Los Angeles 
Asian Solidarity Collective  
AYPAL: Building API Community Power 
Bay Rising 
BLU Educational Foundation 
Building Blocks for Kids Richmond Collaborative 
Borderlands for Equity 
California Association of Nonprofits 
California Calls 
California Food and Farming Network 
California Immigrant Policy Center 
California Immigrant Youth Justice Alliance 
Californians for Justice 











 
 



California League of United Latin American 
Citizens (LULCAC) 
The California Partnership 
California Partnership for Working Families 
Casa Familiar 
Causa Justa/Just Cause (CJJC) 
Center on Policy Initiatives 
Central Coast Alliance United for a Sustainable 
Economy (CAUSE) 
Central Valley Empowerment Alliance 
Chinese Progressive Association (CPA) 
Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights 
(CHIRLA) 
Coleman Advocates 
The Community Action League 
Community Coalition 
Communities for a New California (CNC) 
Communities in Schools of Los Angeles 
Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR-
CA) 
Courage Campaign 
Dolores Huerta Foundation 
East Bay Alliance for a Sustainable Economy 
(EBASE) 
East Bay Asian Youth Center 
East Bay for Everyone 
Economic Security Project Action 
Esperanza Project 
Equal Voice for Southern California Families 
Alliance 
Equality California 
Evolve California 
Fathers & Families of San Joaquin 
Filipino Advocates for Justice 
Filipino Community Center 
Funding the Next Generation 
Future Leaders of America 
Hmong Innovating Politics 
Inland Coalition for Immigrant Justice 
Inner City Struggle 
Jewish Community Relations Council  
Justice Overcoming Boundaries 
Khmer Girls in Action 
Knotts Family Agency 
Ladies of The I.E. 
Latino Equality Alliance 
Latinos United for a New America (LUNA) 



Los Angeles Alliance for a New Economy 
(LAANE) 
Los Angeles Black Worker Center 
Los Angeles Community Action Network (LA 
CAN) 
Los Angeles United Methodist Urban 
Foundation 
Los Angeles Urban League 
Long Beach Residents Empowered 
Mexican American Legal Defense Fund 
(MALDEF) 
Mid-City CAN 
Movement Strategy Center 
Mujeres Unidas y Activas 
Muslim American Society-Public Affairs and 
Civic Engagement (MAS-PACE) 
New Star Family Justice Center 
North County Immigration Task Force 
Oakland Rising 
Orange County Civic Engagement Table 
Parent Voices Oakland 
Partnership for the Advancement of New 
Americans (PANA) 
People Organizing to Demand Environmental 
and Economic Rights (PODER) 
Pilipino Workers Center 
Pillars of the Community 
Policy Link 
Power California 
Progressive Asian Network for Action 
Promesa Boyle Heights 
Public Advocates 
Public Counsel  
Resilience Orange County 
Restore INK 
Sacred Heart Community Service 
Safe Return Project 
San Francisco Day Labor Program/La Colectiva 
de Mujeres 
San Francisco Rising 
Santa Clara County Wage Theft Coalition 
Secure Justice 
Services, Immigrant Rights and Education 
Network (SIREN) 
SIREN Action 
Silicon Valley Rising 
Social Justice Learning Institute 
Somali Bantu Association of America 











 
 



SOMOS Mayfair 
South Bay People Power 
South of Market Community Action Network 
(SOMCAN) 
Strategic Action for a Just Economy (SAJE) 
Strategic Concepts in Organizing and Policy 
Education (SCOPE) 
Survivors of Torture International 
Tech Equity Collaborative 
Time for Change 
TransLatin@ Network 
Universidad Popular 
Valley Forward 
W. Haywood Burns Institute 
Working Partnerships, USA 
YWCA of Silicon Valley 
  
 
SMALL BUSINESS & BUSINESS 
ORGANIZATIONS 
A-Cubed Marketing 
Abe Liebhaber Bows 
Acorn Tutoring  
ACP Inc. 
Ali Akbar College of Music 
Ambrosia Fine Food 
Aponte Family Child Care 
BBI Construction 
Bisnar Chase Personal Injury Attorneys 
Blossom to Success Child Care 
Cafe 21 
Cafe Ella 
Charlie’s Trees and Crafts 
Classic Rock Sandwich Shop 
Consult Jenny, Inc 
Cooley’s Family Child Care 
Davis Family Child care 
Dependable Window Cleaning 
Dialog Studios 
Domestic Divas and Dudes 
DTM Strategies 
Eagle Marketing 
Farley’s Coffee 
Fern’s Garden 
Flight of Fancy 
The Flower Cottage 
Fresno Metro Black Chamber of Commerce 
HALE 



Heaton Law 
HM Constructor Inc 
Holistic Chinese Medicine Center 
House Kombucha 
Gingerly Wax 
Goldman Associates 
Iron Horse Vineyards 
Johnson Piano Service 
Jost Legal 
Kadaya Photography 
Kiddie Kare 
Klein and Roth Consulting 
Landed, Inc. 
Law Office of Joel Freid 
Legion of Fantasy 
The Lei Company Cooperative 
The Linwood Project 
 
Little Stewart Daycare 
Long Beach School of Music 
Manny’s  
Martin Family Childcare 
MCMILLIAN 
Mills Family Daycare 
Milpa Grille 
Mosaic 
New Solidarity Printing 
Petaluma Pie Company 
The Pink Gypsy Bellydance 
Pots n Hands Catering 
Rest Assured Special Event Sitters, LLC 
Reynolds Family Childcare 
Robbins Family Law 
Selma Dream 
Sexy Grammar 
Smyer Associates 
Stream it Right 
Paloma Fashion Designs 
Patriotic Millionaires 
TMM Enterprises Group Inc. 
Touch by an Angel Family Child 
Two Enlighten 
Un Solo Sol 
The Uncles Catering and Events 
Valle Family Child care 
The Village Agape Enrichment Center, LLC. 
Voyager Search Solutions 
WilliamsSPRFUN 











 
 



Wooden Table Baking 
Yeyas 
Cornell Anderson, Financial Advisor 
Erica Carr, Small Business Owner 
Janet Clyde, Small Business Owner 
Sandra Fluke, Public Interest Attorney 
 
 
ENVIRONMENT 
Alliance for Community Transit – Los Angeles 
Asian Pacific Environmental Network (APEN) 
California Environmental Justice Alliance Action 
California Food and Farming Network 
California League of Conservation Voters 
Center for Climate Change and Health 
Climate Resolve 
Communities For A Better Environment  
Occidental Arts & Ecology Center 
San Diego 350.org 
T.R.E.E LINK 
T.R.U.S.T. South LA 
The Utility Reform Network 
  
 
2020 PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES  
Joe Biden 
Michael Bloomerg (former candidate) 
Senator Cory Booker (former candidate) 
South Bend Mayor Pete Buttigieg (former 
candidate) 
Former Housing and Urban Development 
Secretary Julian Castro (former candidate) 
Senator Kamala Harris (former candidate) 
Former Texas Rep. Beto O’Rourke (former 
candidate) 
Senator Bernie Sanders (former candidate) 
Senator Elizabeth Warren (former candidate) 
 
LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS  
 
Mayors and City Council members 
Nick Pilch, Mayor of Albany 
Jose Gurrola, Mayor of Arvin 
Jesse Arreguin, Mayor of Berkeley 
Diana Needham, Mayor of Cerritos (Ret) 
Gabriel Quinto, Mayor of El Cerrito 
Ally Medina, Mayor of Emeryville 
Paula Perotte, Mayor of Goleta 



Ariston Julian, Mayor of Guadalupe 
Paloma Aguirre, Mayor Pro Tem of Imperial 
Beach 
Eric Garcetti, Mayor of Los Angeles 
Mona Rios, Vice Mayor of National City 
Libby Schaaf, Mayor of Oakland 
Carmen Ramirez, Mayor Pro Tem of Oxnard 
John Keener, Mayor of Pacifica 
Geoff Kors, Mayor of Palm Springs 
Adrian Fine, Vice Mayor of Palo Alto 
Nancy Shepherd, Mayor of Palo Alto (Ret) 
David Glass, Mayor of Petaluma 
Gayle McLaughlin, Mayor of Richmond (Ret) 
London Breed, Mayor of San Francisco 
Cathy Murrillo, Mayor of Santa Barbara 
Justin Cummings, Mayor of Santa Cruz 
Kevin McKeown, Mayor of Santa Monica 
Chris Rogers, Vice Mayor of Santa Rosa 
Harvey Logan, Vice Mayor of Sonoma 
Michael Tubbs, Mayor of Stockton 
  
Stevevonna Evans, Adelanto City Council 
Member 
Peggy McQuaid, Albany City Council Member 
Lamar Tharpe, Antioch City Council Member 
Steve Young, Benicia City Council Member 
Sophie Hanh, Berkeley City Council Member 
Kate Harrison, Berkeley City Council Member 
Rigel Robinson, Berkeley City Council Member 
Ben Barlett, Berkeley City Council Member 
Rashi Kesarwani, Berkeley City Council Member 
Cheryl Davila, Berkeley City Council Member 
W. Clarke Conway, Brisbane City Council 
Member 
Michael Brownrigg, Burlingame City Council 
Member 
John Aguilar, Cathedral City Council Member 
Megan Beaman Jacinto, Coachella City Council 
Member 
Jacque Castillas, Corona City Council Member 
Alex Fisch, Culver City Council Member 
Daniel Lee, Culver City Council Member 
Meghan Sahli-Wells, Culver City Council 
Member 
Rod Sinks, Cupertino City Council Member 
Bryan Osorio, Delano City Council Member 
Rochelle Pardue-Okimoto, El Cerrito City 
Council Member 











 
 



John Bauters, Emeryville City Council Member 
Scott Donahue, Emeryville City Council 
Member 
Gregorio Gomez, Farmersville City Council 
Member 
Dan Brotman, Glendale City Council Member 
Sara Lamnin, Hayward City Council Member 
Elisa Marquez, Hayward City Council Member 
Mark Salinas, Hayward City Council Member 
Aisha Wahab, Hayward City Council Member 
Francisco Zermeño, Hayward City Council 
Member 
Myrna de Vera, Hercules City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Mark West, Imperial Beach City Council 
Member 
Melissa Fox, Irvine City Council Member 
Jewel Hurtado, Kingsburg City Council Member 
Colin Parent, La Mesa Council Member 
David Arambula, Lemon Grove City Council 
Member 
George Gastil, Lemon Grove City Council 
Member (Ret) 
Marqueece Harris-Dawson, Los Angeles City 
Council Member 
Paul Koretz, Los Angeles City Council Member 
Mike Bonin, Los Angeles City Council Member 
Al Austin, Long Beach City Council Member 
Adam Urrutia, Marina City Council Member 
Mary Luros, Napa City Council Member 
Rebecca Kaplan, Oakland City Council Member 
Dan Kalb, Oakland City Council Member 
Nikki Fortunato Bas, Oakland City Council 
Member 
Loren Taylor, Oakland City Council Member 
Grace Garner, Palm Springs City Council 
Member 
Tom DuBois, Palo Alto City Council Member 
Cory Wolbach, Palo Alto City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Tim Rood, Piedmont City Council Member 
Giselle Hale, Redwood City Council Member 
Shelly Masur, Redwood City Council Member 
Eddie Tejeda, Redlands City Council Member 
Jael Myrick, Richmond City Council Member 
Melvin Willis, Richmond City Council Member 
Jovanka Beckles, Richmond City Council 
Member (Ret) 



Vinay Pimple, Richmond City Council Member 
(Former) 
Andrew  Melendrez. Riverside City Council 
Member 
Michael Salazar, San Bruno City Council 
Member 
Chris Ward, San Diego City Council Member 
Sergio Jimenez, San Jose City Council Member 
Raul Peralez, San Jose City Council Member 
Amourence Lee, San Mateo City Council 
Member 
Rick Bonilla, San Mateo City Council Member 
Rita Xavier, San Pablo City Council Member 
Abel Pineda, San Pablo City Council Member 
Cecilia Valdez, San Pablo City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Genoveva Calloway, San Pablo City Council 
Member (Ret) 
Martine Watkins, Santa Cruz City Council 
Member 
Jose Solorio, Santa Ana City Council Member 
Sandy Brown, Santa Cruz City Council Member 
Gloria Soto, Santa Maria City Council Member 
Terry O’Day, Santa Monica City Council 
Member 
Jack Tibbetts, Santa Rosa City Council Member 
Rishi Kumar, Saratoga City Council Member 
Jon Wizard, Seaside City Council Member 
Christina Fugazi, Stockton City Council Member 
Mason Fong, Sunnyvale City Council Member 
Holli Thier, Tiburon Town Council Member 
Blanca Gomez, Victorville City Council Member 
Filipe Hernandez, Watsonville City Council 
Member 
Lowell Hurst, Watsonville City Council Member 
Daniel Yost, Woodside City Council Member 
  
County Supervisors 
Keith Carson, Alameda County Supervisor 
Wilma Chan, Alameda County Supervisor 
Damon Connolly, Marin County Supervisor 
Dennis Rodoni, Marin County Supervisor 
Sheila Kuehl, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Hilda Solis, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Victor Manuel Perez, Riverside County 
Supervisor  
Nathan Fletcher, San Diego County Supervisor 











 
 



Jane Kim, San Francisco County Supervisor 
(former) 
Gordon Mar, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Sandra Fewer, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Matt Haney, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Hillary Ronen, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Rafael Mandelman, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Das Williams, Santa Barbara County Supervisor 
Joan Hartmann, Santa Barbara Board of 
Supervisors 
Gregg Hart, Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors 
Susan Ellenberg, Santa Clara Board of 
Supervisors 
Cindy Chavez, Santa Clara Board of Supervisors 
John Leopold, Santa Cruz Board of Supervisors 
Skip Tomson, Solano County Supervisor 
Lynda Hopkins, Sonoma County Supervisor 
Susan Gorin, Sonoma County Supervisor 
Steve Bennett, Ventura County Supervisor 
John Zaragoza, Ventura County Supervisor 
  
STATE & FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
Senator Ben Allen, 26th District 
Senator Toni Atkins, President Pro tem 
Senator Maria Elena Durazo, 24th Senate 
District 
Senator Connie Leyva, 20th District 
Senator Holly Mitchell, 30th District  
Senator Nancy Skinner, 9th District 
Senator Bob Wieckowski, 10th Senate District 
Senator Scott Wiener, 11th District 
Assemblymember, Richard Bloom, 50th District 
Assemblymember Rob Bonta, 18th District 
Assemblymember Kansen Chu, 25th District 
Assemblymember David Chui, 17th District 
Assemblymember Susan Eggman, 13th District 
Assemblymember Lorena Gonzalez, 80th 
District 
Assemblymember Ash Kalra, 27th District 
Assemblymember Sydney Kamlager, 54th 
District 
Assemblymember Kevin McCarty, 7th District 
Assemblymember, Kevin Mullin, 22nd District 



Assemblymember Bill Quirk, 20th District 
Assemblymember Mark Stone, 29th District  
Assemblymember Anthony Rendon, Speaker 
pro Tempore 
Assemblymember Freddie Rodriguez, 52nd 
District 
Assemblymember Buffy Wicks, 15th District 
Tony Thurmond, State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction 
Barbara Lee, U.S. Congressperson 
Karen Bass, U.S. Congressperson 
Dave Jones, CA Insurance Commissioner 
(Emeritus) 
Ro Khanna, U.S. Congressperson  
Kevin de Leon, CA State Senate President 
(Emeritus) 
  
 
 
SCHOOL BOARD OFFICIALS  
Amber Childress, Alameda County Board of 
Education 
Mia Bonta, Alameda Unified School District 
Board President 
Anne McKereghan, Alameda Unified School 
District (Ret) 
L. Karen Monroe, Alameda County 
Superintendent of Schools 
Sara Hinkley, Albany Unified School District 
Kim Trutane, Albany Unified School District 
Michaela Weinstein, Albany Unified School 
District Student Board Member 
Joseph Barragan, Alvord Unified School District 
Bob Laurent, Amador Unified School District 
Juan Alvarez, Anaheim Elementary School 
District 
Debra Vinson, Antioch Unified School District 
(Ret) 
Christopher Apodaca, Artesia, Bloomfield, 
Carmenita Unified School District Trustee 
Jeri Bible Vogel, Azusa Unified School District 
Xilonin Cruz-Gonzalez, Azusa Unified School 
District 
Julie Sinai, Berkeley School Board Director 
Tristen Walker-Shuman, Beverly Hills Unified 
School District Board Member 
Gil Rebollar, Brawley Elementary School 
District Trustee 











 
 



Keri Kropke, Brea Olinda Schools District Board 
Trustee 
Sophia Layne, Cabrillo Unified School District 
Jo A.S. Loss, Castro Valley Unified School 
District 
Francisco Tamayo, Chula Vista Elementary 
School District 
Laurie Humphrey, Chula Vista Elementary 
School District Trustee 
Brigitte Davila, City College of San Francisco 
President 
Alex Randolph, City College of San Francisco 
John Rizzo, City College of San Francisco 
Shanell Williams, City College of San Francisco 
Tom Temprano, City College of San Francisco 
Lorraine Prinsky, Coast Community College 
District 
Kent Taylor, Colton Joint Unified School District 
Sarah Bulter, Contra Costa County Board of 
Education 
Lorien Cunningham, Cupertino Union School 
Board 
Jennet Stebbins, Delta Community College of 
San Joaquin 
Megan Rouse, Dublin Unified School District 
Board Trustee 
Amy Miller, Dublin Unified School District 
Board President 
Pattie Cortese, East Side Union High School 
District 
David Diaz, El Monte Union High School District 
Rimga Viskanta, Encinitas Union School District 
Douglas Paulson, Escondido Union School 
District 
Mario Fernandez, Eureka City Schools Board 
Trustee 
Marisa Hanson, Evergreen School District 
David Isom, Fairfield-Suisun Unified School 
District 
Susan Liebes, Fallbrook Union Elementary 
School Board Trustee 
Omar Torres, Franklin-McKinley School District 
(Ret) 
Dianne Jones, Fremont Unified School District 
Board Trustee 
Henry Lo, Garvey Elementary School District 
Lois Locci, Gavilan Joint Community College 
District 



Jennifer Freemon, Glendale Unified School 
District Board of Education President 
Shant Sahakian, Glendale Unified School 
District Board of Education Member 
Luz Reyes-Martin, Goleta Union School District 
Board Trustee 
April Oquenda, Hayward Unified Schools 
District Board VIce President 
Dr. Annette Walker, Hayward Unified School 
District 
Ken Rawdon, Hayward Unified School District 
Board member 
Tony sandoval, Heber Elementary School 
District Trustee 
Kalimah Salahuddin, Jefferson Union High 
School District 
Robert Garcia, Jurupa Unified School District 
Juan Benitez, Long Beach Unified School 
District Board of Education Vice President 
Gretchen Newby, Los Gatos Saratoga Unified 
School District (ret) 
Jonathan T. Wright, Martinez Unified School 
District Board Trustee 
Miguel Lopez, Merced City School District 
Board Clerk 
William Fischer, Mira Costa College Trustee 
Wendy Root Askew, Monterey Peninsula 
Unified School District Trustee 
Yuri Anderson,  Monterey Peninsula Unified 
School District Trustee 
Mary Patterson, Morgan Hill Unified School 
District Board President  
David Gerard, Morgan Hill Unified School 
District (Ret) 
Karalee Hargrove, Morongo Unified School 
District Board Member 
Amy Martenson, Napa Valley College (Ret) 
Brian Lovell, Northern Humboldt Union High 
School District 
Ed Lopez, North Orange County Community 
College District 
Gregory Mack, Novato Unified School District 
Jody London, Oakland Unified School District 
Shanthi Gonzales, Oakland Unified School 
District 
Nina Senn, Oakland Unified School District 
(Ret) 
Stacy Begin, Oceanside Unified School District 











 
 



Eric Joyce, Oceanside Unified School District  
Gina Clayton-Tarvin, Oceanview School District 
Board of Trustees 
Efrain Cazeres, Oceanview Elementary School 
District Board Clerk  
Teresa Cox, Ohlone Community College Board 
Trustee 
Karen Sher, Oxnard Union High School District 
Trustee 
Maria Orozco, Pajaro Valley Unified School 
District Trustee 
Mark Evilsizer, Palomar Community College 
District 
John Halcon, Palomar Community College 
District 
Cindi Reiss, Peralta Community College District 
Board Trustee 
Nicky Yuen, Peralta Community College District 
Board Trustee 
Julina Bonilla, Peralta Community College 
District Board Trustee 
Kimberley Beatty, Poway Unified School 
District 
Darshana Patel, Poway Unified School District 
Dennis McBride, Redwood City School District 
Katie Valenzuela, Sacramento City Unified 
School District Trustee 
Mai Vang, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Sean Loloee, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Ramona Landeros, Sacramento City Unified 
School District Trustee 
Roy Grimes, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Mai Vang, Sacramento City Unified School 
DistrictTrustee 
Joanne Ahola, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Harold Fong, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Bina Leftkovitz, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Karina Talamantes, Sacramento County Board 
of Education Trustee 
Kathryn Ramirez, Salinas City Elementary 
School District Board Trustee 



Barbara Flores, San Bernardino City Unified 
School District 
Carol Elliott, San Carlos School District 
Bernie Rhinerson, San Diego Community 
College District Board Trustee 
Maria Senour, San Diego Community College 
District Trustee 
Alicia Munoz, San Diego County Office of 
Education 
Beth Hergesheimer, San Dieguito Unified 
School District Trustee 
Rod Hsiao, San Mateo Office of Education 
Board Trustee 
Emily Murase, San Francisco Board of 
Education (Ret) 
Mark Sanchez, San Francisco Board of 
Education 
Ivy Lee, San Francisco Community College 
District Trustee 
Zima Creason, San Juan Unified School District 
Board of Education 
Brian Wheatley, San Jose Unified School 
District 
Maurice Goodman, San Mateo County 
Community College 
Shara Watkins, San Mateo-Foster City School 
District Trustee 
Linda Jackson, San Rafael School District 
Trustee 
Greg Knell, San Rafael School District Trustee 
President 
Rudy Lopez, San Ysidro School Board Trustee 
Jonathan Abboud, Santa Barbara Community 
College District 
Peter Ortiz, Santa Clara County Board of 
Education 
Jane Barr, Santa Cruz County Office of 
Education 
Deborah Tracy-Proulx, Santa Cruz City Schools 
Board President 
Maria Leon-Vazquez, Santa Monica/Malibu 
Unified School District 
Roger Snyder, Scotts Valley Unified School 
District Board President 
Debra Schade Solana Beach School District 
Trustee 
Gina Cuclis, Sonoma County Board of Education 











 
 



Marco Amaral, South Bay Union School District 
Trustee 
Nora Vargas, Southwestern College Board 
President 
Steve McDougall, Spreckles Union School 
District Board Trustee 
Eric Payne, State Center Community College 
District Trustee 
Lang Luntao, Stockton Unified School District 
Board President 
Candelaria Vargas, Stockton Unified School 
District Trustee 
Bob Lawson, Vallejo City Unified School District 
Ruscal Cayangyang, Vallejo School Board 
President (Former) 
Mark Lisagor, Ventura County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Matthew Doyle, Vista Unified School District 
Superintendent 
Martha Alvarado, Vista Unified School District 
Trustee 
Cipriano Vargas, Vista Unified School District  
Madeline Kronenberg, West Contra Costa 
Unified School District 
Norma Alcala, Washington Unified School 
District 
Vladimir Gomez, Wilsona Elementary School 
District Trustee 
  
OTHER ELECTED & PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
Steve White, Anaheim Planning Commissioner 
Lateefah Simon, Bay Area Regional Transit 
District 7 Director 
Bevan Dufty, Bay Area Regional Transit District 
9 Director 
Alejandro Soto-Vigil, Berkeley Rent 
Stabilization Board 
Igor Trgub, Berkeley Rent Stabilization Board 
Taisha Brown, California Democratic Party 
African American Caucus Chair 
Florante Ibanez, California State Library 
Services Board Vice President 
Karen Camacho, East Palo Alto Rent 
Stabilization Board 
Rick Tuttle, Los Angeles City Controller 
(Former) 
Kris Organ, Treasurer, Marin Democratic Party 



Barbara Contreras Rapisarda, Pico Water 
District 
Elizabeth Minter, Placentia Library District of 
Orange County 
NIschit Hegde, Oakland Planning 
Commissioner  
Gregg Fishman, Sacramento Municipal Utility 
District Board Trustee 
 
CITIES & COUNTIES 
Alameda County Board of Supervisors 
Albany City Council 
Berkeley City Council 
El Cerrito City Council 
Emeryville City Council 
Oakland City Council 
Richmond City Council 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
San Pablo City Council  
 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
Alameda County Board of Education 
Albany Unified School District 
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District 
Anaheim Elementary School District 
Berkeley Unified School District 
Berryessa Union School District 
Escondido Union School District 
Gilroy Unified School District 
Glendale Unified School District 
Hayward Unified School District 
Jefferson Union High School District 
Jurupa Valley Unified School District 
Los Angeles Unified School District 
Los Angeles Community College District 
Marin County Board of Education 
Mount Diablo Unified School District 
Oakland Unified School District 
Ocean View School District  
Oceanside Unified School District 
Ohlone Community College District 
Palmdale School District Board of Education 
Pasadena Unified School District 
Sacramento City Unified School District 
San Bruno Park School District 
San Francisco Unified School District 
San Jose Unified School District 
San Lorenzo Unified School District 











 
 



San Marcos Unified School District 
Santa Ana Unified School District 
Santa Clara Unified Schools District 
Stockton Unified School District 
West Contra Costa Unified School District 
Woodland Unified School District 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT CANDIDATES 
Ricardo Favela, Candidate, Fallbrook 
Elementary School District 
Angela Andrews, Candidate, Hayward City 
Council  
Lacei Amodei, Candidate, Hayward City Council  
Nestor Castillo, Candidate, Hayward City 
Council 
Elisha Crader, Candidate,  Hayward City 
Council  
Treva Reid, Candidate, Oakland City Council  
Ryan Bell, Candidate, Pasadena City Council 
Terra Lawson-Remer, Candidate, San Diego 
Board of Supervisors 
Stephen Witburn, Candidate, San Diego City 
Council District 3 
Seta Ghazarian, Candidate, Victor Valley Union 
High School District Board 
Fatima Iqbal-Zubiar, Candidate, CA State 
Assembly District 64 
 



 













 
 



Select Media Clips about Schools & Communities First Initiative 
 



Print Coverage: 
 



• Los Angeles Times: Corporations get big edge in Prop. 13 quirk 
 



• Los Angeles Times: Column: A change to Proposition 13 that homeowners can 
get behind 



 
• La Opinión: En apoyo de Escuelas y Comunidades Primero / La Opinión: In 



support of Schools and Communities First 
 



• San Francisco Chronicle: California’s Proposition 13 ballot fight intensifies with 
coronavirus pandemic 



 
 
Television coverage: 



• San Diegans are rallying behind Schools & Communities First! 
• Es hora que las grandes corporaciones paguen lo que deben! 
• It's time corporations pay their fair share! 



 













From: Gloria Soto
To: Lesley Robledo
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 3:08:14 PM


Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on ZOOM! This 
meeting we will be discussing COVID-19! We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I would love to attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I have started the
conversation of providing lunch with music to a group of farmworkers to show
our appreciation. I am happy to donate, share, and help with the coordination of
your effort. I have a Young Democrats  meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom.
Would you be able to jump on the call to share this with the group to see if they
can also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 



mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09&fbclid=IwAR2EvjE5St9dfi0AyP4hWD87VUP3FPHYM7W1uoluYFRN1Ni2jdfFcpxTWPU

mailto:lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com





My name is Lesley Robledo and I recently moved to Santa Maria
from the Central Valley. I am currently a student and a Student
Ambassador at Allan Hancock College. I have fallen in love with
this community, which is why I have started a GoFund for my
birthday to provide lunch for our agricultural workers during this
difficult time. I am unfortunately having trouble gathering money
since I am new to town. I am extremely passionate about helping
my people and I don't want to have to end this project. You can
also learn more about me and the GoFund in the description box of
the GoFund. Please feel free to ask me any questions you may
have.


I was hoping you could share this among people you know, I would
greatly appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 



http://gf.me/u/xywxcx






From: Hazel Davalos
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 11:12:48 AM


Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow evening. As you’ve heard we are working to
mediate a conversation between Rancho Laguna Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini. On Tuesday we were
able to meet at the county board room thanks to Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the county is in budget
hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we need it. We were wondering if the city might have some
space that could be opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263



mailto:hazel@causenow.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org






From: Gloria Soto
To: Lesley Robledo
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 12:11:46 PM


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I have started the conversation of
providing lunch with music to a group of farmworkers to show our appreciation. I am happy to
donate, share, and help with the coordination of your effort. I have a Young Democrats 
meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom. Would you be able to jump on the call to share this with the
group to see if they can also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo and I recently moved to Santa Maria from the Central
Valley. I am currently a student and a Student Ambassador at Allan Hancock
College. I have fallen in love with this community, which is why I have started a
GoFund for my birthday to provide lunch for our agricultural workers during this
difficult time. I am unfortunately having trouble gathering money since I am new
to town. I am extremely passionate about helping my people and I don't want to
have to end this project. You can also learn more about me and the GoFund in the
description box of the GoFund. Please feel free to ask me any questions you may
have.


I was hoping you could share this among people you know, I would greatly
appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 



mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com

mailto:lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com
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From: Meg Desmond
Subject: Housing, Community & Economic Development Policy Committee Handout
Date: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 2:30:52 PM
Attachments: image002.png


image006.png
HCED Ballot Measures Background Material Support & Oppose6-3-20.pdf


Good Afternoon HCED Policy Committee Members:
 
Attached you will find additional background material regarding the ballot measures that you will be
voting on at the upcoming committee meeting.  This information has been provided by the
proponents and the opponents of the ballot measures.  You can also access the material on the
League’s website by clicking here.
 
Thank you.
 
Jason Rhine
Assistant Legislative Director
League of California Cities
p. 916-658-8264 | c. 916-606-2458
jrhine@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn


 
 
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.


  



mailto:mdesmond@cacities.org

https://www.cacities.org/Resources-Documents/Policy-Advocacy-Section/Policy-Development/Policy-Committees/Housing,-Community-and-Economic-Development/Agendas-and-Highlights/HCED-Ballot-Measures-Background-Material-Support-O
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http://www.supportlocalrecovery.org/










About the California Schools and Local Communities 
Funding Act of 2020



Text OUR FUTURE to 97779 (1)info@schoolsandcommunitiesfirst.orgSchoolsandCommunitiesFirst.org



       Residential Properties and Agricultural Land are Exempt:  
       No residential properties will be reassessed, whether rental residential (apartments and rental homes), homeowner  
       or condominium owner, or mobile home. It exempts all agricultural land from reassessment used for producing    
       commercial commodities or for agricultural production.  It also exempts open space, so that farmland which is held  
       without production would also be exempt. Mixed-use property is to be assessed based on proportion of    
       commercial to residential footage. Our measure allows the legislature to exempt the commercial portion of    
       mixed-use properties if the properties are predominantly residential (75% or more).



New School Revenues Over Prop 98: 
New revenues will be pooled statewide and deposited into the Local School and Community College Property Tax 
Fund to ensure that the local schools and community colleges portion of new revenues is considered additional to 
all other funding, over and above the Proposition 98 guarantee. 



New School Revenues to Advance Equity: 
The school share of new revenues will be allocated to advance social equity according to the local control funding 
formulas for all schools, which provide additional funding for districts with large populations of low-income 
students, English-learners, and foster youth. 



Basic Aid School Districts: 
In order to assure that all school districts bene�t from this reform, Basic Aid School Districts (which receive su�cient 
local property tax revenue to meet their target funding level under state law) will receive as much as they would 
have under current law and at least $100 per unit of average daily attendance in addition from the new revenues. 
Similarly, community college districts shall receive no less than $100 per enrolled full-time equivalent student.



       Education Share: 
       40% of the revenue goes to schools, with 89% of this dedicated to K-12 and 11% for Community Colleges.



    Key benefits of the ballot measure:



       Reassessment of Commercial/Industrial Property Only: 
       The reassessment of only commercial and industrial property to fair market value is the cornerstone of the initiative.   
       Reassessments will be conducted on a regular, ongoing basis, and are estimated to generate as much as $12 billion  
       annually in new revenues when fully implemented, not including small business exemptions outlined below.



Paid for by Schools and Communities First - Sponsored by a Coalition of Social Justice Organizations 
Representing Families and Students. Committee major funding from:



Chan Zuckerberg Advocacy (Nonprofit (501(c)(4))
The San Francisco Foundation
California Teachers Association



Funding details at http://fppc.ca.gov



777 S. Figueroa St., Ste. 4050, Los Angeles, CA  90017



Of f icial summary from the of f ice of the California Attorney General: 
“Increases funding for K-12 public schools, community colleges, and local governments by 
requiring that commercial and industrial real property be taxed based on current market 
value. Exempts from this change: residential properties; agricultural properties; and owners 
of commercial and industrial properties with combined value of $3 million or less.”











       Expanded Phase-In and Assessor Provisions: 
       Since the system has not been changed in 40 years, a transition period will be necessary. The measure creates a    
       Property Tax Administration Task Force comprised of County Assessors, the Board of Equalization and others to    
       work with the Legislature to implement a phase-in timetable to develop plans for implementation. It calls for   
       start-up costs to be advanced by the Legislature to County Assessors and full compensation from revenues   
       generated by the measure of administrative costs, including costs of the Assessors’ O�ces, to implement the new   
       system. It provides for statewide oversight by the Board of Equalization. It also directs the Legislature to consult   
       with Assessors to develop a phase-in approach that begins in the 2022-23 �scal year, and extends over 2 or more   
       years, allowing for reasonable workload, including an expedited process for hearing appeals. The phase-in period   
       also applies to property owners to provide them a reasonable timeframe within which to pay any increase in taxes.   
       After the initial reassessment is completed, all commercial and industrial property will be periodically reassessed no  
       less frequently than every 3 years as determined by the Legislature. 



       New Revenues for Local Government: 
       60% of the new revenues go to cities, counties and special districts and will be allocated in the same manner as    
       property tax revenues are currently allocated, with no changes in the proportions between local government     
       entities. Like all property taxes, revenues will be spent at local government discretion, for parks, libraries, 
       public safety, capital outlay, health and social services.



Text OUR FUTURE to 97779 (2)info@schoolsandcommunitiesfirst.orgSchoolsandCommunitiesFirst.org



       Expenditure Transparency: 
       Public disclosure is required by all entities (i.e., local education agencies, community colleges, counties, cities and     
       counties, cities and special districts) on an annual basis as to how new revenues from this measure are spent.  
       The measure mandates that public disclosures be widely available to the public and written in a manner that 
       is easily understood.



       Business Personal Property Tax on Equipment and Fixtures: 
       An exemption is to be provided from the Business Personal Property Tax on up to $500,000 of �xtures and        
       equipment for all businesses. This exemption helps the vast majority of businesses that lease but do not own their    
       property. It will take most small businesses o� the business personal property tax rolls and provide �nancial relief    
       from a nuisance tax. 



Key benefits of the ballot measure:



Paid for by Schools and Communities First - Sponsored by a Coalition of Social Justice Organizations 
Representing Families and Students. Committee major funding from:



Chan Zuckerberg Advocacy (Nonprofit (501(c)(4))
The San Francisco Foundation
California Teachers Association



Funding details at http://fppc.ca.gov



777 S. Figueroa St., Ste. 4050, Los Angeles, CA  90017



Exemption for small properties: 
Properties with a market value of $3 million or less will be exempted from reassessment, unless the property owner 
holds a direct or indirect interest in other properties in the state which together have a cumulative total market 
value of over $3 million, in which case, all properties will be reassessed. Small property owners will claim this 
exemption annually through a certi�cation �led with their County Assessor under penalty of perjury.



     Expanded Small Business Relief: 
       The new measure contains modi�ed and expanded provisions to protect small businesses:



About the California Schools and Local Communities 
Funding Act of 2020











Allocation of Revenues From Schools and
Communities First for Selected Counties



Prepared by



Blue Sky Consulting Group



May 4, 2020











METHODOLOGY



Estimates of the amount of additional property taxes from the SCF initiative for individual
local jurisdictions were developed by first estimating the additional revenue to be
contributed by individual parcels in each community. The additional revenue from each
parcel was then allocated to the relevant jurisdictions in which the parcel is located (e.g.,
to the city, school district, any special districts serving the parcel and the county) based on
the current allocation of property taxes for that parcel. For each jurisdiction, the total
amount of additional revenue was calculated by summing the contributions from each
parcel in that jurisdiction. The amount of additional revenue generated by each parcel
was adjusted to reflect estimated 2021-22 revenues and reduced by the proportionate
share of the anticipated administrative costs.



The amount of additional revenue to be generated by each parcel was estimated based on
disparity ratio for that parcel as calculated by USC PERE. (The disparity ratio is the
relationship between a property’s market value and its assessed value.)



The total amount of revenue based on USC PERE’s midpoint estimate of new revenues for
2021-22 is $11.4 billion, and the net revenue is $10.9 billion after subtracting the LAO’s
estimate of reductions due to administrative costs, etc., ($0.5 billion).











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



Alameda



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL 175,369,000
COUNTY LIBRARY 4,291,000
ALAMEDA CO. FIRE DEPT. 3,070,000
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT 1,353,000
ALAMEDA CO. MOSQUITO ABATEMENT 562,000
AC TRANSIT 24,168,000
SF-BART 3,973,000
EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK 17,610,000
ALAMEDA COUNTY WATER 1,220,000
E.B.M.U.D. 6,563,000
CITY OF ALAMEDA 6,947,000
CITY OF EMERYVILLE 5,245,000
CITY OF FREMONT 20,660,000
CITY OF HAYWARD 15,182,000
HAYWARD AREA REC & PARK 3,985,000
CITY OF NEWARK 4,521,000
CITY OF OAKLAND 60,466,000
OAKLAND ZOO 297,000
CITY OF PLEASANTON 12,918,000
CITY OF SAN LEANDRO 8,357,000
CITY OF UNION CITY 5,635,000
CITY OF LIVERMORE 8,218,000
LIVERMORE AREA REC & PARK 2,267,000
CITY OF BERKELEY 17,557,000
CITY OF ALBANY 1,247,000
CITY OF DUBLIN 6,076,000
CITY OF PIEDMONT 419,000
OTHER 11,085,000
TOTAL 429,261,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



Fresno



Entity Amount
FRESNO COUNTY 23,879,000
FRESNO CO FIRE 1,166,000
FRESNO CO LIBRARY 1,089,000
CITY OF CLOVIS 2,445,000
CITY OF COALINGA 238,000
CITY OF FIREBAUGH 348,000
CITY OF FOWLER 167,000
CITY OF FRESNO 15,391,000
CITY OF HURON 80,000
CITY OF KERMAN 248,000
CITY OF KINGSBURG 346,000
CITY OF MENDOTA 130,000
CITY OF PARLIER 249,000
CITY OF REEDLEY 404,000
CITY OF SANGER 441,000
CITY OF SELMA 222,000
CITY ORANGE COVE 109,000
CITY SAN JOAQUIN 40,000
CEMETARY DISTRICTS 236,000
NORTH CENTRAL FIRE 232,000
CONSOLIDATED MOSQ 335,000
FRESNO MET FLOOD 1,399,000
FRESNO MOSQ ABMT 156,000
COAL HURON PRK-REC 309,000
CLOVIS MEMORIAL 280,000
COALINGA HOSPITAL 263,000
COALINGA LIBRARY 125,000
OTHER 615,000
TOTAL 50,942,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-2022



KERN



Entity Amount
CO. GENERAL FUND 25,694,000
CO ADVERTISING 59,000
CO. FIRE FUND 5,297,000
CITY OF ARVIN 218,000
CITY OF BAKERSFIELD 9,787,000
CITY OF CALIFORNIA CITY 350,000
CITY OF DELANO 1,038,000
CITY OF MARICOPA 14,000
CITY OF MC FARLAND 166,000
CITY OF RIDGECREST 302,000
CITY OF SHAFTER 467,000
CITY OF TAFT 169,000
CITY OF TEHACHAPI 366,000
CITY OF WASCO 394,000
CEMETARY DISTRICTS 213,000
EAST KERN HEALTH CARE
DISTRICT



52,000



KERN VALLEY HOSPITAL 21,000
MUROC HOSPITAL 50,000
NORTH KERN-SO TULARE
HOSPITAL



53,000



TEHACHAPI VALLEY HLTH CARE
DST



53,000



WEST SIDE HOSPITAL 54,000
DELANO MOSQ ABATE 84,000



Entity Amount
KERN VECTOR CONT 503,000
WEST SIDE MOSQ 39,000
BEAR MNT REC&PARK 83,000
MCFARLAND REC-PK 30,000
NOR REC & PK DIST 533,000
SHAFTER REC & PK 60,000
TEH. REC & PARK 64,000
WASCO REC & PARK 51,000
WST SIDE REC & PK 25,000
MOJAVE UTIL DIST 48,000
S SAN JOAQUIN MUNICIP
UTILITY



107,000



EAST KERN AIRPORT 42,000
E NILES COM SER 32,000
STALLION SPRG CSD 27,000
KERN DELTA WTR 204,000
TEHACHAPI-CUMMINGS WATER 343,000
ANTELOPE VAL E KERN WTR
AGENCY



110,000



KERN CO WATER AGENCY 516,000
NOR MUNI WATER 63,000
OTHER 196,000
TOTAL 47,781,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-2022



Los Angeles County



Entity Amount
LOS ANGELES COUNTY GENERAL 1,337,450,000
L.A. COUNTY ACCUM CAP OUTLAY 353,000
L A COUNTY LIBRARY 16,485,000
COUNTY ROAD DISTRICT 907,000
CONSOL. FIRE PRO.DIST.OF L.A.CO. 128,246,000
L A C FIRE-FFW 21,540,000
CO LIGHTING MAINT DIST 3,036,000
L.A.CO.FL.CON.DR.IMP.DIST.MAINT. 5,133,000
LA CO FLOOD CONTROL MAINT 29,041,000
BELVEDERE GARBAGE DISPOSAL
DIST



431,000



FIRESTONE GARBAGE DISPOSAL
DIST



374,000



L A CO WATER WORKS 585,000
PALOS VERDES LIBRARY DIST
MAINT



359,000



L A CO WEST VECTOR CONTROL
DIST.



293,000



GREATER L A CO VECTOR CONTROL 477,000
CO SANITATION DIST 17,470,000
STA CLRTA VLY SANIT DIS OF LA CO 992,000
SOUTH BAY CITIES SANIT DIST OPER 281,000
BEACH CITIES HOSPITAL DIST 370,000
CITY-ALHAMBRA 4,933,000
CITY-ALHAMBRA - OTHER 327,000
CITY-AGOURA HILLS 1,063,000
CITY-ARCADIA 4,054,000
CITY-ARTESIA CTRL COM'L CORR RP 785,000
CITY-AVALON 496,000
CITY-AZUSA 3,256,000
CITY-BALDWIN PK 3,595,000
CITY-BALDWIN PK CONSOL. LT DIST 389,000
CITY-BELL 1,309,000
CITY-BELLFLOWER 2,741,000
CITY-BELL GARDEN 1,608,000
CITY-BEV HILLS 14,462,000
CITY-BRADBURY 35,000
CITY-BURBANK 16,720,000
CITY-CARSON 6,909,000
CITY-CALABASAS 1,039,000
CITY-CALABASAS - OTHER 349,000
CITY-CLAREMONT 1,740,000



Entity Amount
CITY-COMMERCE 2,917,000
CITY-COMPTON 5,097,000
CITY-COVINA 3,262,000
CITY-CUDAHY 841,000
CITY-CULVER CITY 4,973,000
CITY-CERRITOS   LOS COYOTES RP 3,159,000
CITY-CERRITOS - OTHER 578,000
CITY-DOWNEY 6,397,000
CITY-DOWNEY - OTHER 153,000
CITY-EL MONTE 5,291,000
CITY-DUARTE 1,541,000
CITY-DUARTE - OTHER 334,000
CITY-DIAMOND BAR 1,978,000
CITY-EL SEGUNDO 4,580,000
CITY-GARDENA 3,753,000
CITY-GLENDALE 15,529,000
CITY-GLENDORA 2,521,000
CITY-HAWAII GDNS 575,000
CITY-HAWTHORNE 4,379,000
CITY-HERMOSA BCH 1,585,000
CITY-HIDDEN HILL 69,000
CITY-HUNTINGTN P 2,332,000
CITY-INDUSTRY 4,716,000
CITY-INGLEWOOD 7,592,000
CITY-IRWINDALE 1,599,000
CITY-LA PUENTE 1,420,000
CITY-LA PUENTE - OTHER 106,000
CITY-LAKEWOOD 2,892,000
CITY-LA VERNE 2,253,000
CITY-LAWNDALE 1,162,000
CITY-LA MIRADA 2,357,000
LA MIRADA - S. E. REC AND PARK 697,000
CITY-LOMITA 781,000
CITY-LOMITA - OTHER 102,000
CITY-LONG BEACH 32,031,000
CITY-LA CANADA-F 933,000
CITY-LANCASTER 5,179,000
CITY-LANCASTER - OTHER 175,000
CITY-LA HABRA HT 176,000
CITY-LOS ANGELES 473,601,000











Los Angeles, cont.



Entity Amount
CITY-LYNWOOD 3,313,000
CITY-MALIBU 1,021,000
CITY-MANHATTAN B 3,329,000
CITY-MAYWOOD 885,000
CITY-MONROVIA 3,202,000
CITY-MONTEBELLO 3,627,000
CITY-MONTEREY PK 4,065,000
CITY-NORWALK 3,758,000
NORWALK - S. E. REC AND PARK 752,000
CITY-PALOS VRD 484,000
CITY-PALMDALE 5,338,000
CITY-PALMDALE STREETLIGHT DIST 244,000
CITY-PARAMOUNT 2,587,000
CITY-PASADENA 21,460,000
CITY-PICO RIVERA 2,829,000
CITY-PICO RIVERA - OTHER 279,000
CITY-POMONA 11,017,000
CITY-POMONA - OTHER 25,000
CITY-RANCHO P V 1,693,000
CITY-REDONDO BCH 5,651,000
CITY-ROSEMEAD 2,276,000
CITY-ROSEMEAD - OTHER 225,000
CITY-ROLLING HLS 55,000
CITY-ROLL HLS ES 438,000
CITY-S FERNANDO 1,550,000
CITY-SAN DIMAS 1,583,000
CITY-SAN DIMAS - OTHER 275,000
CITY-SAN GABRIEL 2,303,000
CITY-SAN MARINO 859,000
CITY-SANTA CLARITA 7,832,000
STA CLRTA STREET LIGHT MAINT #2 475,000



Entity Amount
CITY-SANTA CLARITA LIBRARY 956,000
CITY-SANTA FE SP 3,683,000
CITY-SANTA MONIC 16,418,000
CITY-SIERRA MADR 545,000
CITY-SIGNAL HILL 839,000
CITY-SO EL MONTE 1,515,000
CITY-SOUTH GATE 3,434,000
CITY-SO PASADENA 1,763,000
CITY-TEMPLE CITY 1,499,000
CITY-TEMPLE CITY - OTHER 111,000
CITY-TORRANCE 14,494,000
CITY VERNON 2,794,000
CITY-WALNUT 1,095,000
CITY-WEST COVINA 5,289,000
CITY-W LAKE VILL 769,000
CITY-W LAKE VILL - OTHER 143,000
CITY-W HOLLYWOOD 6,885,000
W HOLLYWOOD LIGHTING MAINT
DIST



411,000



CITY-WHITTIER 4,023,000
ANTELOPE VY.-EAST KERN WATER
AGY



1,082,000



SANTA CLARITA VALLEY WATER-
CLWA



3,470,000



PALMDALE WATER DIST 327,000
THREE VALLEY MWD 454,000
SAN GABRIEL VAL MUN WATER
DIST



949,000



OTHER 9,383,000
TOTAL 2,415,008,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



Merced



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL FUND 6,887,000
COUNTY FIRE 1,017,000
ATWATER CITY 590,000
ATWATER CITY FIRE 141,000
DOS PALOS CITY 59,000
GUSTINE CITY 54,000
MERCED CITY 2,173,000
MERCED CITY FIRE 13,000
LIVINGSTON CITY 427,000
LOS BANOS CITY 626,000
REGIONAL OCCUPATIONAL 47,000
MOSQUITO ABATEMENT 238,000
CEMETARY DISTRICTS 117,000
WINTON LT 6,000
BLOSS HEALTHCARE DIST 41,000
WESTSIDE HOSPITAL 10,000
DELHI COUNTY WATER 7,000
HILMAR COUNTY WATER 12,000
SANTA NELLA CO WATER 17,000
WINTON SANITARY 6,000
DOS PALOS DRAINAGE 7,000
GUSTINE DRAINAGE 5,000
MERCED IRRIGATION DIS 316,000
OTHER 48,000
TOTAL 12,864,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-2022



ORANGE



Entity Amount
ORANGE CO GEN.     FUND 126,735,000
ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC   LIBRARY 8,486,000
O C FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT 19,338,000
O C PARKS CSA 26 14,948,000
ANAHEIM CITY 19,453,000
ALISO VIEJO CITY 1,249,000
BREA CITY 3,997,000
BUENA PARK CITY 4,450,000
COSTA MESA CITY 10,015,000
COSTA MESA CITY - DISTRICTS 10,000
CYPRESS CITY 1,982,000
CYPRESS CITY - DISTRICTS 248,000
DANA POINT CITY 1,184,000
DANA POINT CITY - OTHER 607,000
FOUNTAIN VALLEY CITY 4,029,000
FULLERTON CITY 8,417,000
GARDEN GROVE CITY 6,609,000
GARDEN GROVE CITY - DISTRICTS 548,000
HUNTINGTON BEACH CITY 10,550,000
IRVINE CITY 9,058,000
IRVINE CITY - DISTRICTS 678,000
LA HABRA CITY 3,097,000
LA PALMA CITY 632,000
LA PALMA CITY - DISTRICTS 13,000
LAGUNA BEACH CITY 3,046,000
LAGUNA BEACH CITY - DISTRICTS 301,000
LAGUNA HILLS CITY 1,130,000
LAGUNA HILLS CITY - DISTRICTS 300,000
LAGUNA NIGUEL CITY 1,330,000
LAGUNA NIGUEL CITY - DISTRICTS 913,000
LAGUNA WOODS CITY 426,000
LAKE FOREST CITY 2,133,000
LAKE FOREST CITY - OTHER 749,000
LOS ALAMITOS CITY 881,000
LOS ALAMITOS CITY - OTHER 80,000
MISSION VIEJO  CITY 2,166,000
MISSION VIEJO  CITY - OTHER 2,935,000



Entity Amount
NEWPORT BEACH CITY 11,650,000
ORANGE CITY 9,121,000
PLACENTIA CITY 1,911,000
PLACENTIA CITY - DISTRICTS 118,000
RANCHO SANTA MARGARITA CITY 1,094,000
SAN CLEMENTE CITY 3,136,000
SAN CLEMENTE CITY - OTHER 90,000
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO CITY 1,711,000
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO CITY - OTHER 158,000
SANTA ANA CITY 19,189,000
SANTA ANA CITY - OTHER 83,000
SEAL BEACH CITY 1,388,000
STANTON CITY 1,398,000
STANTON CITY - OTHER 201,000
TUSTIN CITY 3,678,000
TUSTIN CITY - DISTRICTS 313,000
VILLA  PARK CITY 125,000
WESTMINSTER CITY 3,128,000
WESTMINSTER CITY - OTHER 414,000
YORBA LINDA CITY 1,991,000
YORBA LINDA CITY - OTHER 371,000
CYPRESS RECREATION AND PARK DIST 1,038,000
BUENA PARK LIBRARY DIST-GEN
FUND(FMR     704.01)



789,000



IRVINE RANCH WATER DIST 2,826,000
MIDWAY CITY SANITARY DIST-
GEN.FUND



691,000



MOULTON NIGUEL WATER DIST 3,014,000
ORANGE  CO VECTOR CONTROL DIST 1,092,000
SANTA MARGARITA WATER DIST 484,000
O C FIRE AUTHORITY-GEN FUND 35,639,000
ORANGE  COUNTY WATER DISTRICT 5,295,000
ORANGE  COUNTY TRANSIT
AUTHORITY



2,744,000



OC SANITATION 20,809,000
OTHER 2,432,000
TOTAL 410,844,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-2022



Riverside



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL PURPOSE 82,695,000
CO FREE LIBRARY 2,224,000
CO STRUCTURE FIRE PROTECTION 6,248,000
COUNTY - DISTRICTS 106,000
CITY OF BANNING 751,000
CITY OF BEAUMONT ANX 1,252,000
CITY OF BLYTHE ANX 415,000
CITY OF CALIMESA 222,000
CALIMESA CITY FIRE 147,000
CITY OF CANYON LAKE 167,000
CATHEDRAL CITY FIRE 330,000
CITY OF CATHEDRAL CITY 1,138,000
CITY OF COACHELLA ANX 935,000
CITY OF CORONA 6,863,000
CITY OF DESERT HOT SPRINGS 564,000
CITY OF LAKE ELSINORE ANX 1,473,000
CITY OF LA QUINTA 1,103,000
CITY OF HEMET BASIC AREA ANX 1,986,000
CITY OF INDIAN WELLS 257,000
CITY OF INDIO DS 2,807,000
CITY OF MORENO VALLEY 4,524,000
MORENO VALLEY FIRE 1,152,000
CITY OF MORENO VALLEY LIBRARY 318,000
CITY OF MURRIETA 2,095,000
CITY OF MURRIETA LIBRARY 183,000
CITY OF NORCO 802,000
CITY OF PALM DESERT 1,077,000
CITY OF PALM SPRINGS 3,657,000
CITY OF PERRIS 2,374,000
CITY OF RANCHO MIRAGE 687,000
CITY OF RIVERSIDE 11,062,000
CITY OF SAN JACINTO ANX 833,000
CITY OF TEMECULA 2,414,000
CITY OF MENIFEE 1,507,000
CITY OF MENIFEE FIRE PROTECTION 356,000
CITY OF WILDOMAR 568,000



Entity Amount
CITY OF WILDOMAR FIRE
PROTECTION



143,000



CITY OF EASTVALE 905,000
CITY OF EASTVALE FIRE PROTECTION 295,000
CITY OF JURUPA VALLEY 2,433,000
RIV CO REGIONAL PARK & OPEN SP 685,000
FLOOD CONTROL 8,235,000
COUNTY SERVICE AREAS 121,000
RANCHO MIRAGE CSD FIRE 672,000
RANCHO MIRAGE CSD LIBRARY 280,000
CEMETERY DISTRICTS 418,000
CATHEDRAL CITY COMMUNITY
SERVICE



304,000



EDGEMONT COMMUNITY SERVICES 373,000
JURUPA COMMUNITY SERVICES 835,000
RUBIDOUX COMMUNITY SERVICES 520,000
MORENO VALLEY CS 338,000
COACHELLA FIRE PROTECTION 227,000
IDYLLWILD FIRE PROTECTION 167,000
MURRIETA FIRE 1,174,000
DESERT HOSPITAL 997,000
SAN GORGONIO PASS MEM HOSPITAL 175,000
BANNING LIBRARY DIST 76,000
BEAUMONT LIBRARY 110,000
CV MOSQUITO & VECTOR CONTROL 787,000
NW MOSQUITO & VECTOR CNTL DIST 353,000
BEAUMONT CHERRY VALLEY REC & PK 130,000
DESERT RECREATION 545,000
JURUPA AREA REC & PK 177,000
VALLEY WIDE REC & PK 129,000
VALLEY SANITARY 243,000
COACHELLA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 1,714,000
CVWD 2,709,000
MISSION SPRINGS WTR DIST 241,000
IDYLLWILD CO WATER 120,000











Riverside, cont.



Entity Amount
DESERT WTR AGENCY 204,000
SAN GORGONIO PASS WTR AGENCY
DS



320,000



EMWD 4,232,000
ELSINORE VALLEY MUNICIPAL WATER 762,000
LAKE HEMET MUNICIPAL WATER 79,000
WESTERN MUNICIPAL WATER 2,943,000
CITY BEAUMONT - OTHER 140,000
RIV CORONA RESOURCE
CONSERVATION



156,000



RCWD 1,568,000
OTHER 550,000
TOTAL 182,877,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



Sacramento



Entity Amount
COUNTY - OTHER 56,000
SACRAMENTO WATER AGENC 447,000
COUNTY  LIBRARY 1,122,000
COUNTY GENERAL 38,274,000
SACRAMENTO METRO FIRE 10,703,000
COSUMNES CSD 2,343,000
NATOMAS FIRE 374,000
PACIFIC-FRUITRIDGE FIRE 405,000
MISSION OAKS PARK 160,000
SUNRISE PARK 274,000
FULTON - EL CAMINO PAR 209,000
RIO LINDA-ELVERTA PARK 158,000
CORDOVA PARK 473,000
SOUTHGATE PARK 300,000
CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA 1,799,000
REGIONAL OCCUP CENTER 109,000
CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS 1,130,000
SACTO-YOLO MOSQUITO 986,000
CITY OF FOLSOM 2,636,000
CITY OF GALT 387,000
CITY OF ISLETON 25,000
CITY OF SACRAMENTO 19,519,000
CITY OF ELK GROVE 1,723,000
ELK GROVE CITY-LAGUNA 254,000
CITY OF FOLSOM SOUTH 50,000
DEV CENTER HANDICAPPED 139,000
OTHER 1,006,000
TOTAL 85,061,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



San Bernardino



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL FUND 138,321,000
FLOOD CONTROL 10,844,000
COUNTY FREE LIBRARY 3,000,000
CITY OF ADELANTO 827,000
TOWN OF APPLE VALLEY 2,645,000
CITY OF BARSTOW 1,102,000
CITY OF BIG BEAR LAKE 488,000
CITY OF CHINO 6,096,000
CITY OF CHINO HILLS 2,671,000
CITY OF COLTON 2,477,000
CITY OF FONTANA 7,012,000
CITY OF GRAND TERRACE 550,000
CITY OF HIGHLAND 2,001,000
CITY OF LOMA LINDA 1,563,000
CITY OF HESPERIA 2,451,000
CITY OF MONTCLAIR 1,989,000
CITY OF NEEDLES 297,000
CITY OF ONTARIO 18,729,000
CITY OF RANCHO CUCAMONGA 7,474,000
CITY OF REDLANDS 5,794,000
CITY OF RIALTO 6,345,000
CITY OF SAN BERNARDINO 11,477,000



Entity Amount
CITY OF TWENTYNINE PALMS 1,162,000
CITY OF UPLAND 4,367,000
CITY OF VICTORVILLE 5,471,000
CITY OF YUCAIPA 2,101,000
TOWN OF YUCCA VALLEY 984,000
FONTANA FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 9,411,000
HESPERIA FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 1,293,000
RANCHO CUCAMONGA FIRE DISTRICT 5,090,000
SAN BDNO CNTY FIRE PROTECT
DISTRICT



5,679,000



BARSTOW FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 844,000
APPLE VALLEY FIRE PROTECTION DIST 1,409,000
CHINO VALLEY INDEPENDENT FIRE DIST 3,851,000
CHINO BASIN WTR CONSERVATION DIST 836,000
INLAND EMPIRE UTILITIES AGENCY 9,782,000
SAN BERNARDINO VALLEY MUNI WATER 2,915,000
WATER DISTRICTS 1,747,000
CSAs 1,182,000
OTHER 3,946,000
TOTAL 296,223,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



San Francisco



Entity Amount
GENERAL FUND 480,611,000
BAY AREA RAPID TRANSIT DISTRICT 4,434,000
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT
DIST.



1,462,000



TOTAL 486,507,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



San Joaquin



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL 24,350,000
ROAD DISTRICTS 658,000
COUNTY LIBRARY 669,000
CEMETARY DISTRICTS 75,000
FIRE DISTRICTS 2,855,000
SJC FLOOD CONTROL 219,000
LIGHTING DISTRICTS 9,000
SJC MOSQUITO ABATEMENT 531,000
RECL.DISTRICTS 36,000
CSA/CSD 51,000
WATER DISTRICTS 113,000
IRRIGATION DISTRICTS 902,000
S J REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 126,000
CITY OF ESCALON 208,000
CITY OF LODI 1,850,000
CITY OF MANTECA 1,545,000
CITY OF RIPON 335,000
CITY OF STOCKTON 6,379,000
CITY OF TRACY 2,071,000
CITY OF LATHROP 847,000
OTHER 48,000
TOTAL 43,877,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



San Diego County



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL 147,281,000
COUNTY LIBRARY 3,642,000
COUNTY DISTRICTS - OTHER 66,000
PERMANENT ROAD DIVISION 10,000
COUNTY SERVICE AREA 255,000
SAN DIEGO COUNTY FLOOD CONTROL
DISTRICT



214,000



ALPINE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 120,000
FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICTS - OTHER 149,000
NORTH COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION
DISTRICT OF SD COUNT



510,000



LAKESIDE FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 503,000
RANCHO SANTA FE FIRE PROTECTION
DIST. OF SD COUNT



347,000



SAN MIGUEL CONSOL. FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT



880,000



BORREGO SPRINGS FIRE PROTECTION
DISTRICT



103,000



NORTH COUNTY CEMETERY 162,000
CEMETERY DISTRICTS - OTHER 88,000
CARLSBAD CITY 6,516,000
CARLSBAD CITY 1973 ANNEX ORD
1147



265,000



CHULA VISTA CITY 4,849,000
CHULA VISTA CITY - OTHER 829,000
CORONADO CITY 2,785,000
DEL MAR CITY 281,000
EL CAJON CITY 2,890,000
ENCINITAS CITY 3,175,000
ENCINITAS CITY - OTHER 64,000
ESCONDIDO CITY 3,692,000
IMPERIAL BEACH CITY 521,000
LA MESA CITY 1,554,000
LEMON GROVE CITY 615,000
NATIONAL CITY 2,477,000
OCEANSIDE CITY - DIST 5,531,000
POWAY CITY 1,209,000



Entity Amount
POWAY CITY POWAY MUNICIPAL
WATER DISTRICT



1,665,000



POWAY CITY - OTHER 203,000
SAN DIEGO CITY 79,741,000
SAN MARCOS CITY 1,835,000
SANTEE CITY 1,903,000
SOLANA BEACH CITY 879,000
SOLANA BEACH CITY - OTHER 54,000
VISTA CITY 3,674,000
GROSSMONT HEALTHCARE DISTRICT 684,000
PALOMAR HEALTH 2,092,000
TRI CITY HOSPITAL DISTRICT MAINT 1,078,000
SAN MARCOS FIRE PROTECTION
DISTRICT



855,000



VISTA FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 140,000
FALLBROOK PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT 148,000
SANTA FE IRRIGATION
LAN



122,000



VALLECITOS WATER DISTRICT 614,000
CARLSBAD MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT



428,000



OLIVENHAIN MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT



151,000



OTAY WATER IMP DIST B - WATER
SERVICE



250,000



RAMONA MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT



417,000



RINCON DEL DIABLO MUNICIPAL
WATER DISTRICT



124,000



PADRE DAM MUNICIPAL WATER
DISTRICT



251,000



CWA CITY OF SAN DIEGO 1,203,000
CWA VISTA IRRIGATION 120,000
OTHER 543,000
Total 290,757,000
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SANTA BARBARA



Entity Amount
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY GENERAL 28,906,000
BUELLTON CITY PROPERTY TAX 359,000
CARP CITY 480,000
GOLETA CITY PROPERTY TAX 1,222,000
GUADALUPE CITY 145,000
LOMPOC CITY 883,000
SANTA BARBARA CITY 5,326,000
SANTA MARIA CITY 3,455,000
SOLVANG CITY 231,000
SB COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DIST 4,973,000
SB COUNTY FLOOD CNTRL/WTR CNSRV 301,000
SANTA MARIA FLOOD ZN 3 218,000
SOUTH COAST FLOOD ZN 2 856,000
SANTA BARBARA COUNTY WTR AGENCY 387,000
SANTA MARIA PUBLIC AIRPORT DIST 273,000
SANTA MARIA CEMETERY DIST 134,000
CARP/SUMMERLAND FIRE DIST 867,000
MONTECITO FIRE DIST 377,000
SANTA BARBARA MET TRANSIT DIST 136,000
GOLETA WEST SAN RUNNING 395,000
OTHER 1,025,000
Total 50,949,000











Commercial Property Tax Reform
Estimated Allocation of Revenues 2021-22



Santa Clara



Entity Amount
SANTA CLARA COUNTY 255,781,000
SANTA CLARA COUNTY LIBRARY 4,658,000
CAMPBELL 3,463,000
CUPERTINO 4,914,000
GILROY 2,891,000
LOS ALTOS 2,423,000



LOS ALTOS HILLS 341,000
LOS GATOS 2,932,000
MILPITAS 9,396,000
MONTE SERENO 111,000
MORGAN HILL 2,378,000
MOUNTAIN VIEW 18,624,000
PALO ALTO 20,940,000
SAN JOSE 76,867,000
SANTA CLARA 18,413,000
SARATOGA 1,272,000
SUNNYVALE 22,602,000
SARATOGA FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 318,000
CENTRAL FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT 10,934,000
CENTRAL FIRE PROTECTION ZONE NO. 1 349,000
LOS ALTOS HILLS COUNTY FIRE DISTRICT 308,000
SOUTH SANTA CLARA COUNTY FIRE
PROTECTION DISTRICT



303,000



MIDPENINSULA REGIONAL OPEN SPACE
DISTRICT



9,146,000



SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER DISTRICT 19,431,000
EL CAMINO HOSPITAL 4,832,000
BAY AREA AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT
DISTRICT



2,449,000



CAMPBELL MUNICIPAL LIGHTING
DISTRICT



279,000



MOUNTAIN VIEW PARKING DISTRICT
NO.02



548,000



SANTA CLARA COUNTY IMPORTATION
WATER-MISC DISTRICT



6,473,000



OTHER 359,000
TOTAL 503,735,000
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VENTURA



Entity Amount
COUNTY GENERAL FUND 40,497,000
COUNTY LIBRARY 480,000
FIRE PROTECTION DIST 12,397,000
County Flood 2,878,000
CONEJO REC & PK 2,277,000
PL VLY REC & PK 607,000
SIMI REC & PK 976,000
WATER DISTRICTS 57,000
VENTURA PORT 217,000
UNITED WTR CONS DIST 399,000
CITY CAMARILLO 1,379,000
CITY FILLMORE 425,000
CITY OJAI 288,000
CITY OXNARD 8,567,000
CITY PORT HUENEME 414,000
CITY SANTA PAULA 831,000
CITY SIMI VALLEY 2,435,000
CITY SIMI VALLEY - DISTRICTS 965,000
CITY THOUSAND OAKS 3,657,000
THOUSAND OAKS VRSD 180,000
CITY SAN BUENAVENTURA 5,056,000
CITY OF MOORPARK 729,000
CITY OF MOORPARK - DISTRICTS 31,000
CAMARILLO SAN M & O 131,000
CALLEGUAS MUN WTR 1,047,000
CASITAS MUN WTR 326,000
CAM LTE MAINT 245,000
T O CITY WIDE LTE ZN 1 266,000
VTA CO MAINT #1 T O 141,000
CAMARILLO HEALTH CARE 248,000
OTHER 418,000
TOTAL 88,564,000
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May 29, 2020 



To: League of California Cities Policy Committee Members 



From: Rob Lapsley, President, California Business Roundtable and Co-Chair, Californians to 



Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes 



Rex Hime, President, California Business Properties Association, Co-Chair, Californians 



to Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes  



Rob Gutierrez, President and CEO, California Taxpayers Association, Co-Chair, 



Californians to Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes  



Allan Zaremberg, President and CEO, California Chamber of Commerce, Co-Chair, 



Californians to Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes 



Dear Committee Members: 



The last several months have seen tremendous and unprecedented challenges to our communities, and 



local governments have been on the front lines of response. Along with the rest of the state and nation, 



we commend your efforts to swiftly protect the health and safety of your residents to stop the spread of 



this deadly virus. While the ravages of COVID-19 continue, your decisive action has helped prevent a 



surge in cases. Your efforts are also a major reason businesses are able to re-open, often sooner than 



expected, to help re-start the economy and bring local residents back to work.  



Unfortunately, the economic toll from this crisis is just starting to be realized. State and local revenue 



have taken a significant hit. While you continue to work hand-in-hand with your local businesses, our 



organizations continue to advocate for policies that can expedite the economic recovery and support 



reasonable revenue solutions that can help alleviate pressure for local governments. In fact, we strongly 



support appropriate federal relief in a fourth economic stimulus package and continue to work with our 



federal counterparts to ensure those funds are secured in a timely manner.  



While we work with you to support and secure additional revenue to help mitigate the economic impacts 



of COVID-19 to your local budgets, we strongly believe that the split-roll property tax ballot measure is 



not a revenue solution. From increasing taxes on essential services like grocery stores and food 



production to imposing higher property taxes on small businesses trying to stay alive, this measure will 



have a significant impact on state and local economic recovery. 



The split-roll property tax measure will remove Proposition 13’s protections for commercial and 



industrial properties by requiring reassessment at current market value no less than every three years. In 



the current economic crisis, a tax of this scope and scale – the largest single property tax increase ever 



proposed in the history of California – should be a non-starter. The materials enclosed detail the 



measure’s impacts on small businesses, on minority-, immigrant -and women-owned businesses, and a 



host of damaging unintended consequences. 











For the purposes of your policy discussions at the League of California Cities, we want to also draw 



attention to the disastrously flawed and inequitable design of this proposal. Make no mistake, while this 



measure would raise up to $12.5 billion a year, the new tax revenue is not spread evenly across all  



communities in California. In fact, very specific communities will receive windfall revenues while 



others will receive little or no additional money, and in some cases lose revenue, even as their local 



businesses are subject to massive tax increases.  



No property tax increase of this magnitude should allocate half its revenues to just two counties – San 



Francisco and Los Angeles – furthering the growing economic divide between inland and coastal 



communities. No tax increase should ever be so regressive as to actually harm some of our poorest 



counties. No so-called “reform” measure ought to create such egregious winners and losers.  



Thank you again for your ongoing efforts to keep your communities safe. We look forward to 



continuing to work with you as we collectively navigate this “new normal.” We hope you will join the 



California Assessors Association and more than 100+ local officials who are active members of our 



campaign in opposing the split-roll property tax proposal on the November ballot.  



Sincerely, 



Robert C. Lapsley 



President  



California Business Roundtable 



Robert Gutierrez 



President and CEO 



California Taxpayers Association 



Rex S. Hime 



President and CEO 



California Business Properties Association 



Allan Zaremberg 



President and CEO 



California Chamber of Commerce 
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Split Roll: Follow the Money. You Might Not Like What Your Agency Sees 



The split-roll property tax measure on the November ballot is seriously flawed and rewards some California 
communities while punishing others. The measure increases taxes by $12.5 billion annually but distributes them under 
decades-old formulas – worsening inequality between low-income and wealthy communities while diverting funds from 
local governments in need. 



Unless defeated by voters, many counties will pay far more than they receive, and some local governments will 
actually lose money. Meanwhile, wealthy coastal areas of California will receive a windfall. 



Perpetuates Inequality in Property Tax Allocations 



After Prop 13 was passed in 1978, each city and county’s share of local property tax was in effect frozen under 
formulas established by the Legislature through laws such as Assembly Bill 8. The Legislature has modified these 
formulas over time, but cities which had historically low property taxes in the 1970s are stuck with that share today. 
The split-roll initiative does nothing to change this dynamic, meaning there are very clear – and substantial – winners 
and losers if the measure is enacted. 



Based on these historical formulas, current low- and no-property-tax cities will receive exceptionally unequal benefits 
from a new split-roll tax, even as their local businesses are subject to massive tax increases that accrue to 
neighboring communities’ benefit.  



Punishes Poor, Rural Counties and Makes Coastal Counties Even Wealthier 



The split-roll measure is a highly regressive tax, producing far more for high-income/high-property value coastal 
centers. San Francisco and Los Angeles counties alone will receive nearly half of the funds produced by this measure 
for counties, cities, and special districts.  



On a per capita basis, the top three projected beneficiaries are all in the Bay Area – San Francisco, San Mateo and 
Napa. The lowest are all rural counties. 



Raids Property Taxes from Local Communities and Sends Revenues to the State  



For the first time in state history, the split-roll measure will transfer local property tax revenues to the state to 
redistribute to other counties.  



Even worse, 17 counties will become “donor” counties, sending more local property tax revenue to schools in other 
counties than what they will receive back under this measure. Furthermore, many of the wealthiest counties will keep 
the bulk of their local government revenues because of existing and unchanged allocation formulas under the split-roll 
measure. San Francisco – by far the largest beneficiary of the split-roll measure on a per capita basis, will share only 
about 18% of its net revenues generated by the measure. Other counties will, on the other hand, be required to 
transfer up to half of their new net revenues to the state for distribution. 



Many Communities Will Lose Money  



Local governments in as many as 21 California counties will lose tax revenue unless voters defeat the split-roll 
measure, under the low case scenario. Because the measure includes a personal property exemption, this revenue 
loss from the exemption can exceed what will be gained from market assessment taxation. The Central Valley and 
rural areas of California will be hit especially hard by this provision. Stanislaus and Imperial counties both stand to 
lose more than an estimated $2 million annually, and counties including Shasta, Butte, Kings will all lose more than $1 
million if the measure captures the low end of its projected revenue (see pages 2 and 3).  



NOT A Solution for COVID-19 Economic Shortfalls 



The split-roll property tax measure will not provide immediate economic relief to our communities that are suffering 
due as a result of the COVID-19 induced economic crisis. In fact, the measure will not begin allocating significant 
revenues until late 2023 and likely later if the administrative difficulties cannot be overcome.  



Additionally, local governments will be responsible for paying the costs of implementing the property tax measure 
upfront, such as hiring additional assessors, appraisers, and hearings officers and installing technology upgrades, and 
then must wait for loans from the state.   
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Will Your Community Be a Winner or a Loser? 



This projection was done through a cash flow analysis that assumes two scenarios. The first projection below 
assumes the measure generates $12.5 billion in additional revenues based on the Legislative Analyst’s Office’s 
(LAO) top-range estimate, and the second assumes $8 billion, the LAO’s low-range estimate. The projections 
provide an estimate of the net revenues that local governments will receive within a particular county based on 
existing property tax allocation formulas, the fund allocations and timing in the measure, and a study published by 
the measure’s proponents, “USC Dornslife, Getting Real about Reform II: Estimating Revenue Gains from 
Changes to California’s System of Assessing Commercial Real Estate, February 2020.” 



Projected Local Government Revenue by County: Low Case Scenario of $8 Billion by 2024-25 
County  Net Revenues to Counties, Cities & 



Special Districts  
Share of Total  Per Capita Net 



Revenues  



Los Angeles County  $1,443,917,000 37.71% 140 



San Francisco County  342,575,000  8.95% $377  



Santa Clara County  321,335,000 8.39% 160 



Alameda County  256,808,000 6.71% 148 



Orange County  256,354,000 6.69% 78 



San Mateo County  232,472,000 6.07% 295 



San Bernardino County  178,317,000 4.66% 78 



San Diego County  155,729,000 4.07% 45 



Contra Costa County  137,784,000 3.60% 116 



Riverside County  100,239,000 2.62% 39 



Monterey County  59,690,000 1.56% 131 



Ventura County  46,646,000 1.22% 55 



Sonoma County  43,823,000 1.14% 89 



Napa County  32,113,000 0.84% 230 



Sacramento County  29,310,000 0.77% 18 



Marin County  25,470,000 0.67% 98 



Santa Barbara County  25,198,000 0.66% 54 



Solano County  24,784,000 0.65% 55 



Tulare County  21,441,000 0.56% 43 



Placer County  19,853,000 0.52% 47 



Fresno County  15,897,000 0.42% 15 



Santa Cruz County  15,429,000 0.40% 56 



San Luis Obispo County  9,865,000 0.26% 35 



Yolo County  7,529,000 0.20% 33 



Kern County  7,513,000 0.20% 8 



Humboldt County  7,369,000 0.19% 56 



Mendocino County  5,957,000 0.16% 68 



San Joaquin County  4,999,000 0.13% 6 



Nevada County  3,737,000 0.10% 38 



Mono County  2,685,000 0.07% 189 



Sutter County  2,356,000 0.06% 21 



Inyo County  2,185,000 0.06% 119 



Merced County  1,610,000 0.04% 5 



Amador County  1,443,000 0.04% 37 
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Mariposa County  305,000 0.01% 17 



Plumas County  113,000 0.00% 6 



Colusa County  9,000 0.00% 0 



Trinity County  -10,000 0.00% -1 



Sierra County  -22,000 0.00% -7 



Alpine County  -27,000 0.00% -25 



Calaveras County  -106,000 0.00% -2 



Modoc County  -125,000 0.00% -13 



Del Norte County  -126,000 0.00% -5 



Lassen County  -149,000 0.00% -5 



Lake County  -277,000 -0.01% -4 



Tuolumne County  -292,000 -0.01% -6 



Siskiyou County  -344,000 -0.01% -8 



Tehama County  -416,000 -0.01% -6 



San Benito County  -426,000 -0.01% -6 



Yuba County  -462,000 -0.01% -6 



Glenn County  -521,000 -0.01% -17 



Madera County  -848,000 -0.02% -5 



El Dorado County  -971,000 -0.03% -5 



Shasta County  -1,093,000 -0.03% -6 



Kings County  -1,099,000 -0.03% -7 



Butte County  -1,489,000 -0.04% -7 



Imperial County  -2,016,000 -0.05% -10 



Stanislaus County  -2,601,000 -0.07% -5 



Total  $3,829,439,000 100.00% $94 
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Projected Local Government Revenue by County: High Case Scenario of $12.5 Billion by 2024-25 
County Net Revenues to Counties, Cities & 



Special Districts 
Share of Total Per Capita Net Revenues 



Los Angeles County $2,374,414,000 36.507% 231 



San Francisco County 549,199,000 8.444% $605 



Santa Clara County 526,438,000 8.094% 263 



Orange County 442,805,000 6.808% 135 



Alameda County 419,285,000 6.447% 242 



San Mateo County 358,132,000 5.506% 455 



San Bernardino County 312,318,000 4.802% 137 



San Diego County 294,777,000 4.532% 86 



Contra Costa County 220,719,000 3.394% 186 



Riverside County 188,344,000 2.896% 74 



Monterey County 93,603,000 1.439% 205 



Ventura County 84,452,000 1.298% 99 



Sonoma County 73,893,000 1.136% 150 



Sacramento County 69,613,000 1.070% 43 



Napa County 50,214,000 0.772% 360 



Santa Barbara County 46,989,000 0.722% 101 



Solano County 45,795,000 0.704% 101 



Marin County 41,929,000 0.645% 162 



Fresno County 37,449,000 0.576% 35 



Tulare County 37,372,000 0.575% 75 



Placer County 35,314,000 0.543% 84 



Kern County 34,336,000 0.528% 36 



San Joaquin County 32,525,000 0.500% 40 



Santa Cruz County 26,690,000 0.410% 98 



San Luis Obispo County 19,208,000 0.295% 69 



Yolo County 15,437,000 0.237% 68 



Humboldt County 13,082,000 0.201% 99 



Stanislaus County 11,639,000 0.179% 20 



Mendocino County 10,697,000 0.164% 121 



Merced County 8,692,000 0.134% 29 



Nevada County 7,108,000 0.109% 72 



Sutter County 4,991,000 0.077% 44 



Mono County 4,885,000 0.075% 343 



Inyo County 3,906,000 0.060% 213 



Amador County 2,624,000 0.040% 67 



Kings County 2,521,000 0.039% 16 



Imperial County 1,949,000 0.030% 10 



Colusa County 803,000 0.012% 35 



San Benito County 667,000 0.010% 10 



Yuba County 641,000 0.010% 8 



Mariposa County 625,000 0.010% 36 
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Plumas County 612,000 0.009% 32 



Madera County 607,000 0.009% 4 



Tehama County 379,000 0.006% 6 



Trinity County 227,000 0.003% 17 



Lake County 52,000 0.001% 1 



Sierra County 13,000 0.000% 4 



Alpine County -27,000 0.000% -25 



Calaveras County -106,000 -0.002% -2 



Del Norte County -125,000 -0.002% -5 



Modoc County -125,000 -0.002% -13 



Lassen County -149,000 -0.002% -5 



Butte County -175,000 -0.003% -1 



Tuolumne County -292,000 -0.004% -6 



Siskiyou County -342,000 -0.005% -8 



Glenn County -520,000 -0.008% -17 



El Dorado County -968,000 -0.015% -5 



Shasta County -1,089,000 -0.017% -6 



Total $6,504,052,000 100.000% $159 
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Split-Roll Property Tax Will Put Local Governments At Risk 
Amid an unprecedented economic crisis, special interests submitted petitions to qualify a measure for the November 
2020 statewide ballot that will destroy Prop 13’s property tax protections and will be the largest property tax increase in 
California history. The measure will raise taxes on commercial and industrial property by requiring reassessment at 
current market value at least every three years. This type of property tax is known as a “split-roll tax” because it splits 
the property tax roll, assessing business property differently than residential property. 



Makes Local Government Finance More Volatile 



• According to the nonpartisan Legislative Analyst’s Office, “the property tax is California’s most stable major revenue 
source” and it was “more stable than other revenue sources during the recession.” Changing Prop 13 and tying 
property tax revenue to current market value will make local government finance susceptible to the booms and 
busts of the real estate market. 



Hurts Local Jobs, Small Businesses, Consumers and the Economy 



• Small businesses are already struggling. This measure will make it even more difficult for them to reopen their 
doors or stay in business as a result of this economic crisis. Increasing property taxes on businesses by up to $12.5 
billion a year will hurt female- and minority-owned businesses the most and 120,000 jobs will be lost, according to a 
Berkeley Research Group study. Voters are being asked to consider a measure that will only increase job losses at 
a time when millions of Californians are applying for unemployment benefits.  



• Most small businesses rent the property on which they operate. The measure’s higher property taxes will mean 
soaring rents at a time when the federal and state government is trying to provide small businesses with rent relief 
to keep their doors open. Ultimately, the measure’s tax hike on businesses will get passed on to consumers in the 
form of increased costs on just about everything people buy and use, including groceries, fuel, utilities, day care and 
health care.  



• California’s cost of living is among the nation’s highest. This measure will drive the cost of living even higher.  



Allows State Government to Divert Funds Meant for Local Government 



• The Legislature can divert the new local government tax money for other purposes that benefit special interests, 
just like they are trying to do with the gas tax.  



Puts Local Government at Risk of Not Being Reimbursed for Administrative Costs 



• The split-roll measure allows local government to recover “actual direct administrative costs.” However, the 
Legislature has the power to define the term, putting local governments at risk of being shortchanged for the full 
cost of administering the split-roll property tax. 



• An independent analysis prepared for the California Assessors Association found that a split-roll property tax will 
increase annual costs by $517 million to $639 million statewide for county assessors and other downstream 
agencies that will also experience an increased workload, including county finance agencies, county counsels and 
assessment appeals boards. We expect these administrative costs will actually be even higher due to additional 
burdens in the newer version of the split-roll measure, which were not factored into the analysis. 



• The analysis also found that a split-roll measure will increase the number of property tax assessments 12-fold 
across all counties and estimates up to 900 new positions for highly trained and specialized appraisers and auditors 
will be needed to handle the increased workload. These positions already are difficult to fill, and it could take the 
assessors years to find and train staff. 



Flawed Measure Undermines California’s Renewable Energy Goals and Hurts Farmers 



• The split-roll measure will reassess active solar energy systems at their market value, removing the protections that 
help California produce clean renewable energy and reduce its reliance on fossil fuels.  



• Additionally, the measure will remove Prop 13’s protections for California farmers, triggering annual reassessments 
at market value for all agriculture-related fixtures and improvements, including barns, dairies, processing plants, 
wineries, vineyards and even mature fruit and nut trees and vineyards. 



Homeowners Are Under Attack 



• If businesses lose their Prop 13 protections, homeowners will be next. Supporters of the measure even admitted 
that this initiative was the first step in a plan to end Prop 13, which could mean skyrocketing property tax increases 
for all California homeowners. 





https://www.caltax.org/documents/Economic-Impact-of-Property-Tax-Initiative-040620.pdf


https://www.calassessor.org/index.php/resources/publications/2019-003-white-paper-split-roll/viewdocument/2433
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Senate Bill 1237 (Bates)  David Yeung (Chief) 916.274.3334  
Date: February 15, 2018 (Introduced) Glenna Schultz (Analyst) 916.274.3362 
Program: Property Taxes Chris Butler (Revenue) 916.445.0840 
Sponsor:  Author 
Revenue and Taxation Code Sections 64, 480.1, 480.2, 480.9, 482, and 486 
Effective:  Upon Enactment 
 



Summary:  Creates a new "change in ownership" event for real property owned by legal entities 



when 90 percent or more of direct or indirect ownership interests in that legal entity transfer or sell in a 
planned single transaction. 



Specifically, this bill:  



• Requires reassessment of a legal entity's real property holdings when 90 percent or more of its 
ownership interests are sold or transferred in a "single transaction," except when the sale or 
transfer qualifies for an exclusion from change in ownership. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(i)  



• Defines "single transaction" to mean a plan consisting of one or more sales or transfers of 
ownership interests that occur on or after January 1, 2019. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)  



o Creates a rebuttable presumption that sales or transfers are part of a single transaction 
when the transferees (buyer) are related persons/entities or fiduciaries per federal law,1 
thus effectively allowing counting of the cumulative ownership interests of all the 
related parties to reach the 90 percent or more threshold. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ia)  



o Creates a rebuttable presumption that sales or transfers occurring within a 36-month 
period are part of a single transaction, thus allowing cumulative counting of ownership 
interest transfers to reach the 90 percent threshold. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ib)  



• Provides that "sold or transferred" does not include: 



o Certain transfers that occur upon death (i.e., inheritance). Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(V)(ia)  



o Publicly traded corporate stock or partnership interest sales occurring in regular trading 
activity on an established securities market. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(V)(ib)  



• Provides that indirect ownership or transfer of ownership interests is to be measured 
proportionately. Section 64(c)(3) 



• Provides that once an ownership interest is counted to determine whether a change in control 
or ownership of a legal entity has occurred, that interest is not counted again in determining 
whether any other sale or transfer of ownership interests results in a change in ownership of the 
real property reassessed as a result of the change in control or ownership. Section 64(f) 



• Authorizes the BOE to prescribe new regulations to carry out the purposes of this section. 
Section 64(g)  



                                                           
1
 26 U.S.C. section 267(b). 





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180SB1237


https://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/search/pagedetails.action?browsePath=Title+26%2FChapter+1%2FSubchapter+B%2FPart+Ix%2FSec.+267&granuleId=USCODE-1998-title26-chap1-subchapB-partIX-sec267&packageId=USCODE-1998-title26&collapse=true&fromBrowse=true&collectionCode=USCODE
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• Requires the legal entity to report a change in ownership event pursuant to Section 64 to the 
Board of Equalization (BOE) within 90 days. Sections 480.1, 480.2, 482  



• Increases the penalty from 10 percent to 15 percent for legal entities that do not report any 
reassessable event to the BOE. Sections 480.1, 480.2, 482  



• Requires the BOE to notify assessors when legal entity reassessment events occur. Section 480.9  



• Requires the BOE to report the reassessments occurring under the new CIO event and its 
economic impact by 2021. Section 486 



Purpose:  To trigger more frequent legal entity changes in ownership when a 90 percent or more 



ownership interests in a legal entity sell or transfer even though ownership control was not obtained by 
any person or legal entity. 



Fiscal Impact Summary:  The annual revenue gain could amount to about $269 million. 



Existing Law:  For property tax purposes, real property is reassessed from its Proposition 13 



protected value (called a "base year value" (BYV)) to its current market value when real property 
undergoes a change in ownership.2 



Change in Ownership. When a "change in ownership" occurs, the law requires the assessor to reassess 
the property to its current fair market value.3



 Different laws apply to a person who buys real estate and 
a person who obtains ownership interests in a legal entity that owns real estate. 



Interests in Real Property. Revenue and Taxation Code (RTC) section 61(j) provides that a change in 
ownership includes the transfer of any interest in real property between a corporation, partnership, or 
other legal entity and a shareholder, partner or any other person. As a general rule, the law requires a 
reassessment equal to the percentage interest transferred.  



Interests in Legal Entities. RTC section 64 sets forth the change in ownership provisions for the purchase 
or transfer of ownership interests in legal entities (e.g., stock in a corporation, interests in a limited 
liability company, or interests in a partnership) that own real property. As a general rule, under section 
64(a), transfers of ownership interests in legal entities do not constitute a change in ownership (and, 
therefore, no reassessment) of the legal entity's real property. However, there are two exceptions 
wherein the transfer of ownership interests in a legal entity would trigger a change in ownership:  



• Change in Legal Entity Control. Section 64(c)(1) requires reassessment when any person or 
entity obtains control through direct or indirect ownership or control, of more than 50 percent 
of corporation voting stock, or obtains more than a 50 percent ownership interest in any other 
type of legal entity. The reassessment covers all real property owned by the acquired legal 
entity (and any entity under its control).  



• Cumulative Transfers by "Original Co-owners."4 Section 64(d) requires reassessment when 
voting stock or other ownership interests representing cumulatively more than 50 percent of 



                                                           
2
 California Constitution, article XIII A, section 2; RTC section 110.1.  



3
 California Constitution article XIII A, section 2; RTC sections 60 – 69.5.  



4
 Proportional Ownership Interests Exclusion Creates "Original Co-owner" Designation.  Under section 62(a)(2), a transfer of 



real property to a legal entity does not result in a reassessment if the transfer is merely a change in the method of holding title 
and the proportional ownership interests in the real property are exactly the same before and after the transfer.  However, 





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=61


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=64


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=CONS&sectionNum=SEC.%202.&article=XIII%20A


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=110.1


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displayText.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&division=1.&title=&part=0.5.&chapter=2.&article
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the total interests in a legal entity are transferred by any of the "original co-owners" in one or 
more transactions. The reassessment covers the real property previously excluded from change 
in ownership under section 62(a)(2).  



Indirect Ownership. Existing statutes do not specify the method of counting indirect ownership of legal 
entity ownership interests.  



Counting Interest. Currently ownership interests of spouses are not counted together as a single unit, 
regardless of whether the ownership interests are separate property or community property. With 
respect to immediate families, parents, children, and siblings' interests are also counted separately for 
each person. 



Self-Reporting Requirement. Existing law requires legal entities to file a change in ownership statement 
(LEOP COS)5 with the BOE within 90 days of a change in control or change in ownership under 
section 64(c) or (d). In the case of a change in control under section 64(c), the person or legal entity that 
acquired control of the legal entity is responsible for filing the LEOP COS.  



Requirement to File Upon Request. Despite the self-reporting requirement to file a LEOP COS, the BOE 
may send a LEOP COS to an entity to complete and file with the BOE. Annually, the BOE canvasses legal 
entities with a query on the state income tax return. Additionally, the BOE monitors business 
publications to identify mergers and acquisitions. Assessors and other interested parties also send 
referrals reporting possible changes. A legal entity that fails to respond to a BOE request may incur a 
penalty. 



Penalty. A penalty applies if the LEOP COS is not filed within 90 days. The penalty amount is 10 percent 
of the taxes applicable to the new base year value reflecting the change in control or change in 
ownership of the real property owned by the legal entity. In cases where the legal entity fails to respond 
to BOE's request to file, the legal entity may incur a penalty. If a legal entity fails to timely file, but no 
change in control or change in ownership has occurred, the penalty is 10 percent of the current year's 
taxes. 



Proposed Law:   



Transfers of Ownership Interests in Legal Entities: Change in Ownership Trigger Event. This bill 
provides that when 90 percent or more of the direct or indirect ownership interests in a legal entity 
transfer in a single transaction, the transfer of the ownership interests is a change of ownership of the 
real property the legal entity owns, including the real property owned by a legal entity under its control. 
A change in ownership triggers reassessment. Section 64(c)(1)(B)  



"Single transaction" means a plan consisting of one or more sales or transfers of ownership interests 
that occur on or after January 1, 2019. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)  



Rebuttable Presumption. There is a rebuttable presumption that a sale or transfer is part of a single 
transaction if either of the following occur:  



                                                                                                                                                                                           
after a transfer of real property qualifies for this exclusion from reassessment, the persons holding ownership interests in the 
legal entity immediately after the transfer are considered "original co-owners" for purposes of tracking subsequent transfers by 
original co-owners of those interests. When such transfers cumulatively exceed 50 percent, the real property previously 
excluded from reassessment under section 62(a)(2), is deemed to undergo a change in ownership, and is, therefore, subject to 
reassessment under section 64(d). 
5
 Legal Entity Ownership Program (LEOP) Change of Ownership (COS) is detailed on page 6 of this analysis. 
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• The transferees are persons described in section 267(b) of title 26 of the United States Code, 
which describes transactions between related taxpayers and fiduciaries. 
Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ia)  



• The sales or transfers occur within a 36-month period, commencing on the date of the first sale 
or transfer of the ownership interests. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ib)  



"Control" means control as described in RTC section 64(c)(1)(A) – i.e., obtaining control through direct 
or indirect ownership or control of more than 50 percent of the ownership interests. 
Section 64(c)(1)(B)(i)  



Double Counting. Once an ownership interest transfer counts towards a transaction that triggers 
reassessment, that interest may not be counted again. Section 64(f)  



Indirect Ownership Measurement. For purposes of section 64(c), legal entity ownership interests 
owned by another legal entity will be considered as being owned by, or transferred to, its owners 
proportionately. Section 64(c)(3)  



No Control Standard. Unlike existing law, under the proposed reassessment trigger it is immaterial 
whether or not any one legal entity or person acquires more than 50 percent of the ownership interests. 
Section 64(c)(1)(B)(i) 



Securities Market Trades Excluded. A transfer does not include a sale of stock or interests in publicly 
traded corporations or publicly traded partnerships in the regular course of a trading activity on an 
established securities market. However, this exclusion is inapplicable if the shares are acquired as part of 
a merger, acquisition, private equity buyout, transfer of partnership shares, or any other means that 
otherwise triggers the new reassessment provision. Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(V)  



"Legal entity" means a corporation, a partnership, a limited liability company, or other legal entity. 
Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(II)  



"Ownership interests" means corporate voting stock, partnership capital and profits interests, limited 
liability company membership interests, and other ownership interests in legal entities. 
Section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(III)  



Regulations. The BOE is authorized to prescribe any needed regulations. Section 64(g)  



LEOP COS. Related to the LEOP COS required to be filed with the BOE, this bill:  



• Increases Penalty. Increases the penalty from 10 percent to 15 percent for failure to file a LEOP 
COS with the BOE. Section 480.1, 480.2, 482  



• Franchise Tax Board (FTB) Questions. Requires FTB to add a question on franchise income tax 
returns to address the new change in ownership event. Section 64(e)  



• Requires Assessor Notification. Requires the BOE to notify assessors if a change in ownership 
occurs as described by new Section 64(c)(1)(B) or existing Section 64(c). Section 480.9  



Effective Immediately. This bill takes immediate effect, but applies only to transfers that first occur on 
or after January 1, 2019. 
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In General:  Property Tax System. In 1978, voters changed California's property tax system with 
the approval of Proposition 13. Under this system, a property's assessed value is based on its 1975 fair 
market value until the property changes ownership. Thereafter, annual assessed value increases are 
limited to 2 percent or the inflation rate, whichever is less. When the property changes ownership, it is 
reassessed to its current market value, which is generally the sales price, and annual future increases to 
that value are subject to the same limits.  



Change in Ownership. While Proposition 13 provided a "change in ownership" reassessment trigger, it 
did not define this key phrase. The Assembly Revenue and Taxation Committee appointed a special Task 
Force to recommend the statutory implementation for Proposition 13 and define change in ownership. 
The Task Force consisted of 35 members, including legislative and BOE staff, county assessors, public 
and private sector attorneys, and trade associations.  



The Task Force published its findings in Report of the Task Force on Property Tax Administration, 
California State Assembly Publication 723, January 22, 1979. The Assembly Revenue and Taxation 
Committee also published a report that contains additional background on defining change in ownership 
called Implementation of Proposition 13, Volume 1, Property Tax Assessment, California State 
Assembly Publication 748, October 29, 1979.  



Property Owned by Legal Entities. One issue the Task Force faced was how to apply Proposition 13's 
change in ownership provisions to property owned by a legal entity. For instance, would a transfer of 
ownership interests in a legal entity that owns real property be considered a transfer of the real 
property interests and, thus, a change in ownership? The Task Force considered two alternatives: the 
"separate entity theory" and the "ultimate control theory." 



• Separate Entity Theory. The separate entity theory respects the separate identity of the legal 
entity. Accordingly, as long as the legal entity owns the property it will not be reassessed, even if 
all of the ownership interests in the legal entity transfer.  



• Ultimate Control Theory. The ultimate control theory looks through the legal entity to 
determine who holds the ownership interests and, thus, who has "ultimate control" of the legal 
entity. Under this theory, real property owned by the legal entity is reassessed only when a 
single holder of ownership interests gains control of the legal entity through the acquisition of a 
majority of the ownership interests.  



The Task Force recommended the separate entity theory be adopted for two reasons (However, 
ultimately the hybrid system currently in place was enacted). The Report states:  



(a) The administrative and enforcement problems of the ultimate control approach are 
monumental. How is the assessor to learn when ultimate control of a corporation or partnership 
has changed? Moreover, when the rules are spelled out (and the Task Force actually drafted 
ultimate control statutes) it became apparent that, without trying to cheat, many taxpayers, as 
well as assessors, would simply not know that a change in ownership occurred. The separate 
entity approach is vastly simpler for taxpayers and assessors to understand, apply, and enforce. 
Transfers between individuals and entities, or among entities, will generally be recorded. Even if 
unrecorded the real property will have to be transferred (by unrecorded deed or contract of 
sale, for example). Taxpayers can justifiably be expected to understand that a transfer of real 
property is a change in ownership and must be reported to the assessor.  
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Tax Burden. The Task Force expressed concern that a tax burden shift to residential taxpayers could 
occur under its separate entity theory since commercial and industrial property changes ownership less 
frequently than residential property. The definitions originally proposed for legal entities using the 
separate entity theory were chosen to mitigate administrative difficulties. Because of this concern, the 
Task Force proposed that the Legislature study the idea of a constitutional amendment to periodically 
appraise commercial and industrial property at current market value noting: 



[s]uch a constitutional change would also result in far greater simplicity in the treatment of legal 
entities. If commercial and industrial properties were to be periodically reappraised for reasons 
other than change in ownership, the difficult and controversial policy issues in choosing 
between the 'ultimate control' approach or 'separate entity' approach, outlined previously, 
would largely be avoided. The Task Force commends the principle of such a change to the 
Legislature for additional study.  



In 1979, the initially codified change in ownership definitions for ownership interests in legal entities 
were based on the separate entity theory, as recommended by the Task Force. However, thereafter, 
subdivision (c) of section 64 was added to provide that a change in ownership occurs whenever there is 
a change in control by a transfer (or transfers) of more than 50 percent of the total ownership interests 
to a single person or entity.  



According to the Assembly Revenue and Taxation Committee's Implementation of Proposition 13, 
subdivision (c) of section 64, "the majority-takeover-of-corporate stock" provision was added "out of a 
concern that, given the lower turnover rate of corporate property, mergers or other transfer of majority 
controlling ownership should result in a reappraisal of the corporation's property - an effort to maintain 
some parity with the increasing relative tax burden of residential property statewide, due to more rapid 
turnover of homes. It was also a trade-off for exempting certain transfers among 100 percent 
wholly-owned corporations."6  



Change in Ownership Tracking. RTC section 255.7 requires the county recorder to provide the assessor 
with a copy of an ownership transfer document as soon as possible when a change in ownership is 
recorded. Assessors discover most real property changes in ownership via grant deeds or other 
documents recorded with the county recorder. However, real property owned by a legal entity may 
undergo a "change in ownership" with no grant deed or other document recorded that could alert the 
assessor to a reassessment. These types of changes in ownership are self-reported directly to the BOE 
by the entity involved. 



LEOP. As noted previously, it is difficult for property tax administrators to independently discover 
reassessable events involving legal entities because ordinarily there is no recorded deed or notice of a 
transfer of an ownership interest in a legal entity. Because of these difficulties, the law requires the BOE 
to participate in the discovery of changes in ownership and changes in control of legal entities under 
Section 64(c) – (d).7



 



The BOE participates in this discovery through a program called the Legal Entity Ownership Program 
(LEOP). Under the LEOP, which started in January 1983, the BOE:  



                                                           
6
 Section 64(b) excludes transfers of ownership interests between affiliated corporations and section 62(a)(2) excludes transfers 



which result in a change in the method of holding title to real property while the proportional ownership interests remain 
unchanged. 
7
 Chapter 1141 of the Statutes of 1981 (AB 152). 





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=255.7
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• Receives a list of legal entities from the Franchise Tax Board (FTB) that have reported a change 
in control or change in ownership on their income tax returns.  



• Monitors business publications, such as Mergers & Acquisitions and the Wall Street Journal.  
• Receives referrals from assessors as a result of information obtained in local publications or 



business property statement filings.  
• Sends a LEOP COS called the "Statement of Change in Control or Ownership of Legal Entities" to 



each entity that might have experienced a change in control or ownership.  
• Analyzes completed LEOP COS's to determine whether there has been a change in control or 



ownership.  
• Notifies county assessors of changes in control and ownership.  



Annual Canvassing. Section 64(e) requires an annual canvassing of legal entities via the state income 



tax return. The FTB transmits to the BOE the names and mailing addresses of the legal entities that 
report a change in control and/or a change in ownership on the income tax return for further 
investigation. The BOE makes a written request to the legal entity to file a LEOP COS to determine if it 
experienced a change in control or ownership or it obtained control of another entity that owned real 
property in California requiring reassessment.  



The BOE also makes formal written requests to legal entities to investigate other possible changes in 
ownership based on information obtained from monitoring business publications and local assessors 
and interested parties' referrals. Additionally, at the local level, businesses are canvassed via the annual 
business property statement filed with the local assessor.  



Consequences of Ultimate Discovery. Generally, the statute of limitations in section 532 limits escape 
assessments to either four or eight years for prior tax years. But due to concerns with intentional 
concealment of legal entity changes in ownership, provisions enacted in the late 1990's removed the 
statute of limitations to ensure there would be no financial advantage to concealing the event. Thus, 
section 532(b)(3) requires that an escape assessment be made for every tax year a legal entity fails to 
file the change in ownership statement required by section 480.1 for a section 64(c) change in control, 
or section 480.2 for a section 64(d) change in ownership. 



Guide to Change in Ownership Reporting Statutes 



RTC 
Section 



Subject 
Click on link to view sample forms  



64(e) State Income Tax Return Questions  



 Corporate – Form_100 - Question C 



 Partnership – Form 565 - Question J 



 LLC – Form 568 - Question J 



 Filed with FTB 



 FTB transmits information to BOE 



480 Change in Ownership Statement (COS)  



 Transfers of Real Property  



 Filed with local county assessor 





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=532


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=480.1


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=480.2


http://www.ftb.ca.gov/forms/2012/12_100.pdf


https://www.ftb.ca.gov/forms/2016/16_100.pdf


https://www.ftb.ca.gov/forms/2016/16_565.pdf


https://www.ftb.ca.gov/forms/2017/17_568.pdf


https://www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/pdf/lta12019.pdf
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RTC 
Section 



Subject 
Click on link to view sample forms  



480.1 LEOP COS 



 Transfers of Legal Entity Interests 



 Legal Entity Ownership Program (LEOP) 



 Change In Control under section 64(c)  



 Filed with BOE 



480.2  LEOP COS 



 Transfers of Legal Entity Interests 



 Legal Entity Ownership Program (LEOP) 



 Change In Ownership under section 64(d)  



 Filed with BOE 
481  COS and PCOR – Confidentiality 



482  Failure to File Penalties  



 COS - section 482(a) [Penalties related to section 480]  



 LEOP COS section 482(b) [Penalties related to sections 480.1 and 480.2] 



483 Failure to File Penalties – Penalty Abatement 



 COS section 483(a) and (b) [Penalties related to section 482(a)] 



 LEOP COS section 483(c) [Penalties related to section 482(b)]   



 



Background:  Change in Ownership Legislation. The following table summarizes efforts to trigger 



more frequent reassessments of legal entity owned property. 



Year  Bill  Summary  



2015 AB 1040 (Ting) Reassess when an unspecified percentage of the direct or indirect 
ownership interests transfer in a single planned transaction in a 3-year 
period. 



2015  SB 259 (Bates)  Reassess when 90 percent of direct or indirect ownership interests 
transfer in a single planned transaction in a 3-year period.  



2014  AB 2372 (Ammiano)  Reassess when 90 percent of ownership interests cumulatively transfer.  



2013  AB188 (Ammiano)  Reassess when 100 percent of ownership interests transfer in a single 
transaction in any rolling 3 year period.  



2012  AB 2014 (Ammiano)  Convene legal entity task force to update the work done by the 1979 task 
force.  



2011  AB 448 (Ammiano)  Reassess when 100 percent of ownership interests transfer in a single 
transaction in any rolling 3 year period.  



2010  AB 2492 (Ammiano) 
5/18/10 Version  



Reassess when 100 percent of ownership interests transfer in a single 
transaction.  



2010  AB 2492 (Ammiano) 
4/8/10 Version  



Reassess property owned by publicly traded companies every 3 years 
(rebuttable presumption).  
Property owned by other types of legal entities reassess in proportion to 
the percentage of ownership interests in the legal entity transferred.  



2005  SB 17 (Escutia)  
As Amended 4/19/05 



Reassess when more than 50 percent of the ownership interests transfer 
in a calendar year (excluding publicly traded companies).  





http://www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/pdf/boe100b.pdf


http://www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/pdf/boe100b.pdf


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160AB1040


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201520160SB259


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140AB2372


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201320140AB188


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201120120AB2014


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201120120AB448


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200920100AB2492


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200920100AB2492


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200520060SB17
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2005  SB 17 (Escutia)  
As Introduced 
12/06/04  



Every 3 years reassess property owned by publicly traded companies 
(rebuttable presumption).  
Property owned by other types of legal entities reassessed in proportion 
to the percentage of ownership interests in the legal entity transferred.  



2003  SB 17 (Escutia)  Legislative intent to redefine change in ownership for nonresidential 
commercial and industrial property.  



2003  SBx1 3 (Escutia)  Legislative intent to redefine change in ownership for nonresidential 
commercial and industrial property.  



2002  SB 1662 (Peace)  Reassess nonresidential property when cumulatively more than 50 
percent of ownership interests transfer.  
Broaden the state and local sales and use tax base and reduce both the 
state and local sales and use tax rate. (Legislative intent)  



2001  AB 1013 (Leonard)  Reassess when more than 50 percent of ownership interests transfer.  



2000  AB 2288 (Dutra)  Every 3 years reassess legal entity owned property. (Rebuttable 
presumption change in ownership occurred.)  
Possible income tax credit to homeowners based on fair market value of 
homes from additional revenue.  
Reduce the sales and use tax rate by 0.25 percent.  



1992  
Prop. 
167  



Failed 41.16 percent - 
58.84 percent  



Among various tax related items, included a provision to modify legal 
entity change in ownership definitions.  
Proponent: California Tax Reform Association  



1991  SB 82 (Kopp)  Reassess when cumulatively more than 50 percent of ownership interests 
transfer.  



 



Commentary:   



1. Author's Statement. Senate Bill 1237 proposes to create a new "change in ownership" event for 
legal entity owned real property that occurs when 90 percent or more of the direct or indirect 
ownership interests in that legal entity transfer in a planned single transaction. Excludes family 
transfers upon death and publicly traded stock transactions. Increases penalties from 10 percent 
to 15 percent of taxes due for failure to file a legal entity change in control statements with the 
BOE.8 



2. This bill requires assessors to reassess property following events that currently may not 
trigger a reassessment. A new change in ownership triggering event is created to address cases 
in which the sellers of the legal entity transfer shares as part of a "single transaction" even if no 
one person or entity obtains control. Currently, "control" by one person is required to trigger 
reassessment. This bill primarily addresses the ability of persons to break up ownership into 
multiple legal entities to avoid reassessment (it also addresses the fact that married couples are 
not currently treated as a single unit). Two presumptions are created (discussed below) to help 
determine when shares have sold as part of a "single transaction."  



3. Reassessment examples. Under this bill, reassessment may be required in the following 
situations where a company or business has real estate holdings:  



                                                           
8
 http://district36.cssrc.us/content/my-legislation  





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200520060SB17


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320040SB17


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200320041SB3


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200120020SB1662


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=200120020AB1013


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=199920000AB2288


http://district36.cssrc.us/content/my-legislation
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• A married couple buys a company with real estate holdings. (Under current law, ownership 
of the company is considered to be held 50/50 with neither spouse in control. Thus, this 
transfer does not meet the "change in control" test.)  



• A company's current managers or employees buy the company from the retiring owners and 
no one person acquires control.  



• A business (with no one in control) buys a competitor's business.  



• A business (with no one in control) buys a supplier  



4. A "planned" transaction. This bill appears more limited than similar legislation introduced in 
recent years in that the "single transaction" definition now requires the existence of a plan. (See 
section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV).) The plan requirement raises numerous uncertainties for tax 
practitioners and administrators. What conditions rise to the level of a plan?  



• Does a plan require a detailed written document (or oral guidance) developed by expert 
counsel hired by the buyer to structure a non-reassessable transaction?  



• Does a plan require the consensual agreement of both the buyer and the seller?  



• If there is no coordinated plan by the transferors to sell, is the definition met? For example, 
when two partners sell their interests to unrelated transferees over a 36-month period (one 
partner retires) and 24 months later the other needs to liquidate for an unrelated reason, is 
this reassessable?  



5. The rebuttable presumption. This bill also differs from prior legislation in that it adds a 
rebuttable presumption element. (See section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV).) Generally, a rebuttable 
presumption is an inference that, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary, is to be made 
and accepted as an established fact. The presumption permits (but does not require) the BOE or 
county assessor to assume that certain sales or transfers are part of a single transaction when, 
in fact, they may not be. Usually presumptions are created for administrative convenience. 
However, if the BOE or county assessor chooses to investigate the transaction, the presumption 
may be rebutted by a review of other evidence. Where contradictory evidence exists the 
presumption may be overcome.  



6. Rebutting the presumption. As noted above, the BOE or assessor could choose to assert single 
transaction status without further investigation when either of the two conditions is met. If the 
taxpayer challenged the presumption, what evidence must the taxpayer present? More 
important, what precisely is being rebutted? Will they rebut that any pre-conceived plan existed 
or was contemplated? How could the taxpayer rebut a negative? Do they rebut that multiple 
transfers occurring on different dates were not "part of a plan" or that they were not 
"transferred in a single transaction?" For example, if the taxpayer planned for two transfers that 
fell under the 90 percent threshold, and a third unexpected transfer occurred within 36 months 
pushing the transaction over the threshold, do they rebut by claiming that the third transfer was 
not part of the plan or not part of an original "single transaction?"  



7. Discretion. The bill appears to give both BOE and the assessor substantial discretion in change in 
ownership findings, such as the discretion to assert that a plan existed, and with respect to the 
evidence necessary to rebut the presumption. Is a conversation with the buyer enough for the 
BOE or assessor to rebut the presumption? These ambiguities could lead to inconsistent 
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administration in the counties. What if the BOE and assessor disagreed over a LEOP CIO finding? 
Assessors can independently process a LEOP CIO.  



8. Related Transferees – Open Ended. The related transferee provision does not have any time 
frame. (See section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ia).) Is it intended to be open ended (more than 36 
months), or, is it intended to be limited to a single, non-cumulative transaction? Would a 
parent's plan to transfer 5 percent a year to children over a long term trigger reassessment once 
the 90 percent or more threshold is reached?  



9. Spouses and Siblings – Single Unit. Currently, interests owned by spouses are not treated as a 
single unit. This bill alters this longstanding rule. Furthermore, sibling interests would be treated 
as a single unit. Multiple generations would also be treated as a single unit: grandparent, parent, 
grandchild.  



10. Who are related transferees? Under the federal law that this bill cross references, the following 
persons are considered related taxpayers. (26 U.S.C. section 267(b).)  



• Members of a family: the family of an individual shall include only his brothers and sisters 
(whether by the whole or half blood), spouse, ancestors, and lineal descendants; and  



• An individual and a corporation of which more than 50 percent in value of the outstanding 
stock is owned, directly or indirectly, by or for such individual;  



• Two corporations that are members of the same controlled group  



• A grantor and a fiduciary of any trust;  



• A fiduciary of a trust and a fiduciary of another trust, if the same person is a grantor of both 
trusts;  



• A fiduciary of a trust and a beneficiary of such trust;  



• A fiduciary of a trust and a beneficiary of another trust, if the same person is a grantor of 
both trusts;  



• A fiduciary of a trust and a corporation of which more than 50 percent in value of the 
outstanding stock is owned, directly or indirectly, by or for the trust or by or for a person 
who is a grantor of the trust;  



• A person and an organization to which section 501 (relating to certain educational and 
charitable organizations which are exempt from tax) applies and which is controlled directly 
or indirectly by such person or (if such person is an individual) by members of the family of 
such individual;  



• A corporation and a partnership if the same persons own: 



o more than 50 percent in value of the outstanding stock of the corporation, and  



o more than 50 percent of the capital interest, or the profits interest, in the 
partnership;  



• An S corporation and another S corporation if the same persons own more than 50 percent 
in value of the outstanding stock of each corporation;  



• An S corporation and a C corporation, if the same persons own more than 50 percent in 
value of the outstanding stock of each corporation; or  
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• Except in the case of a sale or exchange in satisfaction of a pecuniary bequest, an executor 
of an estate and a beneficiary of such estate.  



11. Under current change in ownership definitions, when companies (i.e., legal entities) are 
purchased or otherwise acquired, whether their real property is reassessed to current market 
value generally depends on whether there is a change in control.  



Scenario 1 (Control): If one legal entity or person buys 100 percent of the ownership interests in 
another legal entity, then absent an exclusion, the law requires a reassessment of all the real 
property owned by the acquired legal entity. Since the acquiring legal entity or person obtains 
more than 50 percent of the ownership interest in the acquired legal entity under Section 64(c), 
this is a "change in control."  



Scenario 2 (No Control): If three different legal entities or persons buy 100 percent of the 
ownership interests in that same legal entity in equal shares, there is no reassessment. In this 
scenario, each new buyer only has a 33 1/3 percent ownership interest in the acquired legal 
entity and no one entity or person has control.  



In both scenarios, the acquired legal entity has entirely new owners, but only Scenario 1 results 
in reassessment. 



DATE TRANSACTION REASSESSMENT 



5/1/16 Scenario 1 



Established Company (EC) buys 100% of the 
ownership interests in Startup Company (SC) 



SC owns 5 properties in various locations in 
California 



SC purchased properties in 2000, 2002, 2005, 
2008, 2012 



EC Obtains Control of SC 



Reassess all 5 properties to 
market value on May 1, 2016. 



5/1/16 Scenario 2 



Three Venture Capitalists (VC1, VC2, VC3) buy 
100% of the ownership interests in SC in equal 



shares.  



Neither VC1, VC2, or VC3 
singularly control SC: each 



have 33 1/3% 



No Reassessment of any SC-
owned property 



The 5 properties retain the 
assessed value established at 



the time acquired by SC  



 
12. New Change in Ownership Trigger Point. This bill adds a new reassessment trigger event with 



respect to transfers of ownership interests in legal entities. Properties will be reassessed 
whenever 90 percent or more of a legal entity's ownership interests are transferred. Currently, 
only if a transfer of ownership interests causes a "change in control" of the legal entity (i.e., 
pushing one person (or legal entity) up and over the 50 percent ownership interest threshold) is 
the property owned by that legal entity reassessed to its current value. This bill changes the law 
to require reassessment of Startup Company's five properties in the Scenario 2 transaction 
discussed above.  
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13. This bill attempts to treat the transfer of ownership interests in legal entities more like the 
transfer of real property interests. Any transfer of real property interests results in a change in 
ownership, absent an applicable exclusion, while transfers of ownership interests in a legal 
entity do not result in a change in ownership of property owned by the legal entity unless 
Section 64(c)(1) or (d) are triggered. (See section 64(a).) The following illustrates the disparate 
treatment:  



• Transfer of Real Property Interest. Four individuals each own a 25 percent interest in a 
property. Each sale of an individual's 25 percent interest in the property triggers a 25 
percent reassessment. (ABCD to EFGH)  



• Transfer of Ownership Interest in Legal Entity. If the same property is owned by a legal 
entity in which the same four individuals each own a 25 percent interest, a sale of an 
individual's 25 percent interest in the legal entity will not cause a reassessment of the 
property owned by the legal entity. This is true even if there is a complete turnover of 
ownership interests in a single event. Only if one person obtains control (defined as 
ownership interests of more than 50 percent) of the legal entity is reassessment triggered. 
(ABCD to EFGH)  



1. All New Owners – But No One in Control.  Transfer of 100 percent of ownership interests. This bill's new change in 
ownership trigger point results in reassessment. Property reassessed to its market value on January 1, 2019.  



2. Change in Control.  On September 10, 2020, F acquires "control" of the legal entity; F now owns 75 percent of the 
legal entity's ownership interests. Current law requires a 100 percent reassessment of the property to its value on 
September, 10, 2020. 



3. No Change in Control. F owns 100 percent of the legal entity as of October 15, 2021. But, since F previously obtained 
control of the legal entity on September 10, 2020. No reassessment under current law. 



Progression of 
Transactions 



Transfer 
Date 



Owners 
After 



Transfer 



Percent 
Reassessed if 



 Real 
Property 
Interests 
Transfer 



Under 
Current Law 



Percent 
Reassessed if  



Legal Entity 
Ownership 
Interests 
Transfer  



Under 
Current Law 



Percent 
Reassessed if 



 Legal Entity 
Ownership 
Interests 
Transfer 



 Under SB 
1237 



A sells 25% to E  
B sells 25% to F 
C sells 25% to G 
D sells 25% to H 



01/01/19 EFGH 100% 0% 100%1 



E sells 25% to I 04/05/19 FGHI 25% 0%  



F buys G's 25%  



F buys H's 25%  



09/10/20 FI 



75%/25% 



50% 100%2 100%2 



F buys I's 25% 10/15/21 F 25% 0%3  



F sells 50% to J 12/30/22 FJ 50% 0%4  



F sells 50% to K 01/30/23 JK 50% 0% 100%5 
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4. Loss of Control.  F owns 50 percent and J owns 50 percent. No one controls the legal entity. While F has lost control, 
no one gained control. No reassessment.  



5. Cumulative Transfer.  100 percent of the ownership interests are cumulatively transferred. Property reassessed to its 
fair market value on January 30, 2023. 



This bill provides that when 90 percent or more of the ownership interests in the legal entity 
transfer in a single transaction that occurs on or after January 1, 2019, a change in ownership of 
the legal entity will occur, resulting in reassessment of property owned by it.  



The disparate treatment between ownership interests in real property and legal entities is 
illustrated in columns 4 & 5 of the table above. Column 6 shows this bill's reassessment 
consequences when legal entity ownership interests transfer. (Note: Only the first and last 
transfers that take place on January 1, 2019, and January 30, 2023, respectively, reflect the 
changes made by this bill. The other transfer examples reflect existing law.) 



14. Is the transfer of ownership interests in legal entities without reassessment consequences 
unintentional? The Proposition 13 Task Force debated the issue of how to treat sales and 
transfers of legal entity ownership interests. The Task Force recognized the potential long term 
effect of the original definitions noting "(t)he Task Force admits that some of its own 
recommendations, such as those regarding legal entities, while the best of a seemingly 'no-win' 
choice of options and adopted to mitigate administrative difficulties, may, in the long run, 
further exacerbate this [tax burden] shift to residential property because it will result in fewer 
potential commercial and industrial property transfers being recognized for reappraisal 
purposes." Consequently, the Task Force proposed that the Legislature later consider a 
constitutional change to periodically reappraise commercial and industrial property. In 2012, 
Assembly Member Ammiano introduced AB 2014 to create a new task force to study this issue. 
After nearly 35 years, this bill seeks to add a new definition to those initially created to cause 
more frequent reassessment when property is owned by a legal entity.  



15. This bill addresses ownership interests in legal entities that are transferred indirectly to 
another legal entity or person. With sufficient planning and legal advice under current law, it 
might have been possible to structure transactions that transfer property via a legal entity to 
new owners indirectly using multiple tiers of legal entities and minimize or preclude 
reassessment under the new change in ownership trigger. As such, this bill includes indirect 
ownership transfers and provides that indirect ownership interests should be proportionately 
counted.  



However, as currently written, there is a potential inconsistency surrounding the phrase 
"including the real property owned by legal entities under its control," in section 64(c)(1)(B)(i). 
For example, if Company A, which is owned 60 percent by Company B, purchases real property, 
and Company B undergoes a 95 percent transfer of ownership interests, section 64(c)(1)(B)(i) 
states that the real property owned by  Company A, which was under the control of Company B 
pursuant to the definition of "control" in section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(I), would undergo a 100 percent 
change in ownership reassessment. However, under section 64(c)(3), only 60 percent of the 
property would be reassessed  in this scenario because the indirect ownership interest would be 
measured proportionately. 



16. This bill affects all types of real property owned by a legal entity. This bill does not differentiate 
between residential and commercial property. All types of real property owned by a legal entity 
(partnerships, limited liability companies, corporations, etc.) are subject to the new triggering 
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event. Thus, this bill could impact single family homes, multi-family properties (such as 
apartments, duplexes and mobilehome parks), agricultural property, family farms,9 and small 
businesses. 



17. Counting Legal Entity Interest Transfers.  



18. Change in Ownership Exclusions. This bill provides that when 90 percent or more of the direct 
or indirect ownership interests in a legal entity are sold or transferred in a single transaction, the 
purchase or transfer of the ownership interests results in a change in ownership of the real 
property owned by the legal entity, including the real property owned by legal entities under its 
control, whether or not any one legal entity or person that is a party to the transaction obtains 
control, except when the sale or transfer qualifies for an exclusion from change in ownership 
under any other law or does not result in a change in ownership under any other law. Does the 
author intend to apply the change in ownership exclusions for transfers of real property to 
transfers of interests in legal entities? RTC section 63.1, which contains the parent-child and 
grandparent-to-grandchild exclusions, specifically provides in section 63.1(c)(8) that this 
exclusion does not apply to transfers of interests of legal entities, other than a transfer of an 
interest of a unit or lot within a cooperative housing corporation, a pro rata ownership interest 
in a tenant-owned mobilehome park, or a pro rata interest in a floating home marina. 



19. Williamson Act property. In practical application, Williamson Act property and other property 
under contract and eligible for special assessment provisions (such as the Mills Act for historical 
property) will not be impacted provided the property remains under contract. The law requires 
these properties to be assessed at the lowest of three specified values. While a new base year 
value would be reset if a change in ownership occurs under the new trigger, this value would 
likely be greater and will not become the basis of assessed value. 



20. Floating Homes. Manufactured homes that are not on permanent foundations are classified as 
personal property pursuant to section 5801(b)(2). However, they are treated as real property in 
that they are reassessed upon a change in ownership or completion of new construction and 
receive a base year value pursuant to section 5802. Floating homes are in a similar situation in 
that they are treated differently for property tax purposes. Section 229 provides that floating 
homes are not vessels, but are treated as real property for property tax assessment purposes. 
Under RTC section 480, whenever a change in ownership of real property, a manufactured 
home, or a floating home occurs, the transferee must file a change in ownership statement with 
the county assessor. When the assessor requests a transferee file a change in ownership 
statement and the statement is not filed timely, a penalty is imposed pursuant to section 482(a). 
This bill removes floating homes from this penalty requirement. This would create an inequity 
between sections 480 and 482 in that transferees of floating homes are required to file a change 
in ownership statement, but no penalty would be imposed if a transferee refuses to file upon an 
assessor's request. We recommend that the penalty requirement for floating homes remain in 
section 482(a). 



21. Regulations. This bill requires the BOE to prescribe regulations as may be necessary to carry out 
the bill's purposes. The BOE already has this authority pursuant to Government Code 
section 15606(c). Property Tax Rule 462.180 clarifies changes in ownership of legal entities. 



                                                           
9
 The parent-child change in ownership exclusion does not apply to transfers of ownership interests in legal entities, except to 



the extent the uncodified note of Section 63.1 is followed [Section 2 of Stats. 1987, Ch. 48 (AB 47), as amended by Section 6 of 
Stats. 2006, Ch. 224 (SB 1607)]. 





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=63.1


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=5801


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=5802


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=RTC&sectionNum=229


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=GOV&sectionNum=15606


http://www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/pdf/rules/Rule462_180.pdf


http://www.boe.ca.gov/lawguides/property/current/ptlg/rt/63-1.html
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22. BOE implementation and revenue impact report to the Legislature. This bill requires the BOE to 
report the revenue impact and frequency of reassessments resulting from the new change in 
ownership trigger by January 1, 2021. However, the BOE does not obtain assessed value changes 
of properties owned by legal entities. To gather this data, assessors must track and report to the 
BOE the necessary data once the assessor completes the reassessment of the properties owned 
by the legal entity.  



Additionally, the information obtained by January 1, 2021 will not reflect reassessments that 
occur in a 36 month period as set forth in section 64(c)(1)(B)(ii)(IV)(ib), because only 24 months 
will have transpired. 



23. What is a "split roll?" Typically, the term "split roll" means taxing various property types (for 
example, residential v. commercial) according to a different tax rate or value standard. In the 
context of reassessment of legal entity owned property, some use the term to reference 
modifying the change in ownership provisions related to legal entity ownership interests to 
trigger more frequent reassessment, such as this bill proposes. A true "split roll" is not possible 
without a constitutional amendment.  



24. Modifying "Change in Ownership" provisions. While Proposition 13 amended the Constitution 
to provide that a "change in ownership" triggers reassessment, it did not define the phrase. 
Statutory language defines the term and specifies transfers included or excluded from a change 
in ownership. Thus, statutory amendments modifying the original statutory definitions are 
permissible. 



Costs:  The BOE's cost to administer this bill is pending. Legal entity changes in ownership are 



complicated. This bill represents the first substantive change to legal entity change in ownership law 
since the initial definitions were crafted. This bill requires new regulations; changes to existing 
regulations, handbooks, taxpayer guidance materials, change in ownership reporting forms and 
instructions; and an additional question on the state income tax return. Furthermore, currently relied 
upon annotated letters on legal entity change in ownership law will not always be relevant. Additional 
resources will be needed to research, study, and answer new opinion requests from within the agency, 
the counties, and taxpayers. Under this bill, since an ownership interest is not counted again once it has 
been counted to determine whether a change in control or ownership of a legal entity has occurred, 
assessors and the BOE would be required to search for and identify all previous ownership transfers in 
order to verify whether the interest transferred had already been counted. Additionally, the existing  
LEOP database may need to be updated to track the percentage interested transferred in order to 
ensure the 90 percent threshold is enforced and double counting does not occur. For the Legislative 
report, the BOE would need to coordinate with each county assessor's office since the BOE does not 
currently obtain any value information on properties affected by a change in control or ownership, to 
track the bill's revenue impact as required. 



Revenue Impact:  Background, Methodology, and Assumptions. Existing property tax law 



specifies a change in ownership occurs when a legal entity or other person obtains a controlling or 
majority ownership interest in the legal entity. SB 1237 requires real property owned by a legal entity 
be reassessed whenever 90 percent or more of the ownership interests in that legal entity are sold or 
transferred in a single transaction. "Single transaction" means a plan consisting of one or more sales 
or transfers of ownership interests on or after January 1, 2019, including those that occur within a 36-
month period, as defined. The bill subjects real property owned by legal entities to reassessment 
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more often than under current law. The result is an increase in assessed value and an increase in 
property tax revenue. 



Estimating the revenue increase is difficult, as we do not know how many times such transactions occur 
in California. However, based on a recent sample of county assessment roll data, staff estimates 2017-18 
legal entity assessed values to be $1.052 trillion. 



Each year, the Board conducts a study to determine the effective assessment level (i.e., the percentage 
difference between assessed value and market value) for commercial/industrial property in order to 
determine the assessment level for rail transportation property (the 4R Ratio). The latest study, based 
on the 2016-17 assessment roll, finds the effective assessment level is about 61 percent. Applying this 
ratio to the estimated legal entity-owned assessed value, we estimate current legal entity market value 
to be: 



$1.052 trillion / 61 percent, or $1.725 trillion 



While it is difficult to predict the annual number of legal entity property reassessments under SB 1237, 
staff used the aforementioned 4R Ratio study to determine the rate of transfer of all commercial 
property. Our study suggests four percent of commercial properties on average are subject to 
reassessment each year to current market value. Assuming legal entities track closely with the 
commercial property rate of transfer, the revenue impact at the basic one percent property tax rate is: 



Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated Estimated 



Legal Entity 
Assessed 



Value 
4R Ratio 



Legal Entity 
Market Value 



Increase in 
Assessed 



Value 



Annual Rate 
of Transfer 



Annual Revenue Gain 
at the Basic 1 percent 



Rate 



$1.052 trillion 61 percent $1.725 trillion $673 billion 4 percent $ 269 million 



 
This bill would also increase the penalty from 10 percent to 15 percent of taxes due for failure to file 
legal entity change in control statements with the Board. According to the Board's County-Assessed 
Properties Division, transactions subject to this penalty are minimal, historically not more than 
10 percent of all filings. Assuming an average assessed value for property owned by legal entities to be 
$300,000, we estimate the revenue impact of increasing the failure to file penalty to be less than 
$1 million annually. This amount may decrease over time as the increased penalty becomes a deterrent 
to late filing.  



Revenue Summary:  Based on the preceding assumptions, the annual revenue gain could amount to 
about $269 million. 



Qualifying remarks:  The revenue estimate is based on limited county roll data. It gives an indication 
of the order of magnitude of the revenue impact of SB 1237. The impact will vary from year to year 
depending upon the number of annual transactions and the value of properties owned by a legal 
entity.  



This revenue estimate does not account for any changes in economic activity that may or may not result 
from enactment of the proposed law.  
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Get the Facts 
 
The Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Act of 2020 
 



FACT: This Measure Protects Homeownership and Provides Property Tax Savings for 
Families, Seniors, and Victims of Wildfires 



• Allows homeowners who are 55 and older, people with severe disabilities, or victims of 
natural disasters and wildfires to transfer their property tax base to a replacement home that 
better meets their needs - such as closer to family or medical care. 



• Opens housing inventory to make homes more readily available for first-time homeowners, 
families, and Californians throughout the state. 



• Protects the right of grandparents and parents to pass the family home to their children so 
families can move into the home as their primary residence without paying big tax increases. 
[CAAG File No. 19-0003, Section 2, Page 1-2; 19-0003, Section 3, Page 2; 19-0003, Section 6, Pages 5-14] 



 
 



FACT: This Measure Could Generate Hundreds of Millions for Local Schools, Cities, and 
Counties and close Budget Gaps Created by COVID-19 Shut Downs 



• By closing tax loopholes, school districts, cities, and counties in California would likely gain 
hundreds of millions of dollars in needed revenue over time. That’s hundreds of millions in 
revenue for schools and local government to balance local budgets and fund programs such 
as healthcare services, firefighters, emergency services, housing and homeless services.  
[LAO Fiscal Report, October 2017; LAO Fiscal Impact 8/22/19] 



 
FACT: This Measure Closes Unfair Tax Loopholes Hurting Local Schools and Public Safety, 
and that Make Housing More Expensive and Less Accessible for Californians 



• Stops tax schemes and deceptive practices that cost California’s schools and local 
government up to $1.5 billion every year.  



• Ends tax breaks used by out-of-state investors and non-California residents to improperly 
shield their vacation houses, second homes, and investment property to avoid paying their 
fair share of property taxes. 



• Closes tax loopholes some corporations use to acquire business properties without paying 
property taxes on the real value of the business property when it was sold.  
[Los Angeles Times, 8/17/18, 8/24/18; San Diego Union Tribune, 8/17/18; LAO Fiscal Report, October 2017, LAO 
Fiscal Impact, 8/22/19; CA A.G. File No. 19-0003, Sections 2-3] 



 











 
Frequently Asked Questions  
 



What will The Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Act do to benefit Californians?   



• Protect homeowners’ rights and provide property tax savings for families, homeowners 55 or older, 
people with severe disabilities, and victims of wildfires and natural disasters.  



• Generate hundreds of millions in new funding for local schools and public safety programs like 
firefighters, emergency services, libraries, housing and homeless services. This funding will play a key 
role in our state’s economic recovery from the pandemic.  



• Protect the right for children and grandchildren to inherit and move into the family home without 
foregoing the benefits of the property tax base of the family home as intended under Prop 58 
(intergenerational transfers).  



 
How does the initiative provide housing relief?  



The initiative would allow homeowners who are 55 and older and people with severe disabilities to transfer 
their current property tax base to a replacement home anywhere in California up to three times. Transfers due 
to natural disasters and wildfires are not counted against the limit. Additionally, the initiative will open 
housing inventory to make more homes available for new families and first-time homeowners.  



How does the initiative benefit families?  



The initiative would protect the right for a grandparent or parent to pass their family home onto their children 
and grandchildren so families can affordably move into the home as their primary residence, safeguarding 
family transfers which are currently under threat of removal or elimination.   



How will the initiative benefit schools and local communities? 



Local municipalities and school districts would likely gain tens of millions of dollars in the first few years, 
growing to hundreds of millions of dollars over time to help fund public safety and emergency response, 
county hospitals, health care, homeless services, and local housing programs.  



What is the fiscal impact to cities and counties?  



All cities and counties across California will benefit from this initiative.  According to the title and summary 
prepared by the Attorney General and a fiscal analysis conducted by the Legislative Analyst’s Office for this 
initiative, local governments could gain tens of millions of dollars of property tax revenue per year, likely 
growing over time to a few hundred million dollars per year. Schools could receive similar property tax 
revenue gains. Other local and state revenues each could increase by tens of millions of dollars per year.  
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In addition to expanding tax base portability, what is changed by the initiative?  



The initiative closes unfair tax loopholes that cost local governments and schools up to $1.5 billion per year.   



This initiative protects the original intent of voter approved Prop. 58 - to allow parents and grandparents to 
pass the family home to their children or grandchildren.  The family home will not be reassessed as long as it 
is used as a primary residence. 



With this change, vacation houses, investment property or second homes that are transferred or inherited will 
be reassessed.  These properties will no longer be shielded from reassessment.  This will generate hundreds of 
millions of dollars in property tax revenue for local government and schools.   



Finally, this initiative will close a tax loophole used by corporations to acquire business properties without 
paying property taxes on the value of the property at the time it is sold.  Now, business properties owned by a 
legal entity will be reassessed if 90 percent or more of the ownership of the legal entity is transferred, even if 
no single person or entity gains more than 50 percent ownership. According to the Board of Equalization, this 
change alone is likely to generate $269 million annually. 



When will this initiative be on the ballot?  



On April 22, 2020, The Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Act qualified for the November 
ballot. Polling completed after the pandemic began confirms that voters overwhelmingly support the ballot 
initiative after hearing the initiative’s provisions. 
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HOME Coalition: Ballot Initiative Frequently Asked Questions  



What will The Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Act do to benefit California? 
• Generate hundreds of millions in new funding for local public schools and colleges, public safety 



programs like fire protection, emergency services, libraries, affordable housing, and homeless services. 
This funding will play a role in our state’s economic recovery from the COVID-19 pandemic, with long-
term revenue for years and decades to come   
 



• Provide needed exemptions for our most vulnerable residents- seniors, people with severe disabilities, 
and victims of wildfires and natural disasters   
 



• Eliminate tax loopholes on luxury vacation houses, second homes, investment property, and beachfront 
rentals used to avoid paying hundreds of millions in property taxes while protecting family homes so 
children and grandchildren can affordably inherit and move into their parent’s or grandparent’s home 
without a major tax increase 
 



• Requires corporations to report ownership changes triggering business property reassessment   



How does the initiative provide housing relief for our most vulnerable?   
The initiative would allow senior homeowners, victims of wildfires or natural disasters, and people with severe 
disabilities to transfer their current property tax base to another home in California that better meets their needs. 
Additionally, the initiative will open housing inventory to make more homes available for new owners or renters.  
The sale of the property would be assessed at the current tax base.   



How does the initiative benefit families and support vital services in their community?   
The initiative ends tax loopholes used to avoid paying hundreds of millions in annual property taxes, while 
preserving the ability of children and grandchildren to affordably inherit and move into the home of a parent or 
grandparent.  By ending tax breaks used by wealthy out-of-state residents, investors, and celebrities to avoid 
paying their fair share of property taxes on luxury vacation houses, second homes, beachfront rentals, and income 
property will generate hundreds of millions for local communities throughout the state.   



How will the initiative benefit local public schools and local communities?  
According to the Legislative Analyst Office, school districts and local government would EACH gain tens of millions 
of dollars in the first few years, growing to hundreds of millions of dollars per year, to help fund public safety and 
emergency response, public schools, county hospitals, health care, homeless services, and local affordable housing 
programs.   And while those sums are not enough to fully restore the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic, they are 
an important part of California’s recovery.  



How will the initiative affect commercial property? 
The initiative eliminates loopholes that improperly allow corporations to acquire business and commercial 
property to avoid reassessment, and avoid paying property taxes based on the property’s market value.  It also 
requires corporations to disclose ownership changes that trigger business property reassessment.  This provision 
does not affect or impact the Schools and Community First ballot measure, it simply broadens the definition of 
business ownership changes that trigger reassessment.  











  



 



 



 



 



 
 



Costa Hawkins Prop 10 2.0 AB 1482 



Rent Control/Price 
Caps 



Local gov can enact with 
restrictions 



Local governments can enact 
rent control under new set of 
standards (as outlined below: 
single family, vacancy control, 
and new construction rolling 
date). 



5% plus CPI on all rental 
housing not covered by a local 
ordinance 
 
Where there is an existing 
ordinance, CH restrictions still 
apply. 



Single Family 
Homes and Condos 



Exempt Owners who are not exempt 
include: 
 



• Anyone who owns 3 or 
more homes no matter 
how they hold title 
 



• Anyone who owns home 
in trust, no matter the 
number of homes 



 



Exempt except for large, 
corporate owners 



Permanent Price 
Caps (Vacancy 
Control) 



Not allowed, units may return 
to market rate when tenant 
moves out 



No vacancy decontrol/allows 
permanent price caps: 
 



• Rents limited to 15 
percent over first 3 years 
of new tenancy and then 
fall under local rent caps 
thereafter. 
 



• Upon vacancy, unit cannot 
be put to market rate as 
only another 15% is 
allowed in first three years 
for new tenant 



 



Not allowed, units may return 
to market rate when tenant 
moves out 



New Construction 
 



Homes built after 1995 are 
exempt 



Rolling 15-year exemption  Rolling 15-year exemption  
 



 



 



 



Comparison of Costa Hawkins, 



Prop 10 2.0 & AB 1482 
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We Oppose the Housing Freeze 
 
 
Affordable Housing 
California Council for Affordable Housing 



Highridge Costa Housing Partners 



The Pacific Companies 



 



Veterans 
American Legion, Department of California 



AMVETS, Department of California 



AMVETS Service Foundation, Department of California  



Association of the U.S. Army, Northern California 
Chapters 



Association of the U.S. Army, Southern California 
Chapters 



Cesar E. Chavez Sacramento Chapter of the American 
G.I. Forum 



Filipino-American United States Marines Association 



Jewish War Veterans, Department of California 



Marine Corps Veterans Association 



Military Officers Association of America, California 
Council of Chapters 



Reserve Organization of America, Department of the 
Golden West 



Scottish American Military Society – California 
Chapters 



Women Veterans Alliance 



 



Labor 
State Building and Construction Trades Council of 



California 



International Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron 
Shipbuilders, Blacksmiths, Forgers & Helpers AFL-
CIO 



California State Pipe Trades Council 



California District of Iron Workers 



 



 



 



 



 
 
Labor (cont’d) 
California State Association of Electrical Workers 



Building and Construction Trades Council of San 
Bernardino and Riverside Counties 



IBEW Local Unions 6, 11, 47, 234, 302, 332, 413, 428, 
477, 551, 595, 617, 684, 952 



Insulators & Allied Workers Local Union 16 



Kern, Inyo and Mono Counties Building Trades Council 



Los Angeles/Orange County Building & Construction 
Trades Council 



Northern California Carpenters Regional Council 



Plumbers & Pipefitters UA Local #477 



Plumbers & Steamfitters UA Local 159 



S.M.A.R.T. Sheet Metal Workers' Local 104 



Sacramento-Sierra's Building and Construction Trades 
Council 



San Diego Building & Construction Trades Council 



Santa Clara and San Benito Counties Building and 
Construction Trades Council 



Sheet Metal, Air, Rail, & Transportation Workers Local 
Union No. 105 



Southern California Pipe Trades District Council 16 



UA Local 114 Plumbers & Pipefitters 



UA Local 230 Plumbers, Steamfitters, HVAC & 
Refrigeration  



UA Local 345 Landscape/Irrigation Sewer, Storm Drain 
Underground Industrial Piping 



UA Local 364 Plumbers, Steamfitters & Refrigeration 



UA Local 38 Plumbers and Pipefitters Union 



UA Local 398 Plumbers & Steamfitters 



UA Local 460 Plumbers & Steamfitters 



UA Local 467 San Mateo County 



UA Local 484 Plumbers & Steamfitters 
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Labor (cont’d) 
UA Local 582 Plumbers, Steamfitters, Welders, & 



Apprentices 



UA Local 62 



UA Local 709 Sprinklerfitters 



UA Plumbers & Pipefitters Local 403 



UA Plumbers & Steamfitters Local 761 



UA Plumbers Local 78 



 



Business 
California Builders Alliance 



California Chamber of Commerce 



California Mortgage Bankers Association 



Alameda Housing Providers Association 



Bay Area Builders Exchange 



Bay Area Homeowners Network 



Central City Association Los Angeles 



Davis Chamber of Commerce 



Los Angeles County Business Federation (LA BizFed) 



Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce 



Nevada County Contractors’ Association 



North Coast Builders Exchange 



Orange County Business Council 



Pasadena Chamber of Commerce and Civic Association 



Placer County Contractors’ Association, Inc. 



Pleasanton Chamber of Commerce 



Regional Chamber of Commerce - San Gabriel Valley 



Sacramento Regional Builders Exchange 



San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 



San Ramon Chamber of Commerce 



The Silicon Valley Organization 



Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) 











 



Flawed Housing Freeze Initiative STILL Makes  



Our Housing Crisis Worse 
 



Governor Newsom and the Legislature, with the support of numerous stakeholders, recently passed some of the 



strongest statewide rent control and renter protections in the nation. Assembly Bill 1482, which became law on 



January 1, 2020, ensures renters will not face extreme rent hikes or be unfairly evicted from their homes. The new law 



also provides stability for property owners. It ensures the rental housing supply is not diminished and housing 



continues to be built. Undermining this newly-enacted law, Michael Weinstein is pursuing a flawed statewide initiative 



that would worsen California’s housing crisis. Ignoring the legislative process and the will of the voters, his latest 



Housing Freeze initiative is virtually the same as 2018's Prop. 10, which voters rejected by nearly 20 points. That 



measure would have allowed for extreme rent control to be enacted in local communities. 
 



What Initiative Does: 
• Repeals Existing Housing Laws and Undermines Strongest Statewide Rent Control Law in Nation. Repeals 



significant portions of our state’s rental housing law (Costa Hawkins), including single family home exemptions, 



while undermining California’s newly-enacted statewide rent control law.  



• Enables Permanent Price Controls, Even on Single-Family Homes and Condos. Opens the door for permanent 
price controls on all types of housing units. 



 



The Initiative Contains: 
• No funding for affordable housing or a requirement that it be built 



• No specific provisions to reduce rent 



• No specific protections for renters, seniors or veterans 
 



Why It’s Bad for California: 
• Reduced Availability of Affordable and Middle-Class Housing. Independent academic experts from Stanford and 



U.C. Berkeley agree extreme rent control policies discourage new construction and reduce availability of 
affordable and middle-class housing, driving up rents for many Californians. 



 



• Creates Need for New, Expensive, Statewide Housing Registry That Threatens Consumer Privacy. The initiative 
will likely lead to the creation of a statewide registry of every single-family home in the state in order to 
determine who would be subject to its rent control provisions. This would not only be extremely costly, but would 
raise privacy issues over what information would be required and who would have access to it.  
 



• Grants New Powers to Regulatory Bodies to Impose or Modify Rent Policies – Without Public Oversight. The 
initiative will change existing law to allow extreme rent control regulations and rules to be locally- enacted by 
unelected rent boards. These boards could change the cost and availability of housing with no requirements that 
they seek public input or that they hold a public vote. 



 



• Eliminates Homeowner Protections. The initiative allows regulators to tell single-family homeowners how much 
they can charge to rent out their homes – even if they just want to rent a single room. Homeowners will be 
subject to regulations and price controls enacted by unelected boards. 



 



• Cannot Be Easily Changed Without Another Statewide Initiative. This initiative can only be amended by the 
legislature with a 2/3 vote and only to further its purpose. Another ballot measure would be required to change 
any substantive problems. 
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Frequently Asked Questions  



About the Housing Freeze 
 



 



 



What is the Housing Freeze Initiative? 



The Housing Freeze is a statewide initiative on the November 2020 ballot. It would repeal portions 



of the state’s existing rental housing laws (Costa Hawkins) and open the door for extreme forms of 



rent control to be enacted at the local level. The measure would allow for permanent price caps on 



all forms of housing, including single family homes and condos. Independent academic experts from 



Stanford and UC Berkeley agree that policies like the Housing Freeze discourage new construction 



and reduce availability of affordable and middle-class housing, driving up rents for many 



Californians. 



 



Who is behind the Housing Freeze? 



The Housing Freeze’s chief backer is Michael Weinstein, who runs the controversial AIDS Healthcare 



Foundation (AHF) – a billion dollar “non-profit” organization. Weinstein has a long history of 



misusing AHF funds for his pet political projects, rather than for the organization’s stated goal of 



helping patients with HIV/AIDS. He has spent millions on efforts to block needed housing 



developments in LA, opposed union organizing and called renters “transients” that cause 



neighborhoods to “lose their identity.”  



 



Most recently, Weinstein advanced his anti-housing agenda by funding an aggressive opposition 



campaign to SB 50 (Wiener), a bill that would have increased housing production near transit. 



Weinstein spent undisclosed amounts to lobby against the bill, and during the campaign, produced 



and disseminated racially-charged and controversial mailers targeting Democrat legislators.  



 



Unlike the vast majority of the HIV/AIDs advocacy world, Weinstein has taken controversial stances 



against the use of PrEP, an HIV preventative medication.  



 



Does California have statewide rent control already? 



Yes. Governor Newsom and the Legislature, with the support of numerous stakeholders including 



affordable housing advocates, labor unions, minority groups, local governments and others, 



recently passed some of the strongest statewide rent control and renter protections in the nation. 



Assembly Bill 1482, which became law on January 1, 2020, ensures renters will not face extreme 



rent hikes or be unfairly evicted from their homes. The new law also provides stability for property 



owners, ensuring the rental housing supply is not diminished and that housing continues to be built.  



 



AB 1482 was developed with expert and stakeholder input, which resulted in a balanced, well 



thought out policy. It caps annual rent increases at 5% plus CPI, exempts single family homes unless 



they are owned by corporations and contains “just cause” protections for renters so they cannot be 



unfairly evicted. 



 



On the other hand, the Housing Freeze has been put on the ballot by one man with a deep-



pocketed organization. It would allow for extreme forms of rent control that do not consider the 











costs property owners incur to maintain their properties. It disregards both the legislative process 



and the will of voters who defeated a similar measure by 20 points in 2018. 



 



Didn’t voters just vote on this same Proposition in 2018? 



This is the second attempt by Weinstein to pass an initiative that would allow for extreme forms of 



rent control to be enacted at the local level. His latest initiative is virtually identical to Proposition 



10, which was defeated by voters by a nearly 20-point margin in 2018. Despite his claims to the 



contrary, this latest “Housing Freeze” is fraught with the same flaws as Prop 10.  



 



Are single family homes exempt? 



No, Weinstein’s Housing Freeze initiative would allow for extreme forms of rent control to be 



applied to single family homes and condos. Anyone who holds title for their home in a family trust, 



a partnership, or the like would be subject to permanent price caps when renting their home. 



Roughly a third of all homes are held in a trust. Additionally, anyone with more than two single 



family homes would be subject to rent control under the measure.  



 



Would this initiative allow for a 15 percent increase in rent in the first year? 



Yes. Weinstein’s Housing Freeze contains a poorly-written provision that would allow for a 15-



percent increase in rent during the first year of tenancy.  



 



Won’t this initiative also reduce the rental housing stock over time by imposing permanent price 



caps on rental housing? 



This initiative is the worst of both scenarios. It allows for a 15 percent increase in the first year of 



tenancy, which is more than many tenants can pay. But, it also allows for a form of permanent price 



caps, which encourages owners to leave the rental market all together and discourages investments 



in new rental housing. Both of these scenarios make the housing crisis worse.  



 



The Housing Freeze authorizes extreme forms of rent control that prohibit owners from adjusting 



the rent to the market rate when there are new tenants, and allows for only a 15 percent 



adjustment above the previous tenants’ rent.  It doesn’t matter how long the previous tenants lived 



in the unit or if the local government had capped rents on previous tenants to below the price of 



inflation, which some local governments now do. Policies like the Housing Freeze have been found 



by independent experts to discourage new construction and reduce availability of affordable and 



middle-class housing, driving up rents for many Californians.  



 



We have a statewide rent control law on the books that protects renters, but avoids the pitfalls of 



the Housing Freeze.  
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No on the Housing Freeze 



Don’t Further Strain State and Local Budgets 
 



Due to COVID-19, California is now in a recession that could last years. The shuttering of businesses has caused 



record unemployment and depressed sales tax revenues, which fund many vital local services. Property tax is also 



at risk as the housing market faces severe strain. With more renters unable to pay rent, many small landlords – 



who comprise two-thirds of the rental market – will soon be unable to pay their mortgages, and we could see a 



housing market crash similar to the crash of 2008. Weinstein’s initiative will only make matters worse by further 



depressing property values, discouraging new investment in rental housing and acerbating a long-standing 



housing affordability crisis in our state.  



 



State and Local Governments Are Already Looking at 



Having to Cut Their Budgets 



• Jobs Lost. LA Mayor Eric Garcetti plans to impose furloughs 



on nearly 16,000 civilian city workers, resulting in a 10% 



reduction in their pay in the coming fiscal year. 



• Billion Dollar Deficits. San Francisco city leaders are 



projecting the city's budget deficit for the upcoming two-



year budget could increase to more than $1 billion. 



• Services Cut. San Diego is facing a $250 million budget gap 
which it plans to close by cutting services and jobs.  



 



Initiative Could Result in Property Tax Losses of Over Half a Billion Dollars Annually 



• 20% Reduction in Property Values. Multiple studies have found that extreme forms of rent control 
depress property values. MIT researchers found that rent control reduces property values by 20 percent. 



• Over $500 Million Property Tax Shortfall Each Year. It is estimated that Weinstein’s initiative could result 
in property tax losses of over $500 million each year. 



 



Reduced Funding for Services and a Worsening Housing Crisis  



• Bottoming Out of Housing Market. Just like the mortgage crisis of 2008, the COVID-induced recession will 
force many landlords to sell or lose their properties to foreclosure. This will not only reduce property 
values, but distress the entire housing market paving the way for more corporately-owned housing.  



• Reduced Funding for Education, Public Safety & Other Vital Services. Reduced home values will result in 
less state and local government revenue negatively impacting schools, public safety and other essential 
services. 



• A Housing Crisis Made Worse. Independent academic experts agree polices like this initiative discourage 
new construction and reduce availability of affordable and middle-class housing, driving up rents for many 
Californians.  



SEVERE RECESSION 



California’s LAO recently said: 



“…the economy has entered a 



recession, and possibly a quite 



severe one. … It’s very likely 



that the state has gone from 



an anticipated surplus and is 



now likely facing a budget 



problem and a potentially 



significant one.” 
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Good Morning HCED Policy Committee Members,
 
Ahead of the HCED policy committee meeting, the Schools and Communities First campaign would
like to share the attached materials. These materials are in addition to what the policy committee
received earlier this week.
 
Best –
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.
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What real people 
are saying...



IS CRITICAL TO 
CALIFORNIA’S RECOVERY



What will Schools & 
Communities First Do?



GOOD FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT
RECLAIMS $12B every year for local governments & school 
districts by closing long standing corporate property tax loopholes
Creates unrestricted funds for cities to use as needed for critical 
services
Balances the tax burden and reduces the pressure on passing 
bonds, fee increases, and sales taxes



GOOD FOR SMALL BUSINESS
Implements new tax relief for small businesses by eliminating the 
business personal property tax up to $500k
Levels the playing field for businesses already paying their fair share
According to USC study, 78% of the revenue comes from only 6% of 
California commercial and industrial properties



MAINTAINS PROP. 13 PROTECTIONS FOR 
Commercial property valued at $3 million or less
All residential property (homeowners and renters)
Agricultural property
California's low 1% property tax rate for all properties



“Cities are facing unprecedented budget 
shortfalls. Here are our choices: Make devastating 
cuts that will have last impacts on the lives of our 



residents, continue to nickel and dime our 
constituents, or pass Schools & Communities 



First. This is a no brainer.”
-Jon Wizard



Seaside City Council member



“It's time that we level the playing field and close 
the tax loopholes that benefit big corporations. 
Schools & Communities First supports small 
and minority-owned businesses with a once-



in-generation tax relief, and a fair share 
approach to California's recovery."



-Walter Wilson, Silicon Valley Minority 
Business Consortium



 



"As a nurse, I support the work of Schools & 
Communities First. Our communities need its 



rightful resources to foster and grow future 
generations of nurses and other front line 



healthcare providers."
-Quang N., San Francisco Nurse



"I support SCF because it will allocate money to 
local government - for services such as rapid, 
reliable public transportation for seniors."  



-Angela T., Retiree, Rocklin



"Schools and Communities first is important to 
me because without an increase in new 



revenue, my community will see drastic cuts to 
all services across the board.  Already, the local 
government cannot afford to provide essential 
services ... and I hear local elected officials 



are proposing increased sales taxes to make 
up their shortfalls."



-Clayton  R., Community Organizer, Red Bluff



"I'm a music teacher at a middle school. I've 
taught in the public school system for 20 years. 



I'm also a member of the League of Women 
Voters. I support Schools & Communities First 
because I don't believe our current property 



tax law is logical. I firmly believe that 
commercial landowners should pay their fair 



share of taxes so that our young people receive 
the best education."



-Leanne R., Music Teacher, San Jose



Estimated revenue generated:
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EDUCATION 
Common Sense Kids Action 
Chula Vista Educators 
The Education Trust - West (Ed Trust West) 
El Monte Union Educators Association 
Environmental Charter Schools 
Faculty Association of California Community 
Colleges (FACCC) 
Grassroots Education Movement Silicon Valley 
Innovative Public Schools 
Oakland Literacy Coalition 
Parent Teachers Association (PTA) of California 
Partnership for LA Schools 
Parents for Public Schools of San Francisco 
San Diego Chicano/Latino Concilio on Higher 
Education 
Student Senate for California Community 
Colleges 
Student California Teachers Association-
Pasadena City College 
Barbara Hansen, Retired Educator 
Charles Flower, Professor San Jose State 
University, Overfelt High School 
Eileen Barrett, Professor, California State 
University, East Bay 
Elizandro Umana, Student Services Assistant, 
East LA Community College 
Eric Mar, Assistant Professor, Asian American 
Studies, San Francisco State University 
Leslie Anne Conrotto-Tompkins, English 
Teacher, Yerba Buena High School 
Martha Matsuoka, Associate Professor Urban & 
Environmental Policy Institute Occidental 
College 
Mojgan Vijeh, CFO, Ann Martin Center 
Sue Tatro, Teacher Calero High School 
Will Greer, Professor California State 
University, San Bernardino 
 



SENIORS 
AFT 2121 Retiree Chapter, City College of San 
Francisco Faculty Union 
California Alliance for Retired Americans 
(CARA) 
Federation of Retired Union Members 
(FORUM) 
Long Beach Gray Panthers 
Older Women’s League - San Francisco 
San Francisco Gray Panthers 
Senior and Disability Action 
 
INTERFAITH 
Bend the Arc, A Jewish Partnership for Justice 
California Church IMPACT 
Catholic Charities Diocese of San Diego 
Congregations Organized for Prophetic 
Engagement (COPE) 
Faith in Action East Bay 
Faith in Action Bay Area 
Faith in the Valley 
First Congregational Church of Palo Alto, UCC 
Gamaliel of California 
Genesis 
Greater Long Beach Interfaith Community 
Organization 
 Inland Congregations United for Change (ICUC) 
LA Voice 
Life Center Church 
New Hope Missionary Baptist Church 
New Life Christian Church of Fontana 
Orange County Congregation Community 
Organization 
People Acting in Community Together (PACT) 
PICO California 
Placer People of Faith 
Sacramento Area Congregations Together 
San Diego Organizing Project 
True North 











 
 



Rev. Dr. Eileen Altman, Associate Pastor, First 
Congregational Church of Palo Alto, UCC 
Rev. Damita Davis-Howard, Assistant Pastor, 
First Mt. Sinai Missionary Baptist 
Pastor Albert Hong, Associate Pastor, New 
Hope Covenant Church 
 
 LABOR  
AFSCME 
AFSCME 3299 
AFSCME Council 57 
AFT Local 931 
AFT Local 1078 
American Federation of Teachers 
Anaheim Secondary Teachers Association 
CTA/NEA 
Antioch Education Association 
Acalanes Education Association 
Asian Pacific Labor Alliance AFL-CIO 
Benicia Teachers Association 
Bennett Valley Teachers Association 
California Federation of Teachers 
California Teachers Association (CTA) 
California Teachers Association of Berryessa 
Charter Oak Educators Association 
Committee of Interns and Residents/SEIU 
Healthcare 
Communications Workers of American Local 
9423 
Duarte Unified Education Association 
East Side Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Evergreen Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Fremont Unified District Teachers Association 
Fresno Teachers Association 
Greater Santa Cruz Federation of Teachers 
2030 
Hayward Education Association 
IBEW Local 569 
IFPTE Local 21 
Milpitas Teachers Association 
Morgan Hill Federation of Teachers  
Monterey Bay Central Labor Council 
Mt. Diablo Education Association 
Newport-Mesa Federation of Teachers Local 
1794 
Oakland Education Association 
Richmond Teachers Association 
San Jacinto Teachers Association 



San Jose Teachers Association CTA/NEA 
Santa Ana Educators Association 
UAW 2865 
UFCW States Council  
UFCW Local 770 
Unite HERE Local 11 
Unite HERE Local 2850 
Unite HERE International Union- California 
State Council  
United Educators of San Francisco 
United Farm Workers (UFW) 
United Teachers of Los Angeles 
United Teachers of Pasadena 
United Teachers of Richmond CTA/NEA 
UPTE CWA 9119 
San Diego Building Trades Council 
San Mateo Elementary Teachers Association 
SEIU API Caucus 
SEIU California 
Teamsters Local 572 
Warehouse Worker Resource Center 
 
PHILANTHROPY 
California Community Foundation 
The Chan-Zuckerberg Initiative 
East Bay Community Foundation 
The Fund for Santa Barbara 
Horizons Foundation 
Liberty Hill Foundation 
Northern California Grantmakers Association 
Oakland Public Education Fund 
The San Francisco Foundation 
Silicon Valley Community Foundation 
 
 
HOUSING  
Abundant Housing LA 
All Home 
Berkeley Tenants Union 
Brilliant Corners 
Burbank Housing 
California Coalition for Rural Housing 
California Housing Partnership 
California YIMBY 
Center for Sustainable Neighborhoods 
Community Economics 
Community Housing Improvement Program 
(CHIP) 











 
 



East Bay Asian Local Development Corporation 
East Bay Housing Organizations 
East Los Angeles Community Corporation 
Housing California 
Little Tokyo Service Center 
Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern 
California (NPH) 
Rural Community Development Corporation of 
California (RCDCC) 
Sacramento Housing Alliance 
San Francisco Council of Community Housing 
Organizations 
The Sidewalk Project 
Southern California Association of Nonprofit 
Housing (SCANPH) 
  
 
HEALTH 
Asian Health Services 
Berkeley Media Studies Group 
Black Women for Wellness 
California Health Professional Student Alliance 
(CaHPSA) 
California IHSS Consumer Alliance 
California Physicians Alliance 
California School-Based Health Alliance 
California School Nurses Organization 
Center for Climate Change and Health 
Health Access California 
Health Care for All- California 
Human Impact Partners (HIP) 
The Los Angeles Trust for Children’s Health 
Prevention Institute 
Public Health Institute 
Public Health Justice Collective 
Special Needs Network, Inc. 
 
 
POLITICAL  
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders for Civic 
Empowerment 
The California Democratic Party 
The California Progressive Alliance 
Chicano Indigenous Community for Culturally 
Conscious Advocacy & Action (ChiCCCAA) 
Chicano Latino Caucus of San Bernardino 
County 
Democratic Socialists of America, Sacramento 



Green Party of California 
Green Party of Santa Clara County  
Harvey Milk Democratic Club 
Hayward Area Democratic Club 
Hubert Humphrey Democratic Club 
Indivisible CA: StateStrong 
Indivisible East Bay 
Inland Empowerment 
Orange County Democratic Party Central 
Committee  
League of Women Voters of California 
LA Forward 
Mi Familia Vota 
PowerPAC.org 
Richmond Progressive Alliance 
Sacramento OUR REVOLUTION / Wellstone 
Progressive Democrats 
San Bernardino County Young Democrats 
San Francisco Berniecrats 
Santa Clara County Democratic Party 
Sonoma Valley Democrats 
Wellstone Democratic Renewal Club 
 
 
SOCIAL JUSTICE & CIVIL RIGHTS 
A New Way of Life 
ACLU of Northern California 
ACLU of Southern California 
Alliance for African Assistance 
Alliance of Californians for Community 
Empowerment (ACCE) 
Alliance San Diego 
Advancement Project California 
API Forward Movement 
Asian Americans Advancing Justice Los Angeles 
Asian Solidarity Collective  
AYPAL: Building API Community Power 
Bay Rising 
BLU Educational Foundation 
Building Blocks for Kids Richmond Collaborative 
Borderlands for Equity 
California Association of Nonprofits 
California Calls 
California Food and Farming Network 
California Immigrant Policy Center 
California Immigrant Youth Justice Alliance 
Californians for Justice 











 
 



California League of United Latin American 
Citizens (LULCAC) 
The California Partnership 
California Partnership for Working Families 
Casa Familiar 
Causa Justa/Just Cause (CJJC) 
Center on Policy Initiatives 
Central Coast Alliance United for a Sustainable 
Economy (CAUSE) 
Central Valley Empowerment Alliance 
Chinese Progressive Association (CPA) 
Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights 
(CHIRLA) 
Coleman Advocates 
The Community Action League 
Community Coalition 
Communities for a New California (CNC) 
Communities in Schools of Los Angeles 
Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR-
CA) 
Courage Campaign 
Dolores Huerta Foundation 
East Bay Alliance for a Sustainable Economy 
(EBASE) 
East Bay Asian Youth Center 
East Bay for Everyone 
Economic Security Project Action 
Esperanza Project 
Equal Voice for Southern California Families 
Alliance 
Equality California 
Evolve California 
Fathers & Families of San Joaquin 
Filipino Advocates for Justice 
Filipino Community Center 
Funding the Next Generation 
Future Leaders of America 
Hmong Innovating Politics 
Inland Coalition for Immigrant Justice 
Inner City Struggle 
Jewish Community Relations Council  
Justice Overcoming Boundaries 
Khmer Girls in Action 
Knotts Family Agency 
Ladies of The I.E. 
Latino Equality Alliance 
Latinos United for a New America (LUNA) 



Los Angeles Alliance for a New Economy 
(LAANE) 
Los Angeles Black Worker Center 
Los Angeles Community Action Network (LA 
CAN) 
Los Angeles United Methodist Urban 
Foundation 
Los Angeles Urban League 
Long Beach Residents Empowered 
Mexican American Legal Defense Fund 
(MALDEF) 
Mid-City CAN 
Movement Strategy Center 
Mujeres Unidas y Activas 
Muslim American Society-Public Affairs and 
Civic Engagement (MAS-PACE) 
New Star Family Justice Center 
North County Immigration Task Force 
Oakland Rising 
Orange County Civic Engagement Table 
Parent Voices Oakland 
Partnership for the Advancement of New 
Americans (PANA) 
People Organizing to Demand Environmental 
and Economic Rights (PODER) 
Pilipino Workers Center 
Pillars of the Community 
Policy Link 
Power California 
Progressive Asian Network for Action 
Promesa Boyle Heights 
Public Advocates 
Public Counsel  
Resilience Orange County 
Restore INK 
Sacred Heart Community Service 
Safe Return Project 
San Francisco Day Labor Program/La Colectiva 
de Mujeres 
San Francisco Rising 
Santa Clara County Wage Theft Coalition 
Secure Justice 
Services, Immigrant Rights and Education 
Network (SIREN) 
SIREN Action 
Silicon Valley Rising 
Social Justice Learning Institute 
Somali Bantu Association of America 











 
 



SOMOS Mayfair 
South Bay People Power 
South of Market Community Action Network 
(SOMCAN) 
Strategic Action for a Just Economy (SAJE) 
Strategic Concepts in Organizing and Policy 
Education (SCOPE) 
Survivors of Torture International 
Tech Equity Collaborative 
Time for Change 
TransLatin@ Network 
Universidad Popular 
Valley Forward 
W. Haywood Burns Institute 
Working Partnerships, USA 
YWCA of Silicon Valley 
  
 
SMALL BUSINESS & BUSINESS 
ORGANIZATIONS 
A-Cubed Marketing 
Abe Liebhaber Bows 
Acorn Tutoring  
ACP Inc. 
Ali Akbar College of Music 
Ambrosia Fine Food 
Aponte Family Child Care 
BBI Construction 
Bisnar Chase Personal Injury Attorneys 
Blossom to Success Child Care 
Cafe 21 
Cafe Ella 
Charlie’s Trees and Crafts 
Classic Rock Sandwich Shop 
Consult Jenny, Inc 
Cooley’s Family Child Care 
Davis Family Child care 
Dependable Window Cleaning 
Dialog Studios 
Domestic Divas and Dudes 
DTM Strategies 
Eagle Marketing 
Farley’s Coffee 
Fern’s Garden 
Flight of Fancy 
The Flower Cottage 
Fresno Metro Black Chamber of Commerce 
HALE 



Heaton Law 
HM Constructor Inc 
Holistic Chinese Medicine Center 
House Kombucha 
Gingerly Wax 
Goldman Associates 
Iron Horse Vineyards 
Johnson Piano Service 
Jost Legal 
Kadaya Photography 
Kiddie Kare 
Klein and Roth Consulting 
Landed, Inc. 
Law Office of Joel Freid 
Legion of Fantasy 
The Lei Company Cooperative 
The Linwood Project 
 
Little Stewart Daycare 
Long Beach School of Music 
Manny’s  
Martin Family Childcare 
MCMILLIAN 
Mills Family Daycare 
Milpa Grille 
Mosaic 
New Solidarity Printing 
Petaluma Pie Company 
The Pink Gypsy Bellydance 
Pots n Hands Catering 
Rest Assured Special Event Sitters, LLC 
Reynolds Family Childcare 
Robbins Family Law 
Selma Dream 
Sexy Grammar 
Smyer Associates 
Stream it Right 
Paloma Fashion Designs 
Patriotic Millionaires 
TMM Enterprises Group Inc. 
Touch by an Angel Family Child 
Two Enlighten 
Un Solo Sol 
The Uncles Catering and Events 
Valle Family Child care 
The Village Agape Enrichment Center, LLC. 
Voyager Search Solutions 
WilliamsSPRFUN 











 
 



Wooden Table Baking 
Yeyas 
Cornell Anderson, Financial Advisor 
Erica Carr, Small Business Owner 
Janet Clyde, Small Business Owner 
Sandra Fluke, Public Interest Attorney 
 
 
ENVIRONMENT 
Alliance for Community Transit – Los Angeles 
Asian Pacific Environmental Network (APEN) 
California Environmental Justice Alliance Action 
California Food and Farming Network 
California League of Conservation Voters 
Center for Climate Change and Health 
Climate Resolve 
Communities For A Better Environment  
Occidental Arts & Ecology Center 
San Diego 350.org 
T.R.E.E LINK 
T.R.U.S.T. South LA 
The Utility Reform Network 
  
 
2020 PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES  
Joe Biden 
Michael Bloomerg (former candidate) 
Senator Cory Booker (former candidate) 
South Bend Mayor Pete Buttigieg (former 
candidate) 
Former Housing and Urban Development 
Secretary Julian Castro (former candidate) 
Senator Kamala Harris (former candidate) 
Former Texas Rep. Beto O’Rourke (former 
candidate) 
Senator Bernie Sanders (former candidate) 
Senator Elizabeth Warren (former candidate) 
 
LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS  
 
Mayors and City Council members 
Nick Pilch, Mayor of Albany 
Jose Gurrola, Mayor of Arvin 
Jesse Arreguin, Mayor of Berkeley 
Diana Needham, Mayor of Cerritos (Ret) 
Gabriel Quinto, Mayor of El Cerrito 
Ally Medina, Mayor of Emeryville 
Paula Perotte, Mayor of Goleta 



Ariston Julian, Mayor of Guadalupe 
Paloma Aguirre, Mayor Pro Tem of Imperial 
Beach 
Eric Garcetti, Mayor of Los Angeles 
Mona Rios, Vice Mayor of National City 
Libby Schaaf, Mayor of Oakland 
Carmen Ramirez, Mayor Pro Tem of Oxnard 
John Keener, Mayor of Pacifica 
Geoff Kors, Mayor of Palm Springs 
Adrian Fine, Vice Mayor of Palo Alto 
Nancy Shepherd, Mayor of Palo Alto (Ret) 
David Glass, Mayor of Petaluma 
Gayle McLaughlin, Mayor of Richmond (Ret) 
London Breed, Mayor of San Francisco 
Cathy Murrillo, Mayor of Santa Barbara 
Justin Cummings, Mayor of Santa Cruz 
Kevin McKeown, Mayor of Santa Monica 
Chris Rogers, Vice Mayor of Santa Rosa 
Harvey Logan, Vice Mayor of Sonoma 
Michael Tubbs, Mayor of Stockton 
  
Stevevonna Evans, Adelanto City Council 
Member 
Peggy McQuaid, Albany City Council Member 
Lamar Tharpe, Antioch City Council Member 
Steve Young, Benicia City Council Member 
Sophie Hanh, Berkeley City Council Member 
Kate Harrison, Berkeley City Council Member 
Rigel Robinson, Berkeley City Council Member 
Ben Barlett, Berkeley City Council Member 
Rashi Kesarwani, Berkeley City Council Member 
Cheryl Davila, Berkeley City Council Member 
W. Clarke Conway, Brisbane City Council 
Member 
Michael Brownrigg, Burlingame City Council 
Member 
John Aguilar, Cathedral City Council Member 
Megan Beaman Jacinto, Coachella City Council 
Member 
Jacque Castillas, Corona City Council Member 
Alex Fisch, Culver City Council Member 
Daniel Lee, Culver City Council Member 
Meghan Sahli-Wells, Culver City Council 
Member 
Rod Sinks, Cupertino City Council Member 
Bryan Osorio, Delano City Council Member 
Rochelle Pardue-Okimoto, El Cerrito City 
Council Member 











 
 



John Bauters, Emeryville City Council Member 
Scott Donahue, Emeryville City Council 
Member 
Gregorio Gomez, Farmersville City Council 
Member 
Dan Brotman, Glendale City Council Member 
Sara Lamnin, Hayward City Council Member 
Elisa Marquez, Hayward City Council Member 
Mark Salinas, Hayward City Council Member 
Aisha Wahab, Hayward City Council Member 
Francisco Zermeño, Hayward City Council 
Member 
Myrna de Vera, Hercules City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Mark West, Imperial Beach City Council 
Member 
Melissa Fox, Irvine City Council Member 
Jewel Hurtado, Kingsburg City Council Member 
Colin Parent, La Mesa Council Member 
David Arambula, Lemon Grove City Council 
Member 
George Gastil, Lemon Grove City Council 
Member (Ret) 
Marqueece Harris-Dawson, Los Angeles City 
Council Member 
Paul Koretz, Los Angeles City Council Member 
Mike Bonin, Los Angeles City Council Member 
Al Austin, Long Beach City Council Member 
Adam Urrutia, Marina City Council Member 
Mary Luros, Napa City Council Member 
Rebecca Kaplan, Oakland City Council Member 
Dan Kalb, Oakland City Council Member 
Nikki Fortunato Bas, Oakland City Council 
Member 
Loren Taylor, Oakland City Council Member 
Grace Garner, Palm Springs City Council 
Member 
Tom DuBois, Palo Alto City Council Member 
Cory Wolbach, Palo Alto City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Tim Rood, Piedmont City Council Member 
Giselle Hale, Redwood City Council Member 
Shelly Masur, Redwood City Council Member 
Eddie Tejeda, Redlands City Council Member 
Jael Myrick, Richmond City Council Member 
Melvin Willis, Richmond City Council Member 
Jovanka Beckles, Richmond City Council 
Member (Ret) 



Vinay Pimple, Richmond City Council Member 
(Former) 
Andrew  Melendrez. Riverside City Council 
Member 
Michael Salazar, San Bruno City Council 
Member 
Chris Ward, San Diego City Council Member 
Sergio Jimenez, San Jose City Council Member 
Raul Peralez, San Jose City Council Member 
Amourence Lee, San Mateo City Council 
Member 
Rick Bonilla, San Mateo City Council Member 
Rita Xavier, San Pablo City Council Member 
Abel Pineda, San Pablo City Council Member 
Cecilia Valdez, San Pablo City Council Member 
(Ret) 
Genoveva Calloway, San Pablo City Council 
Member (Ret) 
Martine Watkins, Santa Cruz City Council 
Member 
Jose Solorio, Santa Ana City Council Member 
Sandy Brown, Santa Cruz City Council Member 
Gloria Soto, Santa Maria City Council Member 
Terry O’Day, Santa Monica City Council 
Member 
Jack Tibbetts, Santa Rosa City Council Member 
Rishi Kumar, Saratoga City Council Member 
Jon Wizard, Seaside City Council Member 
Christina Fugazi, Stockton City Council Member 
Mason Fong, Sunnyvale City Council Member 
Holli Thier, Tiburon Town Council Member 
Blanca Gomez, Victorville City Council Member 
Filipe Hernandez, Watsonville City Council 
Member 
Lowell Hurst, Watsonville City Council Member 
Daniel Yost, Woodside City Council Member 
  
County Supervisors 
Keith Carson, Alameda County Supervisor 
Wilma Chan, Alameda County Supervisor 
Damon Connolly, Marin County Supervisor 
Dennis Rodoni, Marin County Supervisor 
Sheila Kuehl, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Hilda Solis, Los Angeles County Supervisor 
Victor Manuel Perez, Riverside County 
Supervisor  
Nathan Fletcher, San Diego County Supervisor 











 
 



Jane Kim, San Francisco County Supervisor 
(former) 
Gordon Mar, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Sandra Fewer, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Matt Haney, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Hillary Ronen, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Rafael Mandelman, San Francisco Board of 
Supervisors 
Das Williams, Santa Barbara County Supervisor 
Joan Hartmann, Santa Barbara Board of 
Supervisors 
Gregg Hart, Santa Barbara Board of Supervisors 
Susan Ellenberg, Santa Clara Board of 
Supervisors 
Cindy Chavez, Santa Clara Board of Supervisors 
John Leopold, Santa Cruz Board of Supervisors 
Skip Tomson, Solano County Supervisor 
Lynda Hopkins, Sonoma County Supervisor 
Susan Gorin, Sonoma County Supervisor 
Steve Bennett, Ventura County Supervisor 
John Zaragoza, Ventura County Supervisor 
  
STATE & FEDERAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
Senator Ben Allen, 26th District 
Senator Toni Atkins, President Pro tem 
Senator Maria Elena Durazo, 24th Senate 
District 
Senator Connie Leyva, 20th District 
Senator Holly Mitchell, 30th District  
Senator Nancy Skinner, 9th District 
Senator Bob Wieckowski, 10th Senate District 
Senator Scott Wiener, 11th District 
Assemblymember, Richard Bloom, 50th District 
Assemblymember Rob Bonta, 18th District 
Assemblymember Kansen Chu, 25th District 
Assemblymember David Chui, 17th District 
Assemblymember Susan Eggman, 13th District 
Assemblymember Lorena Gonzalez, 80th 
District 
Assemblymember Ash Kalra, 27th District 
Assemblymember Sydney Kamlager, 54th 
District 
Assemblymember Kevin McCarty, 7th District 
Assemblymember, Kevin Mullin, 22nd District 



Assemblymember Bill Quirk, 20th District 
Assemblymember Mark Stone, 29th District  
Assemblymember Anthony Rendon, Speaker 
pro Tempore 
Assemblymember Freddie Rodriguez, 52nd 
District 
Assemblymember Buffy Wicks, 15th District 
Tony Thurmond, State Superintendent of 
Public Instruction 
Barbara Lee, U.S. Congressperson 
Karen Bass, U.S. Congressperson 
Dave Jones, CA Insurance Commissioner 
(Emeritus) 
Ro Khanna, U.S. Congressperson  
Kevin de Leon, CA State Senate President 
(Emeritus) 
  
 
 
SCHOOL BOARD OFFICIALS  
Amber Childress, Alameda County Board of 
Education 
Mia Bonta, Alameda Unified School District 
Board President 
Anne McKereghan, Alameda Unified School 
District (Ret) 
L. Karen Monroe, Alameda County 
Superintendent of Schools 
Sara Hinkley, Albany Unified School District 
Kim Trutane, Albany Unified School District 
Michaela Weinstein, Albany Unified School 
District Student Board Member 
Joseph Barragan, Alvord Unified School District 
Bob Laurent, Amador Unified School District 
Juan Alvarez, Anaheim Elementary School 
District 
Debra Vinson, Antioch Unified School District 
(Ret) 
Christopher Apodaca, Artesia, Bloomfield, 
Carmenita Unified School District Trustee 
Jeri Bible Vogel, Azusa Unified School District 
Xilonin Cruz-Gonzalez, Azusa Unified School 
District 
Julie Sinai, Berkeley School Board Director 
Tristen Walker-Shuman, Beverly Hills Unified 
School District Board Member 
Gil Rebollar, Brawley Elementary School 
District Trustee 











 
 



Keri Kropke, Brea Olinda Schools District Board 
Trustee 
Sophia Layne, Cabrillo Unified School District 
Jo A.S. Loss, Castro Valley Unified School 
District 
Francisco Tamayo, Chula Vista Elementary 
School District 
Laurie Humphrey, Chula Vista Elementary 
School District Trustee 
Brigitte Davila, City College of San Francisco 
President 
Alex Randolph, City College of San Francisco 
John Rizzo, City College of San Francisco 
Shanell Williams, City College of San Francisco 
Tom Temprano, City College of San Francisco 
Lorraine Prinsky, Coast Community College 
District 
Kent Taylor, Colton Joint Unified School District 
Sarah Bulter, Contra Costa County Board of 
Education 
Lorien Cunningham, Cupertino Union School 
Board 
Jennet Stebbins, Delta Community College of 
San Joaquin 
Megan Rouse, Dublin Unified School District 
Board Trustee 
Amy Miller, Dublin Unified School District 
Board President 
Pattie Cortese, East Side Union High School 
District 
David Diaz, El Monte Union High School District 
Rimga Viskanta, Encinitas Union School District 
Douglas Paulson, Escondido Union School 
District 
Mario Fernandez, Eureka City Schools Board 
Trustee 
Marisa Hanson, Evergreen School District 
David Isom, Fairfield-Suisun Unified School 
District 
Susan Liebes, Fallbrook Union Elementary 
School Board Trustee 
Omar Torres, Franklin-McKinley School District 
(Ret) 
Dianne Jones, Fremont Unified School District 
Board Trustee 
Henry Lo, Garvey Elementary School District 
Lois Locci, Gavilan Joint Community College 
District 



Jennifer Freemon, Glendale Unified School 
District Board of Education President 
Shant Sahakian, Glendale Unified School 
District Board of Education Member 
Luz Reyes-Martin, Goleta Union School District 
Board Trustee 
April Oquenda, Hayward Unified Schools 
District Board VIce President 
Dr. Annette Walker, Hayward Unified School 
District 
Ken Rawdon, Hayward Unified School District 
Board member 
Tony sandoval, Heber Elementary School 
District Trustee 
Kalimah Salahuddin, Jefferson Union High 
School District 
Robert Garcia, Jurupa Unified School District 
Juan Benitez, Long Beach Unified School 
District Board of Education Vice President 
Gretchen Newby, Los Gatos Saratoga Unified 
School District (ret) 
Jonathan T. Wright, Martinez Unified School 
District Board Trustee 
Miguel Lopez, Merced City School District 
Board Clerk 
William Fischer, Mira Costa College Trustee 
Wendy Root Askew, Monterey Peninsula 
Unified School District Trustee 
Yuri Anderson,  Monterey Peninsula Unified 
School District Trustee 
Mary Patterson, Morgan Hill Unified School 
District Board President  
David Gerard, Morgan Hill Unified School 
District (Ret) 
Karalee Hargrove, Morongo Unified School 
District Board Member 
Amy Martenson, Napa Valley College (Ret) 
Brian Lovell, Northern Humboldt Union High 
School District 
Ed Lopez, North Orange County Community 
College District 
Gregory Mack, Novato Unified School District 
Jody London, Oakland Unified School District 
Shanthi Gonzales, Oakland Unified School 
District 
Nina Senn, Oakland Unified School District 
(Ret) 
Stacy Begin, Oceanside Unified School District 











 
 



Eric Joyce, Oceanside Unified School District  
Gina Clayton-Tarvin, Oceanview School District 
Board of Trustees 
Efrain Cazeres, Oceanview Elementary School 
District Board Clerk  
Teresa Cox, Ohlone Community College Board 
Trustee 
Karen Sher, Oxnard Union High School District 
Trustee 
Maria Orozco, Pajaro Valley Unified School 
District Trustee 
Mark Evilsizer, Palomar Community College 
District 
John Halcon, Palomar Community College 
District 
Cindi Reiss, Peralta Community College District 
Board Trustee 
Nicky Yuen, Peralta Community College District 
Board Trustee 
Julina Bonilla, Peralta Community College 
District Board Trustee 
Kimberley Beatty, Poway Unified School 
District 
Darshana Patel, Poway Unified School District 
Dennis McBride, Redwood City School District 
Katie Valenzuela, Sacramento City Unified 
School District Trustee 
Mai Vang, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Sean Loloee, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Ramona Landeros, Sacramento City Unified 
School District Trustee 
Roy Grimes, Sacramento City Unified School 
District Trustee 
Mai Vang, Sacramento City Unified School 
DistrictTrustee 
Joanne Ahola, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Harold Fong, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Bina Leftkovitz, Sacramento County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Karina Talamantes, Sacramento County Board 
of Education Trustee 
Kathryn Ramirez, Salinas City Elementary 
School District Board Trustee 



Barbara Flores, San Bernardino City Unified 
School District 
Carol Elliott, San Carlos School District 
Bernie Rhinerson, San Diego Community 
College District Board Trustee 
Maria Senour, San Diego Community College 
District Trustee 
Alicia Munoz, San Diego County Office of 
Education 
Beth Hergesheimer, San Dieguito Unified 
School District Trustee 
Rod Hsiao, San Mateo Office of Education 
Board Trustee 
Emily Murase, San Francisco Board of 
Education (Ret) 
Mark Sanchez, San Francisco Board of 
Education 
Ivy Lee, San Francisco Community College 
District Trustee 
Zima Creason, San Juan Unified School District 
Board of Education 
Brian Wheatley, San Jose Unified School 
District 
Maurice Goodman, San Mateo County 
Community College 
Shara Watkins, San Mateo-Foster City School 
District Trustee 
Linda Jackson, San Rafael School District 
Trustee 
Greg Knell, San Rafael School District Trustee 
President 
Rudy Lopez, San Ysidro School Board Trustee 
Jonathan Abboud, Santa Barbara Community 
College District 
Peter Ortiz, Santa Clara County Board of 
Education 
Jane Barr, Santa Cruz County Office of 
Education 
Deborah Tracy-Proulx, Santa Cruz City Schools 
Board President 
Maria Leon-Vazquez, Santa Monica/Malibu 
Unified School District 
Roger Snyder, Scotts Valley Unified School 
District Board President 
Debra Schade Solana Beach School District 
Trustee 
Gina Cuclis, Sonoma County Board of Education 











 
 



Marco Amaral, South Bay Union School District 
Trustee 
Nora Vargas, Southwestern College Board 
President 
Steve McDougall, Spreckles Union School 
District Board Trustee 
Eric Payne, State Center Community College 
District Trustee 
Lang Luntao, Stockton Unified School District 
Board President 
Candelaria Vargas, Stockton Unified School 
District Trustee 
Bob Lawson, Vallejo City Unified School District 
Ruscal Cayangyang, Vallejo School Board 
President (Former) 
Mark Lisagor, Ventura County Board of 
Education Trustee 
Matthew Doyle, Vista Unified School District 
Superintendent 
Martha Alvarado, Vista Unified School District 
Trustee 
Cipriano Vargas, Vista Unified School District  
Madeline Kronenberg, West Contra Costa 
Unified School District 
Norma Alcala, Washington Unified School 
District 
Vladimir Gomez, Wilsona Elementary School 
District Trustee 
  
OTHER ELECTED & PUBLIC OFFICIALS 
Steve White, Anaheim Planning Commissioner 
Lateefah Simon, Bay Area Regional Transit 
District 7 Director 
Bevan Dufty, Bay Area Regional Transit District 
9 Director 
Alejandro Soto-Vigil, Berkeley Rent 
Stabilization Board 
Igor Trgub, Berkeley Rent Stabilization Board 
Taisha Brown, California Democratic Party 
African American Caucus Chair 
Florante Ibanez, California State Library 
Services Board Vice President 
Karen Camacho, East Palo Alto Rent 
Stabilization Board 
Rick Tuttle, Los Angeles City Controller 
(Former) 
Kris Organ, Treasurer, Marin Democratic Party 



Barbara Contreras Rapisarda, Pico Water 
District 
Elizabeth Minter, Placentia Library District of 
Orange County 
NIschit Hegde, Oakland Planning 
Commissioner  
Gregg Fishman, Sacramento Municipal Utility 
District Board Trustee 
 
CITIES & COUNTIES 
Alameda County Board of Supervisors 
Albany City Council 
Berkeley City Council 
El Cerrito City Council 
Emeryville City Council 
Oakland City Council 
Richmond City Council 
San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
San Pablo City Council  
 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
Alameda County Board of Education 
Albany Unified School District 
Alum Rock Union Elementary School District 
Anaheim Elementary School District 
Berkeley Unified School District 
Berryessa Union School District 
Escondido Union School District 
Gilroy Unified School District 
Glendale Unified School District 
Hayward Unified School District 
Jefferson Union High School District 
Jurupa Valley Unified School District 
Los Angeles Unified School District 
Los Angeles Community College District 
Marin County Board of Education 
Mount Diablo Unified School District 
Oakland Unified School District 
Ocean View School District  
Oceanside Unified School District 
Ohlone Community College District 
Palmdale School District Board of Education 
Pasadena Unified School District 
Sacramento City Unified School District 
San Bruno Park School District 
San Francisco Unified School District 
San Jose Unified School District 
San Lorenzo Unified School District 











 
 



San Marcos Unified School District 
Santa Ana Unified School District 
Santa Clara Unified Schools District 
Stockton Unified School District 
West Contra Costa Unified School District 
Woodland Unified School District 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT CANDIDATES 
Ricardo Favela, Candidate, Fallbrook 
Elementary School District 
Angela Andrews, Candidate, Hayward City 
Council  
Lacei Amodei, Candidate, Hayward City Council  
Nestor Castillo, Candidate, Hayward City 
Council 
Elisha Crader, Candidate,  Hayward City 
Council  
Treva Reid, Candidate, Oakland City Council  
Ryan Bell, Candidate, Pasadena City Council 
Terra Lawson-Remer, Candidate, San Diego 
Board of Supervisors 
Stephen Witburn, Candidate, San Diego City 
Council District 3 
Seta Ghazarian, Candidate, Victor Valley Union 
High School District Board 
Fatima Iqbal-Zubiar, Candidate, CA State 
Assembly District 64 
 



 













 
 



Select Media Clips about Schools & Communities First Initiative 
 



Print Coverage: 
 



• Los Angeles Times: Corporations get big edge in Prop. 13 quirk 
 



• Los Angeles Times: Column: A change to Proposition 13 that homeowners can 
get behind 



 
• La Opinión: En apoyo de Escuelas y Comunidades Primero / La Opinión: In 



support of Schools and Communities First 
 



• San Francisco Chronicle: California’s Proposition 13 ballot fight intensifies with 
coronavirus pandemic 



 
 
Television coverage: 



• San Diegans are rallying behind Schools & Communities First! 
• Es hora que las grandes corporaciones paguen lo que deben! 
• It's time corporations pay their fair share! 



 













From: Gloria Soto
To: Lesley Robledo
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 2:25:01 PM


Perfect! Julianna is my intern as well. :)


Yes, let me know next week to see what we can coordinate. 


On May 27, 2020, at 1:35 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Hi Gloria, 


I felt so bad, thank you for understanding. 


And I talked to Juliana Neel. She donated and messaged me asking if she could
share it on the page of Young Democrats. But I’m okay with you guys sharing it
anywhere and with anyone. 


A call would be great. Unfortunately I do not know my schedule for next week
because I’m going to start at a law office next week and they haven’t given me
my schedule, but once I know I will give you some days and hours as soon as I
know. Hope that’s okay. 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 27, 2020, at 12:46 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Hi Lesley, 


No worries. With COVID the days are a blur. I shared with the group
your project and they are happy to help. The SMV Young Dems will
post on their social media your link. I will chat with a member of my
team today to see how else we can support your effort. Would you be
open to jumping on a call sometime next week? If so, what day and
time is best for you? 


-Gloria


On May 26, 2020, at 8:05 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it is.
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So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I
look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems 
Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on 
ZOOM! This meeting we will be discussing 
COVID-19! We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSU
Judz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17
PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com
> wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for
responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And
of course I would love to
attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at
12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
> wrote:
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Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in
responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for
starting this! My team and I
have started the
conversation of providing
lunch with music to a group
of farmworkers to show our
appreciation. I am happy to
donate, share, and help with
the coordination of your
effort. I have a Young
Democrats  meeting tonight
at 6pm via zoom. Would
you be able to jump on the
call to share this with the
group to see if they can also
help.


Let me know what your
thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23,
2020, at 1:30
PM, Lesley
Robledo
<lesley.r.robled
o@gmail.com>
wrote:


Good afternoon
Gloria, 


My name is
Lesley Robledo
and I recently
moved to Santa
Maria from the
Central Valley.
I am currently a
student and a
Student
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Ambassador at
Allan Hancock
College. I have
fallen in love
with this
community,
which is why I
have started a
GoFund for my
birthday to
provide lunch
for our
agricultural
workers during
this difficult
time. I am
unfortunately
having trouble
gathering
money since I
am new to
town. I am
extremely
passionate
about helping
my people and
I don't want to
have to end this
project. You
can also learn
more about me
and the
GoFund in the
description box
of the GoFund.
Please feel free
to ask me any
questions you
may have.


I was hoping
you could share
this among
people you
know, I would
greatly
appreciate it.
I have left the
link below as
well.







gf.me/u/xywxc
x


Thank you and
take care, 
Lesley Robledo
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From: Jason Stilwell
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: RE: Help with finding a space
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 12:26:23 PM


Sorry
 


From: Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> 
Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 9:35 AM
To: Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Re: Help with finding a space
 
Thanks for trying, Jason!


—
Gloria S. Soto, Councilwoman  
she/her/hers
City of Santa Maria
110 East Cook Street / Santa Maria, CA 93454
Telephone: (805) 925-0951 x 2193 
gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and
courteous manner possible.”


On Jun 10, 2020, at 9:12 PM, Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:



Hi Gloria, Sorry we don’t have any open at this time as they are
still closed due to the pandemic.  Jason
 
------ Original message------
From: Gloria Soto
Date: Wed, Jun 10, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Jason Stilwell;
Cc:
Subject:Fwd: Help with finding a space
 
Hi Jason, 
 
Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.
 
Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
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Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
 
Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow
evening. As you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation
between Rancho Laguna Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini.
On Tuesday we were able to meet at the county board room thanks to
Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the county is in budget
hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we need it.
We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Lesley Robledo
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 12:46:20 PM


Hi Lesley, 


No worries. With COVID the days are a blur. I shared with the group your project and they are
happy to help. The SMV Young Dems will post on their social media your link. I will chat
with a member of my team today to see how else we can support your effort. Would you be
open to jumping on a call sometime next week? If so, what day and time is best for you? 


-Gloria


On May 26, 2020, at 8:05 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it is.
So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I look forward to virtually
meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems Meeting on Tuesday, May 
26th at 6PM on ZOOM! This meeting we will be discussing COVID-19! 
We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:
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Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I would love
to attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I
have started the conversation of providing lunch with
music to a group of farmworkers to show our
appreciation. I am happy to donate, share, and help
with the coordination of your effort. I have a Young
Democrats  meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom. Would
you be able to jump on the call to share this with the
group to see if they can also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley
Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo and I
recently moved to Santa Maria from the
Central Valley. I am currently a student
and a Student Ambassador at Allan
Hancock College. I have fallen in love
with this community, which is why I
have started a GoFund for my birthday
to provide lunch for our agricultural
workers during this difficult time. I am
unfortunately having trouble gathering
money since I am new to town. I am
extremely passionate about helping my
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people and I don't want to have to end
this project. You can also learn more
about me and the GoFund in the
description box of the GoFund. Please
feel free to ask me any questions you
may have.


I was hoping you could share this
among people you know, I would
greatly appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 
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Importance: High


Dear Housing, Community and Economic Development policy committee members:
 
As you are aware, the HCED policy committee did not have an opportunity to finish the agenda on


June 5th.  There are two remaining action items that need a committee recommendation. 


Therefore, HCED policy committee will hold another committee meeting on June 17th at 9:30 a.m. 
Please see the attached agenda and information packet.   Also, the registration information is
below.  Thank you very much for participating.  I look forward to seeing everyone again. 
 
Register in advance for this meeting:
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the
meeting.
 
Jason Rhine
Assistant Legislative Director
League of California Cities
p. 916-658-8264 | c. 916-606-2458
jrhine@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn


 
 
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.
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HOUSING, COMMUNICATIONS & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT POLICY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, June 17, 2020 



9:30 a.m. – 11a.m. 



Register in advance for this meeting: 
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV  
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the 
meeting. 



AGENDA 



I. Welcome and Introductions
Speaker: Chair, Blanca Pacheco, Mayor, City of Downey
Marilyn Ashcraft, Mayor, City of Alameda



II. Public Comment



III. Legislative Agenda (Attachment A)   Action Item 
• SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps
• SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones



IV. Legislative and Budget Update (Attachment B)   Informational Item  



Next Meeting (tent.): Annual Conference, Long Beach, October 7 
Staff will notify committee members after August 17 if the policy committee will be meeting in October. 



NOTE: Policy committee members should be aware that lunch is served at these meetings. The state’s Fair Political Practices Commission takes the position that the value 
of the lunch should be reported on city officials’ statement of economic interests form. Because of the service you provide at these meetings, the League takes the position 
that the value of the lunch should be reported as income (in return for your service to the committee) as opposed to a gift (note that this is not income for state or federal 
income tax purposes—just Political Reform Act reporting purposes). If you would prefer not to have to report the value of the lunches as income, we will let you know the 
amount so you may reimburse the League.   



Brown Act Reminder: The League of California Cities’ Board of Directors has a policy of complying with the spirit of open meeting laws. Generally, off-agenda items may be 
taken up only if: 
1. Two-thirds of the policy committee members find a need for immediate action exists and the need to take action came to the attention of the policy committee after the 



agenda was prepared (Note: If fewer than two-thirds of policy committee members are present, taking up an off-agenda item requires a unanimous vote); or 
2. A majority of the policy committee finds an emergency (for example: work stoppage or disaster) exists. 
A majority of a city council may not, consistent with the Brown Act, discuss specific substantive issues among themselves at League meetings. Any such discussion is 
subject to the Brown Act and must occur in a meeting that complies with its requirements. 
Informational Items: Any agenda item listed for information purposes may be acted upon by the Policy Committee if the Chair determines such action is warranted and 
conforms with current League policy. If the committee wishes to revise League policy or adopt new policy for an item listed as informational, committees are encouraged to 
delay action until the next meeting to allow for preparation of a full analysis of the item. 
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 HOUSING, COMMUNITY &ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Legislative Agenda 



June 17, 2020 



Staff:  Jason Rhine, Assistant Legislative Director (916) 658-8264 



1. SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Map (Full Text)



Bill Summary: 
This measure would require a local government to ministerally approve a housing development 
containing two residential units (duplex) in single-family zones.  Additionally, this measure would 
require local governments to ministerally approve urban lot split. 



Bill Description: 
Duplex Provision 
A proposed housing development containing two residential units shall be considered 
ministerially, without discretionary review or a hearing, in zones where allowable uses are 
limited to single-family residential development, if the proposed housing development meets all 
of the following requirements: 



• The parcel is located within a city the boundaries of which include some portion of either
an urbanized area or urban cluster, or, for unincorporated areas, a legal parcel wholly
within the boundaries of an urbanized area or urban cluster.  The Census Bureau
identifies urbanized areas as those with 50,000 or more people; and defines urban
clusters as areas with at least 2,500 and less than 50,000 people.



• The parcel cannot be located on any of the following:
o Prime farmland or farmland of statewide importance.
o Wetlands.
o Land within the very high fire hazard severity zone, unless the development



complies with state mitigation requirements.
o A hazardous waste site.
o An earthquake fault zone.
o Land within the 100-year floodplain or a floodway.
o Land identified for conservation under a natural community conservation plan, or



lands under conservation easement.
o Habitat for protected species.
o A site that has been placed on a national, state, or local historic register.



• The proposed housing development would not require demolition or alteration requiring
evacuation or eviction of an existing housing unit of any of the following types of
housing:



o Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that restricts
rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate, low, or very low
income.



o Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a public
entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



o Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past 15
years.



o Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.
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• The development is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or
local historic register.



• A city or county may impose objective zoning and design standards that do not conflict
with this measure.



• A city or county shall not require the development project to comply with an objective
design standard that would prohibit the development from including up to two units.



• A city or county may require offstreet parking of up to one space per unit as long as that
requirement doesn’t prevent the housing development from moving forward.



• A city or county shall not impose parking requirements if any of the following is true:
o The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public transit.
o The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant historic



district.
o There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel.



• A proposed housing development shall not require the demolition of more than one
existing exterior wall.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if a local ordinance allows.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if the site has not been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.



• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides
that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA.



Urban Lot Split Provisions 
A city or county shall ministerially approve a parcel map for an urban lot split that meets all the 
following requirements: 



• The parcel map subdivides an existing parcel to create two new parcels of equal size.



• Both newly created parcels are no smaller than 1,200 square feet, unless a city or
county adopts a smaller minimum lot size.



• The parcel being subdivided meets all the following requirements:
o The parcel is zoned for residential use.
o The parcel is located within an urbanized area or urban cluster.
o The parcel is not looked in any of the protected sites as listed above.
o The parcel does not contain any of the following types of housing:



 Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that
restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate,
low, or very low income.



 Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a
public entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



 Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past
15 years;
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 Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years. 
 



• The parcel is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or local 
historic register. 
 



• The parcel has not been established through prior exercise of an urban lot split as 
provided for in this section. 



 
• The owner of the parcel being subdivided has not previously subdivided an adjoining 



parcel using an urban lot split as provided for in this section. 
 



• An application for an urban lot split shall be approved in accordance with the following 
requirements: 



o A local agency shall approve or deny an application for an urban lot split 
ministerially without discretionary review. 



o A local agency shall not impose regulations that require dedications of rights-of-
way or the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created as a condition of issuing a parcel map for an urban lot split. 
 



• A local agency may require any of the following conditions when receiving a request for 
an urban lot split: 



o Easements. 
o A requirement that the parcels have access to, provide access to, or adjoin the 



public right-of-way. 
o Offstreet parking of up to one space per unit, except that a local agency shall not 



impose parking requirements in any of the following instances: 
 The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public 



transit. 
 The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant 



historic district. 
 There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel. 



 
• A city or county may impose objective zoning and objective design standards applicable 



to a parcel created by an urban lot split that do not conflict with this section. 
 



• A city or county shall not impose objective zoning or objective design standards that 
reduce the buildable area on each newly created parcel to less than 50 percent of the 
buildable area on the parcel being subdivided. 



 
• “Buildable area” means the area on the lot that remains after the application of zoning 



and design standards and regulations that require dedications of rights-of-way, 
easements, and the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created. 



 
• A city or county shall not be required to permit an accessory dwelling unit on parcels that 



have been subdivided and both parcels have a duplex. 
• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides 



that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA 
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Background: 
In recent years, the Legislature has past numerous bills that have paved the way for the 
construction of accessory dwelling units (ADU).  Cities are now required to ministerally approve 
up to three units on all residential lots - the main house, an ADU up to 1200 square feet 
(converted pool house or garage, etc.), and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU) (smaller in 
size and attached to the main house). 
 
The Legislature has also debated several bills that would have dramatically increased allowable 
building heights and density in single-family zones.  Some of these measures would have 
allowed up to six story apartment buildings along transits lines in single-family neighborhoods.   
None of these proposals advanced to the Governor’s desk.   
 
However, in January, following the defeat of SB 50 (Wiener), Senate President Pro Tempore 
Atkins pledged to work on a package of bills to help solve the housing crisis gripping many 
regions of the state.  On May 20, 2020, the Senate released their housing package.   
 
Senate President Pro Tempore Atkins made the following statement: 
 
“At the start of the year, my colleagues and I committed to developing a comprehensive, 
successful approach to housing production. We remain dedicated to that goal, but due to 
COVID-19 and the economic fallout that has accompanied it, we must pivot our approach,” 
Atkins said. “This package of legislation would make more housing production possible 
generating high wage jobs for skilled construction workers, even while we continue to work 
through the new realities and uncertain times caused by the pandemic and economic downturn. 
And it positions California to leap forward exponentially on affordable housing as times get 
better.” 
SB 1120 is one of the bills in the Senate housing package. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with approving duplexes and lot splits are likely to be covered by development 
fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Well-Planned New Growth 
Recognize and preserve open space, watersheds, environmental habitats, and agricultural 
lands, while accommodating new growth in compact forms, in a manner that: 



• De-emphasizes automobile dependency. 
• Integrates the new growth into existing communities. 
• Creates a diversity of affordable housing near employment centers. 
• Provides job opportunities for people of all ages and income levels. 



 
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
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Subdivision Map Act 
The League supports maximizing local control over subdivisions and public improvement 
financing. Discretion over the conditions and length of subdivision and parcel maps should be 
retained by cities. 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “SB 1120 promotes small-scale neighborhood residential development 
by streamlining the process for a homeowner to create a duplex or subdivide an existing lot in 
all residential areas.  This policy builds upon existing prior successful housing policies such as 
the state’s Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law, which led to a 63 percent increase in ADU 
permit requests statewide in the first two years alone.  Additionally, the policy leverages 
valuable but previously untapped resources, such as developed but underutilized land, while 
building valuable equity for homeowners.  The bill also respects the priorities of local 
governments in local land use decisions: such applications must meet a specific list of 
qualifications that ensure protection of local zoning and design standards, historic districts, 
environmental quality, and existing tenants vulnerable to displacement. 
 
“COVID-19 has dramatically exacerbated California’s already-severe housing crisis.  Essential 
workers are more likely to live in overcrowded housing, which is linked to an increased risk of 
contracting (and dying from) the disease.  Among households facing COVID-related loss of 
income, half were already struggling to afford rent pre-COVID and now face eviction, housing 
instability, and homelessness.  Finally, estimates show that homeless individuals are two to 
three times more likely to die from COVID-19 than their housed counterparts.  The best way to 
address these issues is to provide more housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income 
families by creating the environment and opportunity for small-scale neighborhood 
development.” 
 
As mentioned above, under existing law, cities are required to allow up to three units on all 
residential lots - the main house, an ADU, and a junior accessory dwelling unit.  Given existing 
law, the HCED policy committee may want to consider how much of a change is it to require 
cities to allow duplexes in single-family zones? 
 
It is important to note that under SB 1120, a developer could convert the existing single-family 
home into a duplex and then add an ADU and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU).  SB 
1120 prohibits this from happening only if the developer also splits the lot.  HCED policy 
committee may want to consider requesting an amendment to prohibit ADUs and JADUs on all 
lots that take advantage of SB 1120. 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
 
Support: 
California Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; Schneider Electric. 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
Livable California  
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1120 and make a recommendation to the Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 



5











Board Action: 
 
 
2. SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones. (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would create the Neighborhood Homes Act, which establishes a housing 
development project as an authorized use on a neighborhood lot, defined as a lot zoned for 
office or retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. 
 
Bill Description: 
Specifically, SB 1385 would require a housing development project on a neighborhood lot to 
comply with all of the following: 



• The density for the housing development shall meet or exceed the applicable density 
deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households (Mullin 
densities). 
 



• The housing development shall be subject to local zoning, parking, design, and other 
ordinances applicable to a housing development in a zone that meets the requirements 
of paragraph. 



 
• If the existing zoning designation for the parcel, as adopted by the local government, 



allows residential use at a density greater than that required in paragraph by this 
measure, the local zoning designation shall apply. 
 



• The housing development shall comply with any design review or other public notice, 
comment, hearing, or procedure imposed by the local agency on a housing development 
in the applicable zoning designation identified. 



 
• A city or county may exempt a neighborhood lot from this section in its housing element 



if the local agency concurrently reallocates the lost residential density to other lots so 
that there is no net loss in residential production capacity in the jurisdiction. 



 
• A local agency may reallocate the residential density from an exempt neighborhood lot 



pursuant to this subdivision only upon a finding by the local agency that the construction 
cost of the reallocated housing units will not be greater than the construction cost of 
housing units built under the applicable zoning standards. 



 
• This measure does not alter or lessen the applicability of any housing, environmental, or 



labor law applicable to a housing development authorized by this section, including, but 
not limited to, the following: 



o The California Coastal Act of 1976. 
o The California Environmental Quality Act. 
o The Housing Accountability Act. 
o The Density Bonus Law. 
o Obligations to affirmatively further fair housing. 
o State or local affordable housing laws. 
o State or local tenant protection laws. 
 



• All local demolition ordinances shall apply to a project developed on a neighborhood lot. 
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• An applicant seeking to develop a housing project on a neighborhood lot may request 
that a local agency establish a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, or may request 
that the neighborhood lot be annexed to an existing community facilities district. 



 
• An annexation to a community facilities district for a neighborhood lot shall be subject to 



a protest proceeding. 
 



• An applicant who voluntarily enrolls in the district shall not be required to pay a 
development, impact, or mitigation fee, charge, or exaction in connection with the 
approval of a development project to the extent that those facilities and services are 
funded by a community facilities district established pursuant to this subdivision. This 
paragraph shall not prohibit a local agency from imposing any application, development, 
mitigation, building, or other fee to fund the construction cost of public infrastructure 
facilities or services that are not funded by a community facilities district to support a 
housing development project. 



 
• Housing developments on neighborhood lots shall be eligible for SB 35’s streamlined 



ministerial approval process if it meets all of the following requirements: 
o The proposed project meets the objective zoning, design, and subdivision 



standards that apply to the neighborhood lot as a result of SB 1385. 
o The proposed project meets all of SB 35’s other requirements. 
o The site is zoned for office or retail commercial use and 50 percent or more of its 



total square footage has been vacant for a period of at least three years prior to 
the submission of the application. 



 
Background: 
In recent years, consumers have increasingly shopped more and more online.  This has put 
significant pressure on traditional brick and mortar stores.  Anchor tenants like Sears, Kmart, 
and Macy’s have closed physical stores and left large vacancies in commercial areas. 
 
According to an April 24, 2020, brief published by McKinsey and Company, the onset of COVID-
19 has aggravated the existing challenges that the retail sector faces, including: 



• A shift to online purchasing over brick-and-mortar sales. 
• Customers seeking safe and healthy purchasing options. 
• Increased emphasis on value for money when purchasing goods. 
• Movement towards more flexible and versatile labor. 
• Reduced consumer loyalty in favor of less expensive brands. 



 
With several large retailers such as Nieman Marcus, J.C. Penney, J. Crew, and Pier 1 filing for 
bankruptcy, store closings have already been announced or are expected in the future.  The 
investment firm UBS estimates that by 2025, 100,000 stores in the United States will close as 
online sales grow from 15 percent to 25 percent of total retail sales. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with redeveloping commercial and retail areas are likely to be covered by 
development fees. 
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Existing League Policy:  
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Maximize Existing Infrastructure 
Accommodate additional growth by first focusing on the use and reuse of existing urbanized 
lands supplied with infrastructure, with an emphasis on reinvesting in the maintenance and 
rehabilitation of existing infrastructure 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “Large shopping malls, strip malls, and ‘big box’ retail stores are facing 
a new reality: consumers’ needs are being met online. Many shopping centers have struggled to 
remain viable as large anchor stores like Sears and Toys R Us have closed their doors or gone 
out of business, unable to keep up with major online retailers like Amazon. Now, many areas 
throughout California are left with struggling or vacant, often-times run-down, commercial 
centers without any interest in development from commercial business. 
 
“At the same time retail vacancies are growing, California’s housing crisis continues to worsen. 
According to the California Budget and Policy Center, over 50% of renters and nearly 40% of 
homeowners pay more than 30% of their income in rent. In addition, the Public Policy Institute of 
California recently reported that California’s housing shortage continues to grow as the number 
of residential building permits issued for 2018 and 2019 were far below the recommended 
annual average of new homes needed. While there is no single policy to fix California’s housing 
crisis, providing easy ways for cities to increase their housing supply is a step in the right 
direction, and SB 1385 will do just that. This bill allows for cities to approve residential 
development in commercially zoned retail and office spaces that are vacant or no longer viable. 
By doing so, we open up previously developed land that is a perfect opportunity to convert to 
residential or mixed-use purposes and expand California’s housing supply.” 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
 
Support: 
California Forward Action Fund (sponsor); Abundant Housing LA; Bay Area Council; California 
Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; California Building Industry 
Association; California Community Builders; California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley; 
California YIMBY; Facebook, Inc.; Habitat for Humanity California; Habitat for Humanity Greater 
San Francisco; Housing Land Trust of Sonoma County; North Bay Leadership Council; Office of 
Community & Economic Development at Fresno State; Orange County Business Council; 
People for Housing - Orange County; San Francisco Bay Area Planning and Urban Research 
Association (SPUR); San Francisco Housing Action Coalition; San Joaquin Valley Rural 
Development Center; Schneider Electric; Sierra Business Council; Silicon Valley At Home 
(SV@HOME); United Latinos Vote; Valley Industry & Commerce Association; Westfield; YIMBY 
Law. 
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Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
None on file 



Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1385 and make a recommendation to the Board. 



Committee Recommendation: 



Board Action: 
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Housing, Community and Economic Development Policy Committee 
Bills of Interest 



(As of May 30,2020) 



Planning and Zoning 



AB 725 (Wicks) Housing Element. Moderate-income and Above Moderate-income 
Housing. 
This measure would require incorporated areas within a metropolitan jurisdiction, at least 25% 
of the jurisdiction's share of the regional housing need for both the moderate-income and above 
moderate-income housing categories must be allocated to sites with zoning that allows at least 
two units of housing, but no more than 35 units of housing per acre. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1279 (Bloom) Housing Developments. High-resource Areas. 
This measure would require HCD to designate areas in this state as high-resource areas by 
January 1, 2021, and every 5 years thereafter. In any area designated as a high-resource area, 
this measure would require cities, at the request of a developer, to allow up to fourplexes in 
single-family zones and up to 100 units per acre in commercial zones.  These projects shall 
receive ministerial approval (use by right). 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1851 (Wicks) Faith-based Organizations.  Housing Developments. Parking 
Requirements. 
This measure would, upon the request of a developer of a housing development project, require 
a local agency to ministerially approve a request to that local agency to reduce or eliminate any 
parking requirements that would otherwise be imposed by that local agency on the development 
if the housing development project qualifies as a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. This measure would prohibit a local agency from requiring the 
replacement of religious-use parking spaces proposed to be eliminated by a faith-based 
organization’s housing project or from requiring the curing of any preexisting deficit of religious-
use parking as a condition of approval of a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2345 (Gonzalez) Planning and Zoning. Density Bonus. 
This measure would greatly expand Density Bonus law and allow developers to receive up to 
five concessions and incentives from local governments and up to 50% more density. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Motels and Hotels. Streamlining. 
This measure would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a 
development for the conversion of a motel, hotel, or commercial use into multifamily housing 
units to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process, provided that development 
proponent reserves at least 20% of the proposed housing units for persons and families of low 
or moderate income. The measure would require a local government to notify the development 
proponent in writing if the local government determines that the development conflicts with any 



ATTACHMENT B
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of those objective standards within 30 days of the application being submitted; otherwise, the 
development would be deemed to comply with those standards. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 3040 (Chiu) Local Planning.  Regional Housing Need. 
This measure would create a voluntary program to incentivize local governments to allow four 
units per parcel, by-right, in exchange for additional credit towards the city or county’s share of 
the regional housing need allocation for each site identified under these provisions.  The 
measure would prohibit the cumulative credit received by a city or county from exceeding more 
than 25% of the total units needed to meet its regional housing needs allocation. 
League Position: Support in concept. 
  
AB 3107 (Bloom) Planning and Zoning. Housing Developments. 
This measure would require, notwithstanding any inconsistent provision of a city’s or county’s 
general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or regulation, a housing development in which at 
least 20 percent of the units have an affordable housing cost or affordable rent for lower income 
households shall be an allowable use on a site designated in any element of the general plan 
for commercial uses. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 899 (Wiener) Housing Development. Nonprofit Hospitals or Religious Institutions. 
This measure would require that a housing development project be a use by right upon the 
request of a nonprofit hospital, nonprofit diagnostic or treatment center, nonprofit rehabilitation 
facility, nonprofit nursing home, or religious institution that partners with a qualified developer on 
any land owned in fee simple by the applicant if the development satisfies specified criteria. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 902 (Wiener) Neighborhood Multifamily Project.  Use By Right. 
This measure would also allow a local government to pass an ordinance, notwithstanding any 
local restrictions on adopting zoning ordinances enacted by the jurisdiction, including restrictions 
enacted by a local voter initiative, that limit the legislative body’s ability to adopt zoning 
ordinances, to zone any parcel for up to 10 units of residential density per parcel, at a height 
specified by the local government in the ordinance, and not be subject to CEQA. 
League Position: Watch 
 
SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. Housing for Lower-income Students. 
This measure would require a city or county to grant one incentive or concession for a project 
that will contain a specified percentage of units for lower income students in a student housing 
development. 
League Position: Pending 
 
SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps. 
This measure would build off state Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law that allows for at least 
three units per parcel to further encourage development in single-family neighborhoods by 
creating a ministerial approval process for duplexes and lot splits that meet local zoning, 
environmental and tenant displacement standards.     
 
SB 1138 (Wiener) Housing Element. Emergency Shelters. Zoning of Sites. 
This measure would revise the requirements of the housing element, as described above, in 
connection with identifying zones or zoning designations that allow residential use, including 
mixed use, where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use 



11





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB3040


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB3107


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB899


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB902


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB1085


https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB1120


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB1138








or other discretionary permit.  This would also, for the 6th and each subsequent revision of the 
housing element, require that a local government that fails to adopt a housing element that the 
Department of Housing and Community Development has found to be in substantial compliance 
with state law within 120 days of the statutory deadline to complete the rezoning no later than 
one year (instead of three years under current law) from the statutory deadline for the adoption 
of the housing element. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 1299 (Portantino) Housing Development. Incentives. Rezoning of Idle Retail Sites. 
This measure would, upon appropriation by the Legislature, require HCD to administer a 
program to provide incentives in the form of grants allocated as provided to local governments 
that rezone idle sites used for a big box retailer or a commercial shopping center to instead 
allow the development of workforce housing. 
League Position: Support 
  
SB 1385 (Caballero) Local Planning. Housing in Commercial Zones. 
This measure, the Neighborhood Homes Act, would deem a housing development project, as 
defined, an authorized use on a neighborhood lot that is zoned for office or retail commercial 
use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. The measure would require the density 
for a housing development under these provisions to meet or exceed the density deemed 
appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households according to the type of local 
jurisdiction, including a density of at least 20 units per acre for a suburban jurisdiction. 
League Position: Watch 
  
Homelessness 
  
ACA 10 (Bonta) Personal Rights. Right to Housing. 
This measure would declare that the fundamental human right to housing exists in this state. 
The measure would declare that this right is exclusively enforceable by a public right of action. 
The measure would specify that it is the shared obligation of state and local jurisdictions to 
respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively implemented measures, consistent 
with available resources, within an aggressive but reasonable time frame. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 2405 (Burke) Housing. Homelessness. Children and Families. 
This measure would require local jurisdictions to, on or before January 1, 2022, establish and 
submit to the Department of Housing and Community Development an actionable plan to house 
their homeless populations based on their latest point-in-time count. 
League Position: Watch 
 
AB 3269 (Chiu) State and Local Homelessness Plans. 
This measure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, would require the Homeless Coordinating 
and Financing Council to conduct, or contract with an entity to conduct, a statewide needs and 
gaps analysis to identify, among other things, state programs that provide housing or services to 
persons experiencing homelessness and funding required to move persons experiencing 
homelessness into permanent housing.  This measure would also state the intent of the 
Legislature that each state and local agency aim to reduce homelessness within its jurisdiction 
by 90% by December 31, 2028. 
League Position: Pending 
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AB 3300 (Santiago) Homelessness Grant Funds. 
This measure would appropriate, commencing with the 2020–21 fiscal year and every fiscal 
year thereafter, without regard to fiscal year, $2 billion from the General Fund to the Department 
of Housing and Community Development for the purpose of providing local jurisdictions and 
other specified entities with ongoing grant funds to sustain or expand efforts to address their 
immediate and long-term homelessness challenges. The measure would require $1.1 billion to 
be distributed to counties and continuums of care, $800 million to be distributed to cities with a 
population of at least 300,000, and $100 million to nonprofit housing developers for specified 
purposes relating to the provision of housing. The measure would require the method of 
allocation to be based on a formula that considers specified data. 
League Position: Pending 
  
Mitigation Fees/Development Fees 
  
AB 1484 (Grayson) Mitigation Fee Act. 
This measure would prohibit a local agency from imposing a housing impact requirement 
adopted by the local agency on a housing development project unless specified requirements 
are satisfied by the local agency, including that the housing impact requirement be roughly 
proportional in both nature and extent to the impact created by the housing development 
project. 
League Position: Oppose 
  
Miscellaneous 
  
SB 795 (Beall) Affordable Housing and Community Development Investment Program. 
This measure would invests $2 billion annually for 5 years into the immediate construction of 
affordable housing units and programs that address and prevent homelessness. Additionally, 
this measure creates two new programs administered by the Office of Business and Economic 
Development Office (GoBiz) to help local governments with their economic recovery and natural 
disaster preparedness.  
  
Of the $2 billion, $1.15 billion shall be used to construct affordable housing, spur economic 
development and create jobs through infrastructure and employment programs. Funds will be 
distributed as follows: 1) Multi-family Housing Program—$500 million (25%); 2) Infill Incentive 
Grant Program-- $300 (15%) million; 3) Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant Program- 
$200 million (10%); 4) Cal Home Program $75 million (3.75%); 5) Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker 
Housing Grant Fund--$75 million (3.75%) 
League Position: Support 
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From: Mark van de Kamp
To: Sullivan, Hannah
Cc: Maiden, Joni; cearnest@countyofsb.org; Gloria Soto
Subject: RE: Outreach Reports Due Tomorrow!
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 5:10:32 PM
Attachments: image002.png
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image005.png
Census outreach report City of Santa Maria through May 2020.xlsx


Hi Hannah, does this report fulfill your needs?
Thank you
Mark
 
Mark van de Kamp
Public Information Manager
Santa Maria City Manager’s Office
Office: (805) 925-0951 ext. 2372 / cell: (805) 720-4038
mvandekamp@cityofsantamaria.org
Santa Maria City Hall, Room 1, 110 East Cook Street, Santa Maria, CA 93454
Get your City news at  www.cityofsantamaria.org and on social media at:


 
Click here for updated Coronavirus (COVID-19) information about City of Santa Maria services and local
resources
 
Our Mission is “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and courteous manner possible.”
City offices are closed during the local Health Order for social distancing measures. Many City services are available online
or by phone. I am working remotely from home and checking emails.


 
From: Mark van de Kamp 
Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 11:27 AM
To: 'Sullivan, Hannah' <Hannah.Sullivan@sen.ca.gov>
Cc: Maiden, Joni <Jmaiden@co.santa-barbara.ca.us>; cearnest@countyofsb.org; Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: RE: Outreach Reports Due Tomorrow!
 
Hi Hannah, I can get it to you next week.
Mark
From: Sullivan, Hannah [mailto:Hannah.Sullivan@sen.ca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 5, 2020 10:14 AM
To: Mark van de Kamp <mvandekamp@cityofsantamaria.org>
Cc: Maiden, Joni <Jmaiden@co.santa-barbara.ca.us>; cearnest@countyofsb.org; Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Re: Outreach Reports Due Tomorrow!
 
Hi Mark, 
 
I wanted to make sure you were able to get to this. 
I am planning on sending this out by noon. 
 
Best, 
 
Hannah Sullivan
District Representative
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						Census Outreach Data Bulk Upload Template v5


						Instructions: please fill in this report for each completed outreach activity. Detailed, accurate and quality data will help us view progress and effectiveness, and re-plan if necessary to help ensure a complete count for California.

To submit a completed form, please visit https://cacensusreporter.azurewebsites.net/

Mandatory fields are highlighted in green. Hover over a column heading to view explanations/instructions for that specific field.

Please do not enter random rows of information after actual acivitities
Please do not enter no-conforming data into columns and the colapse columns.
This version has a data dictionary, please refer to this if there is any question about how the data should be entered.

You may list multiple activities as part of a single report but please keep the report to a single Reporter Name. If they come from the Field with multiple Reporter Names, you will have to split them up.  If you would like to upload supporting documentation (such as flyers, photos, agendas etc.) please submit your report through the Web Form: https://arcg.is/1WSuST
































						Version History


						Version			Published			Notes


						1			6/10/19			Internal Draft


						1.1			7/3/19			Updated for public roll out


						1.2			10/17/19			Updated for username and clarity


						1.3			1/24/20			Updated address field to now accept Tract or County for area activity types.


						1.4			2/20/20			Updated to support regular QAC reports - added new columns CT-CW. Added qak activity type. Added social_media and media_other


						1.5			4/10/20			Added social_media and media_other to drop downs, added support for multiple tracts. NO COLUMNS ADDED OR REMOVED.


						1.6			4/15/20			No material changes; merely notes that you may now report activities by city name


						1.7			4/28/20			No material changes; merely notes that you may now report statewide activities (NOTE: these are not sent to SwORD but are reported to the CCC HQ Database)



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ACTIVITIES


			REPORT DETAILS


: Ben:
If the reporter is the same for all activities in this sheet, you may simply populate the first row or copy/paste the same data for each row.												ACTIVITY DETAILS																																																																																				IMPRESSION DETAILS


: Ben:
Which HTC categories were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by category. If the category was not covered, you may leave the field blank.																																																															IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE


: Ben:
Which language(s) were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by language. If the language was not covered, you may leave the field blank.																																																																																	FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION


: Ben:
Completing this section is optional but will greatly assist your parent organization, your Regional Program Manager (RPM) and the State. All feedback is extremely useful and can be used to improve effectiveness of activities across California.																																	FUNDING DETAILS


: Ben:
If you have the information available, please provide the funding source for this activity.																		QAC/QAK SPECIFIC FIELDS


: Ben:
These fields are required if you are reporting a QAC/QAK.


			Reporter Name*


: Frank Wright:
Provide one Full Name			username


: Frank Wright:
This is the SwORD username that these acitivies will be reported under. A single account for all org. activiities is suggested.			CBO Name*


: Ben:
The organization (e.g. CBO) responsible for completing the activity.			Parent Organization*


: Ben:
The name of the parent organization, if any, such as a County or ACBO.			Activity Type*


: Ben:
If not listed, please select "Other" and fill in Column E. 

If QAC/QAK, please complete columns CT-CW

Note: area/region activities: advertising, alert_sign_up, canvassing, collateral, flyers, nudgealert, phone_banking, pledge_cards, webinar, other			Activity Type (Other) Description


: Frank Wright:
Not required unless activity type is other			(Start) Date of Activity*


: Ben:
If the activity spanned more than a single day, please use this field as the start date.
			Activity End Date


: Ben:
If the activity spanned more than a single day, please add the end date here.

			Advertising End Date


: Ben:
When does the advertising end or expire? If you do not know, please enter your best guess.			Total Alert Sign-Ups			Total People Spoken To			Address / Census Tract(s) / County Name / City Name / Statewide*
Address MUST be in this format: Street Address, City. EXACT street address must be used, NOT "City Hall, Sacramento"
For cities and counties with the same name, e.g. Sacramento: you MUST include "County" or "County of" for the county to be chosen, otherwise the default is city.
You may also use "Statewide" (without the quotation marks) to indicate an area activity that is Statewide. Note - this will not be sent to SwORD but will be sent to CCC HQ's database.

CHECK NOTES FOR ACTIVITY TYPES THAT ARE AREAS/REGIONS.

YOU MAY LIST MULTIPLE CENSUS TRACTS IN THIS FIELD SEPARATING THEM BY A COMMA AND SPACE. FOR EXAMPLE: 06001400100, 06001400200 (LIMIT: 10 PER ACTIVITY)


: Ben:
If this was a specific event or an activity at, please fill in exactly where it was. If the activity was across a region (such as canvassing) please enter a central location or point that represents where the majority of the activity happens.
Area/region activities: advertising, alert_sign_up, canvassing, collateral, flyers, media_other, nudgealert, phone_banking, pledge_cards,social_media, webinar, other
			Description			Start Time


: Ben:
1:00 PM, 2:30 PM, etc.			End Time


: Ben:
1:00 PM, 2:30 PM, etc.
			Total Houses Canvassed


: Ben:
Total houses that were canvassed, even if there was no reply. For successful interactions, please include these as part of the total impression count.			How Assisted


: Ben:
E.g. phone/paper/online			Total Number Assisted			Event Name			Average Number of Miles Travelled


: Ben:
How many miles (roughly) would attendees have traveled to reach the event?			Speaker Details


: Ben:
The names and roles of the key speakers.			Audience Details


: Ben:
A summary of the type of audience.			Education Grade


: Ben:
Enter the grade of the students			Total Materials Distributed At Activity


: Ben:
Approximately how much promotional material was distributed as part of the activity? Note this field just expects a number. You can add detail in the "Activity Collateral Details" field
			Activity Collateral Details


: Ben:
Please describe any collateral (flyers, leaflets, booklets, other promotional materials etc.) that was distributed as part of the activity. 			Social Media Channels


: Ben:
List which channels were used (e.g. Twitter, Facebook) and where possible also list the accounts/pages/hashtags. Links/URLs to tweets, posts and other pages are also extremely helpful.			Total Paid Staff and Volunteers


: Ben:
How many paid staff and/or volunteers were involved in carrying out the activity?			Total Nudged/Alerted			Total Calls Made			Total Pledge Cards			Primary Organizer*


: Ben:
Who was the main organizer (e.g. CBO name) responsible for this activity?			Additional Organizers


: Ben:
Please list additional organizers, separated by commas or spaces, that assisted with the activity.			Total Impressions*


: Ben:
Impression: any message received by, or impact made to an individual, that could positively influence their opinion regarding the Census that, ultimately, will make them more likely to ensure their household completes the form and to influence others in their social circle and community to do the same.			Impression Data Accuracy Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of this data? If you captured attendee records or usage data, then the accuracy confidence should be "Exact".			Total HTC % Impressions*


: Ben:
How many of these impressions would you deem as being Hard To Count (HTC)?			HTC Data Accuracy Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of your HTC % score?			Immigrants & Refugees			Middle-Eastern and North Africans (MENA)			Homeless Individuals and Families			Farmworkers			Veterans			Latinos			Asian-Americans & Pacific Islanders (AAPI)			African Americans			Native Americans & Tribal Communities			Children Ages 0-5			Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Questioning (LGBTQ)			Limited-English Proficient Individuals and Families			People with Disabilities			Seniors/Older Adults			Low Broadband subscription rates and limited or no access			HTC Breakdown Data Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific HTC breakdowns?			HTC Breakdown Methodology


: Ben:
Details on how you determined the HTC breakdown numbers.			Arabic			Armenian			Assyrian Neo-Aramaic			Cantonese			Chaldean Neo-Aramaic			Chinese			Farsi			Filipino			Hindi			Hmong			lu Mien			Japanese			Khmer			Korean			Mandarin			Min Nan Chinese			Portuguese			Punjabi			Russian			Spanish			Tagalog			Telegu			Thai			Ukrainian			Vietnamese			Other Language(s)


: Ben:
Note, this is a number. Number of impressions in other languages. You may add details of these languages in the description field, if required.						


: Ben:
Completing this section is optional but will greatly assist your parent organization, your Regional Program Manager (RPM) and the State. All feedback is extremely useful and can be used to improve effectiveness of activities across California.			


: Ben:
Total houses that were canvassed, even if there was no reply. For successful interactions, please include these as part of the total impression count.																																																																																																																																																																																																Language Breakdown Data Confidence


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific language breakdowns?			


: Ben:
E.g. phone/paper/online																																																																																																																																																																																																Activity Website


: Ben:
Did the activity have a website created? E.g. Eventbrite link.			Facebook Link


: Ben:
Was a group or event page created on Facebook?			Youtube/video Link


: Ben:
Is there a video recording available online?			


: Ben:
How many miles (roughly) would attendees have traveled to reach the event?			


: Ben:
The names and roles of the key speakers.			


: Ben:
A summary of the type of audience.			


: Ben:
Enter the grade of the students			


: Ben:
Approximately how much promotional material was distributed as part of the activity? Note this field just expects a number. You can add detail in the "Activity Collateral Details" field
																																																																																																																																																																																				Venue Rating			Participant Engagement			Interaction Quality			Overall Effectiveness			What Went Well


: Ben:
Provide a brief summary of what worked well with the activity, for example positive feedback received from the audience.			


: Ben:
Please describe any collateral (flyers, leaflets, booklets, other promotional materials etc.) that was distributed as part of the activity. 																																																																																																																																																																																																What Could Be Improved


: Ben:
Provide an honest summary of what could have been improved, based on any negative feedback received. You will not be assessed on this question; rather your answers will help the entire state improve in the future.			


: Ben:
List which channels were used (e.g. Twitter, Facebook) and where possible also list the accounts/pages/hashtags. Links/URLs to tweets, posts and other pages are also extremely helpful.																																																																																																																																																																																																Audience Questions & Concerns


: Ben:
List any questions that the audience / participants asked or concerns that they raised during the activity. Your answers will help the state prepare for future activities.						


: Ben:
If you have the information available, please provide the funding source for this activity.			


: Ben:
How many paid staff and/or volunteers were involved in carrying out the activity?												


: Ben:
Who was the main organizer (e.g. CBO name) responsible for this activity?						


: Ben:
Which HTC categories were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by category. If the category was not covered, you may leave the field blank.			


: Ben:
Please list additional organizers, separated by commas or spaces, that assisted with the activity.																																																																																																																																																																																																						


: Ben:
These fields are required if you are reporting a QAC/QAK.			


: Ben:
Impression: any message received by, or impact made to an individual, that could positively influence their opinion regarding the Census that, ultimately, will make them more likely to ensure their household completes the form and to influence others in their social circle and community to do the same.																																																																																																																																																																														Additional Notes			State Funds			County Direct Funds			ACBO Direct Funds			Foundations			Private Funding			Volunteer hours


: Ben:
If volunteers assisted with the activity, please enter the approximate total number of these volunteer hours.			


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of this data? If you captured attendee records or usage data, then the accuracy confidence should be "Exact".			


: Ben:
How many of these impressions would you deem as being Hard To Count (HTC)?			


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of your HTC % score?																																																


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific HTC breakdowns?						


: Ben:
Which language(s) were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by language. If the language was not covered, you may leave the field blank.			


: Ben:
Details on how you determined the HTC breakdown numbers.																																																																																																																																							Total number of visitors who provided printed information and/or responded to questions but did not complete Census Questionnaire
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who completed a Census Questionnaire via tablet or desktop at QAC
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who completed a Census Questionnaire via phone at QAC
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who contacted USCB via phone at QAC and requested an in-person enumerator
(total number for the day/date range)


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Census postcard mailed citywide			2020-03-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						16,308			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-05															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Census Flyers to Goleta Unified School District for distribution			2020-03-06															401 N Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-03-08															130 Cremona Dr. Suite B, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Noozhawk.com Banner Ad			2020-03-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			SBIndependent.com Banner Ad			2020-03-09															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			media_other			ParentSqare post 			2020-03-13															401 N. Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-30															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						59			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-15															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						287			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-25															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-01															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						76			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-31															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						51			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-31															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-23															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						42			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-10															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						56			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			media_other			ParentSqare post 			2020-04-01															401 N. Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-02-12															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						64			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-01-30															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						42			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-01-14															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						76			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-04-11															130 Cremona, Dr. Suite B, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-04-29															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-05-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			KEYT advertising 			2020-03-18															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						30,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover 						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Rincon Broadcasting advertising			2020-03-23															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						30,000			medium			10			high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the United Boys and Girls Club Santa Barbara			2020-04-17															5701 Hollister Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the Isla Vista Youth Project			2020-04-17															6842 Phelps Rd. Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


									City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the Isla Vista Youth Project			2020-04-20															6842 Phelps Rd. Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of GOleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			flyers			Tabling in Isla Vista 			2020-01-03


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			flyers			Isla Vista Youth Projects food distribution events


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Mailing			258 UCSB department			2020-02-02


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			OSL 6 team meeting			several dates 


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			OSL cluster/15 people			1/24/20


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			Student Affaris Exectuve Group/10 administrators			2020-02-03


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			54 department chairs/1,000 faculty			2020-02-29


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			24,000 UCSB parents			2020-03-20


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			26,000 UCSB graduate & undergraduate students			2020-03-13


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			24,000 UCSB parents			2020-03-26


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			26,000 UCSB graduate & undergraduate students			2020-03-26


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			Individual emails to 50 parents with concerns about reporting			2020-04-02


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-01-02			2020-01-02												citywide			be counted																																							Twitter			1												City of Santa Maria						1000			exact


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			posters			2020-01-07			2020-04-30												Citywide			Census posters distributed to all 10 City departments																																	100									1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Water bill insert			2020-02-12			2020-03-03												Citywide			bilingual insert to residents served by Santa Maria water/trash																																	22,700									1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			TV news interview			2020-01-08			2020-01-08												110 E. Cook Street, Santa Maria CA 93454			KCOY interview about the census, census jobs available																								Public Information Manager			100,000+ potential views												Facebook			1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Powerpoint on TVs			2020-01-08			2020-04-30												1111 W. Betteravia, 421 S. McClelland, SM			PowerPoints 240 x per day on PD lobby TV, + often on Library TV																											2,000 views per day															1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			speaking_engagement			Census education			2020-01-17			2020-01-17												600 West Enos Drive, Santa Maria			spoke to 40 residents about census, answered questions																								Public Information Manager			40 residents						40									1												City of Santa Maria						560


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Census education			2020-01-17			2020-01-17												Citywide			twitter																																							Twitter			1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			speaking_engagement			Census education			2020-01-27			2020-01-27												519 W. Taylor, SM			spoke to 32 residents about census, answered questions																								Public Information Manager			32 residents															1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Census education			2020-01-28			2020-01-28												Citywide			Authored column about importance of the census, Chamber e-news																											2,268 e-mail recipients															1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Census education			2020-01-28			2020-04-30												citywide			Census slides airing on City Comcast channel 23																											potential audience of 13,000															1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Census Outreach			2020-02-01			2020-03-31												Citywide			Central Coast Literacy Outreach Campaign for February- March 2020


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			TV news interview			2020-02-07			2020-02-07												citywide			KCOY interview about City census tote bag distribution																								Public Information Manager			4,000 tote bags distributed to 9 nonprofits						4,000						Twitter, Facebook			1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			TV news interview			2020-02-07			2020-02-07												Citywide			KSBY interview about City census tote bag distribution																								Public Information Manager			4,000 tote bags distributed to 9 nonprofits						4,000						Twitter, Facebook			1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			collateral			PSA 			2020-02-10			2020-02-10												Citywide			30-second census PSA sent to KCOY + accepted																																										1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			collateral			PSA 			2020-02-10			2020-02-10												Citywide			30-second census PSA sent to Telemundo in SM																																										1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Library lobby TV			2020-02-10			2020-04-01												421 S. McClelland, SM			Be counted in the census, slides 43 times per day library lobby TV																																										1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			posters on buses			2020-02-17			2020-04-01												Citywide			80 bilingual posters about be counted in the census on City buses																											100,000 riders per month on Santa Maria Area Transit (SMAT)						80									1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-02-17			2020-02-17												citywide			Join us at the Town Hall w/ local Congressman																																							Twitter			1												City of Santa Maria						10,136


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			training_delivery			QAK training			2020-02-19			2020-02-19												421 S. McClelland, SM			Trained 8 volunteers and staff from a nonprofit for QAK																								Public Information Manager																		1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			tweet			2020-02-21			2020-02-21												Citywide			tweet about town hall meeting																																										1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			PSAs			2020-03-04			2020-04-01												Theaters: 100 Town Ctr, 1521 S. Bradley			Two 30-second census PSAs screened before every movie 																											audiences at 100 movies per day, all during March						2									1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			training_delivery			QAK training			2020-03-05			2020-03-05												800 S. College Drive			Trained 12 volunteers & staff from Allan Hancock College for QAK																								Public Information Manager																		1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			speaking_engagement			Census education			2020-03-06			2020-03-06												110 E. Cook Street (City Hall)			census education to 20 ppl w/ Leadership Santa Maria Valley																								Public Information Manager			20 business people from Santa Maria each received bilingual materials						40									1												City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-03-12			2020-03-12												Citywide			twitter																																							twitter															City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-04-01			2020-04-01												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-04-12			2020-04-12												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-04-14			2020-04-14												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-04-15			2020-04-15												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-04-23			2020-04-23												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-05-04			2020-05-04												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-05-07			2020-05-07												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-05-13			2020-05-13												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-05-20			2020-05-20												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Tweet			2020-05-27			2020-05-27												Citywide			twitter																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: KSMA 1240 99.5: Radio Census Ads 																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG:  Sunny 102.5 Country FM- Radio Census Ads 																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: Pirate Radio 104.1- Radio Census Ads 																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: Pirate Radio 104.1- Radio Census Ads (2nd ad)																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: The Beat 95.7- Radio Census Ads																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			SOMOS! Advertisement for April- web and social media																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: La Ley 100.3-Radio Census Ads																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: Kidi-FM Radio Census Ads -spanish-(86) 60 second spots																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: KTAP-AM: Radio Census Ads - spanish- (80) 60 second spots																																																						City of Santa Maria


			Mark van de Kamp						City of Santa Maria			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Radio ad			2020-03-01			2020-05-31												Citywide			AMG: KRTO-FM: Radio Census Ads - (80) 60 second spots																																																						City of Santa Maria




























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































http://noozhawk.com/http://sbindependent.com/


Dictionary


			Item			Req 
(Yes/No)			Section			Field Label			Namespace			Datatype			Examples			Comments


			1			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			Reporter Name			reporter_name			string			Carol Danvers			One name. This is not for credit, you can add that to comments.


			2			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			username			username			string			jon.dough_census2020_hub			one master account is suggested for an organization working together


			3			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			CBO Name			cbo_name			string			City of Los Angeles


			4			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			Parent Organization			parent_organization			string			County of Los Angeles			Or could be the same as CBO Name


			5			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Type			activity_type			enumerated: booths, event, other			booths, event, other			Use the select list


			6			Yes/No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Type (Other) Description			activity_type_other			string			twitter post			Required if activity_type is other


			7			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			(Start) Date of Activity			date_of_activity			date			Enter: 9/9/2019 or better: 2019-09-09			Just enter it in and the format is taken care of.


			8			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity End Date			activity_end_date			date			Enter: 9/9/2019 or better: 2019-09-09


			10			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Address			activity_address			string			1234 Main Street, Sacramento, CA, 95676			Single line or multiple line of one address. Can be a tract, block group, or county name


			11			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Description			description			string			Operated a booth during the 29th Annual Fall Faire


			12			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Start Time			start_time			string			Good examples: 5:00PM, 3:00AM, 16:00:00


			13			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Houses Canvassed			total_number_of_houses			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank			Please, no: "x" or any other character. Blank is fine


			14			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Event Name			event_name			string			Alameda County Fair


			15			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Speaker Details			speaker_details			string			Bob Fring who is the SME of Inuit outreach activities


			16			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Audience Details			audience_details			string			Ranchers, farmers, workers and their families.


			17			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Materials Distributed At Activity			activity_total_material_dist			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank


			18			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Collateral Details			activity_collateral_dtls			string			fliers, inserts and paper hats shaped like chickens.


			19			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Social Media Channels			activity_social_media_chan			string			twitter, facebook


			20			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Paid Staff and Volunteers			total_number_of_paid_staffvolun			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank


			21			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Primary Organizer			primary_organizer			string			Known org, partner or other third party


			22			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Additional Organizers			additional_organizers			string			Weave was another event sponsor


			23			Yes			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Total Impressions			total_number_of_impressions			integer			1, 20, 100


			24			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Impression Data Accuracy Confidence			impression_data_accuracy_confid			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			25			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Total HTC % Impressions			total_htc_of_impressions			integer between: 1-100			You can enter 10 or 10% and we will handle


			26			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			HTC Data Accuracy Confidence			htc_data_accuracy_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			Use the values in the select


			27			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Immigrants & Refugees			immigrants_refugees			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			28			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Middle-Eastern and North Africans (MENA)			middle_eastern_and_north_africa			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			29			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Homeless Individuals and Families			homeless_individuals_and_famili			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			30			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Farmworkers			farmworkers			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			31			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Veterans			veterans			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			32			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Latinos			latinos			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			33			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Asian-Americans & Pacific Islanders (AAPI)			asian_americans_pacific_islande			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			34			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			African Americans			african_americans			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			35			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Native Americans & Tribal Communities			native_americans_tribal_communi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			36			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Children Ages 0-5			children_ages_0_5			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			37			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Questioning (LGBTQ)			lesbian_gay_bisexual_transgende			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			38			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Limited-English Proficient Individuals and Families			limited_english_proficient_indi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			39			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			People with Disabilities			people_with_disabilities			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			40			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Seniors/Older Adults			seniorsolder_adults			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			41			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Low Broadband subscription rates and limited or no access			low_broadband_subscription_rate			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			42			No						HTC Breakdown Data Confidence			htc_data_accuracy_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			43			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			HTC Breakdown Methodology			htc_breakdown_methodology			string			We know that the boat starts listing when there are more than 100 people onboard.			Or some more logically approach (tickets, badges, random sampling,…)


			44			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Arabic			lang_arabic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			45			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Armenian			lang_armenian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			46			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Assyrian Neo-Aramaic			lang_assyrian_neo_aramaic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			47			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Cantonese			lang_cantonese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			48			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Chaldean Neo-Aramaic			lang_chaldean_neo_aramaic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			49			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Chinese			lang_chinese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			50			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Farsi			lang_farsi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			51			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Filipino			lang_filipino			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			52			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Hindi			lang_hindi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			53			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Hmong			lang_hmong			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			54			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			lu Mien			lang_iu_mien			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			55			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Japanese			lang_japanese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			56			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Khmer			lang_khmer			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			57			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Korean			lang_korean			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			58			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Mandarin			lang_mandarin			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			59			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Min Nan Chinese			lang_min_nan_chinese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			60			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Portuguese			lang_portuguese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			61			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Punjabi			lang_punjabi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			62			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Russian			lang_russian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			63			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Spanish			lang_spanish			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			64			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Tagalog			lang_tagalog			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			65			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Telegu			lang_telugu			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			66			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Thai			lang_thai			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			67			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Ukrainian			lang_ukrainian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			68			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Vietnamese			lang_vietnamese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			69			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Other Language(s)			lang_other_info			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			70			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Language Breakdown Data Confidence			lang_breakdown_data_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			71			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Activity Website			activity_website			string			http://examplehere.com


			72			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Facebook Link			facebook_link			string			http://examplehere.com


			73			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Youtube/video Link			youtubevideo_link			string			http://examplehere.com


			74			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Venue Rating			venue_rating			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			75			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Participant Engagement			participant_engagement			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			76			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Interaction Quality			interaction_quality			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			77			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Overall Effectiveness			overall_effectiveness			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			78			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			What Went Well			what_went_well			string			The booth was well placed


			79			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			What Could Be Improved			what_could_be_improved			string			We were understaffed on Sunday


			80			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Audience Questions & Concerns			audience_questions_concerns			string			Trump, ICE


			81			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Additional Notes			additional_notes			string			Typo on one of the flyers 


			82			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			State Funds			funding_state_allocated			boolean			Yes, No


			83			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			County Direct Funds			funding_county_direct			boolean			Yes, No


			84			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			ACBO Direct Funds			funding_acbo_direct			boolean			Yes, No


			85			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Foundations			funding_foundation			boolean			Yes, No


			86			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Private Funding			funding_private			boolean			Yes, No


			87			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Volunteer hours			funding_private			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































http://examplehere.com/http://examplehere.com/http://examplehere.com/


REFDATA


			activity_type			Level			Boolean


			advertising			exact			YES


			alert_sign_up			very_high			NO


			booths			high


			canvassing			medium


			census_action_kiosk			low


			collateral			very_low


			curriculum


			convening


			education_forum


			event


			flyers


			form_filling_assistance


			implementation_planning_worksho


			media_other


			meeting


			nudgealert


			phone_banking


			pledge_cards


			qac


			qak


			school_rally


			social_media


			speaking_engagement


			training_delivery


			webinar


			other



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Office of Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson, SD 19
222 East Carrillo Street Suite 309
Santa Barbara CA 93101
(805) 965-0862(office)
Website | Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | E-Updates


 


On Jun 3, 2020, at 3:07 PM, Mark van de Kamp <mvandekamp@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
 
Hannah, Joni, Carly, Councilmember Soto: I will try to write/file the report by 5 Thursday.
It’s been exceptionally busy here on many other matters.
Thank you
Mark
 
From: Sullivan, Hannah [mailto:Hannah.Sullivan@sen.ca.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 10:06 AM
To: Maiden, Joni <Jmaiden@co.santa-barbara.ca.us>; cearnest@countyofsb.org; Sullivan, Hannah
<Hannah.Sullivan@sen.ca.gov>; Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>; Mark van de Kamp
<mvandekamp@cityofsantamaria.org>; generalmanager@islavistacsd.com; Christie Alarcon
<c_alarcon@ci.lompoc.ca.us>; erica.reyes@mail.house.gov; Michael Becker <mbecker@sbcag.org>;
mkirn@sbcag.org; JMetzger@santabarbaraca.gov; Jlemberger@santabarbaraca.gov; Anne M. Wells
<awells@cityofgoleta.org>; Quiroz, Patricia <Patricia.Quiroz@sen.ca.gov>; BGilner@co.santa-
barbara.ca.us; Andrea Keefer <andrea@cityofbuellton.com>; Cory Bantilan
<cory.bantilan@countyofsb.org>; Marysol Smith <marysols@ci.carpinteria.ca.us>; Mirman, Nicholas
<Nicholas.Mirman@asm.ca.gov>; Wendy Motta <wendy.motta@mail.house.gov>; Jason Stilwell
<jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>; Throop <j_throop@ci.lompoc.ca.us>; pwalsh@ci.lompoc.ca.us; Das
Williams <dwilliams@countyofsb.org>; Jimmy Wittrock <Jimmy.Wittrock@asm.ca.gov>;
pcasey@santabarbara.gov; Dave D <daved@ci.carpinteria.ca.us>; Darcel Elliott
<delliott@countyofsb.org>; M Greene <mgreene@cityofgoleta.org>; Hudson, Brad
<Brad.Hudson@sen.ca.gov>; Peter T. Imhof <pimhof@cityofgoleta.org>; Joyce, James
<James.Joyce@sen.ca.gov>; nancy.juarez@mail.house.gov; Steve Lavagnino
<steve.lavagnino@countyofsb.org>; davidg@cityofsolvang.com; tbodem@ci.guadalupe.ca.us; Dr. Lewis
<dlewis@goleta.k12.ca.us>; Chanel Ovalle <c_ovalle@ci.lompoc.ca.us>; Morales, Viviana
<Viviana.Morales@asm.ca.gov>; Kelly Hoover <khoover@cityofgoleta.org>; srodriguez@cityofgoleta.org;
Lopez, Vianey <Vianey.Lopez@asm.ca.gov>; paula.ceder@2020census.gov;
ankita.kashyap@2020census.gov; Patricia.vazquez-topete@census.ca.gov
Subject: Outreach Reports Due Tomorrow! 
 
Hi Local Government & State Partners! 
 
Just a friendly reminder that  Outreach Reports are due tomorrow, Thursday June 4 2020 at 5 pm. 
 
You can find the current report
here: https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1pl7PcKQ3lmsKtNKiVTLzhREWPxsUQeavx3njPtrltlo/edit?
usp=sharing
 
As always please let me know if there is anything I can help with. I continue to work from home so
you can reach me on my cellphone at 805-455-5528. 
 
Best, 
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Hannah Sullivan
District Representative
Office of Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson, SD 19
222 East Carrillo Street Suite 309
Santa Barbara CA 93101
(805) 965-0862(office)
Website | Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | E-Updates
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Jackie Botts
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:36:21 PM


HI Jackie,


Does tomorrow at 11am work for you?


On Jul 5, 2020, at 1:20 PM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:


Thank you so much for getting back to me and being willing to speak with me. If
at all possible, I'm wondering if you might be available on either Monday or
Tuesday for a phone call? I'm in Santa Barbara county early this week and hoping
to get in as much on-the-ground reporting as possible, so touching base with you
early on would be really helpful. Totally fine if not — Wednesday any time also
works for me!


Best,
Jackie


On Fri, Jul 3, 2020 at 11:51 AM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of next week work for
you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this pandemic is to
protect public health and support the recommendations of our local
public health officials. 


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the necessary
precautions to keep yourself, family, and community safe.


-Gloria
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Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie Botts
<jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a
journalist covering economic inequality for
CalMatters, a nonprofit newsroom that covers
California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link between
crowded housing conditions and COVID-19. I'm now
looking into the issue of crowded housing for H-2A
farmworkers, following the outbreak in the Oxnard
farmworker housing facilita Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A farmworker
housing in Santa Maria. My basic question is how high
is the risk that what happened in Oxnard repeats itself
in other H-2A housing facilities? What bodies are
charged with making sure H-2A workers are in safe
working/living conditions, normally and during the
virus? How accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak on
the phone over the next few days? I'm actually driving
down to the Santa Barbara county area today to see
family and wondering if there might be more
opportunity to do more digging early next week. I
know this is a very complex issue that Santa Maria has
been tackling in various ways over the past few years,
so I'd really appreciate any ideas, leads or tips on doing
this sensitively that you can share. Happy to speak on
the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let me
know when's a good time for you to talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
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@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts
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From: Meg Desmond
Subject: Housing, Community and Economic Development Policy Committee June Agenda
Date: Monday, June 1, 2020 5:38:03 PM
Attachments: image003.png


HCED June Agenda Packet.pdf


Dear HCED Policy Committee Members:
 
Attached is the agenda for this week’s HCED policy committee meeting.  As mentioned in my
previous emails, the meeting will be held virtually through ZOOM.  You can register at any time
between now and just before the beginning of the meeting.  Once you register, you will immediately
receive a link to join the meeting.  You may want to consider registering sooner than later to avoid
any last minute glitches.
 
To join the meeting, please register here: https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJwqc-
ihrzopGNbViySl1odY1Ny0mMrSwWLX
 
Please let me know if you have any questions. 
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.


  


www.SupportLocalRecovery.org
Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn
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HOUSING, COMMUNICATIONS & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT POLICY COMMITTEE 
Friday, June 5, 2020 



9:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. 



To join the meeting, please register here:  
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJwqc-ihrzopGNbViySl1odY1Ny0mMrSwWLX 
Once you register, you will immediately receive a link to join the meeting.  



AGENDA 



I. Welcome and Introductions
Speaker: Chair, Blanca Pacheco, Mayor, City of Downey
Marilyn Ashcraft, Mayor, City of Alameda



II. Public Comment



III. General Briefing (Handout)   Informational Item 



IV. COVID-19 Update



V. Ballot Measure (Attachment A)   Action Item 
• Schools and Community First (Split-Roll)
• The Rental Affordability Act (Rent Control)
• The Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Act of 2020 (Realtors



Measure)



VI. Legislative Agenda (Attachment B)   Action Item 
• SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus
• SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps
• SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones
• AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Hotels and Motels. Streamlining



VII. Legislative and Budget Update (Attachment C)   Informational Item  



Next Meeting (tent.): Annual Conference, Long Beach, October 7 
Staff will notify committee members after August 17 if the policy committee will be meeting in October. 



NOTE: Policy committee members should be aware that lunch is served at these meetings. The state’s Fair Political Practices Commission takes the position that the value 
of the lunch should be reported on city officials’ statement of economic interests form. Because of the service you provide at these meetings, the League takes the position 
that the value of the lunch should be reported as income (in return for your service to the committee) as opposed to a gift (note that this is not income for state or federal 
income tax purposes—just Political Reform Act reporting purposes). If you would prefer not to have to report the value of the lunches as income, we will let you know the 
amount so you may reimburse the League.   



Brown Act Reminder: The League of California Cities’ Board of Directors has a policy of complying with the spirit of open meeting laws. Generally, off-agenda items may be 
taken up only if: 
1. Two-thirds of the policy committee members find a need for immediate action exists and the need to take action came to the attention of the policy committee after the 



agenda was prepared (Note: If fewer than two-thirds of policy committee members are present, taking up an off-agenda item requires a unanimous vote); or 
2. A majority of the policy committee finds an emergency (for example: work stoppage or disaster) exists. 
A majority of a city council may not, consistent with the Brown Act, discuss specific substantive issues among themselves at League meetings. Any such discussion is 
subject to the Brown Act and must occur in a meeting that complies with its requirements. 
Informational Items: Any agenda item listed for information purposes may be acted upon by the Policy Committee if the Chair determines such action is warranted and 
conforms with current League policy. If the committee wishes to revise League policy or adopt new policy for an item listed as informational, committees are encouraged to 
delay action until the next meeting to allow for preparation of a full analysis of the item. 
 





https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJwqc-ihrzopGNbViySl1odY1Ny0mMrSwWLX








HOUSING, COMMUNITY & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Ballot Measure Agenda 



June 5, 2020 



Staff:  Nick Romo, Legislative Representative, (916) 658-8200 
Johnnie Pina, Legislative Policy Analyst (916) 658-8200 



1. The California Schools and Local Communities Funding Act of 2020



Initiative Summary 
The California Schools and Local Communities Funding Act of 2020, also known as the 
“Split Roll Initiative”, qualified for the November 2020 ballot. This measure would 
increase funding for K-12 public schools, community colleges, and local governments 
by requiring that certain commercial and industrial real property be taxed based on 
current market value.  



There are several exemptions from this change, including: 



• Residential properties;
• Agricultural properties; and
• Owners of commercial and industrial properties with combined value of $3 million



or less.



The Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) and Director of Finance estimate a net increase 
in annual property tax revenues of $7.5 billion to $12 billion in most years, depending on 
the strength of real estate markets. After backfilling state income tax losses (decreased 
taxable personal and corporate income) and county administrative costs, the remaining 
$6.5 billion to $11.5 billion would be allocated to schools (40 percent) and other local 
governments (60 percent). For local government, this means a low of $3.9 billion and a 
high of $ 6.9 billion per year.  



Initiative Description 
The measure would require commercial and industrial properties, as well as vacant land 
not intended for housing, commercial agriculture, or protected open space to be taxed 
based on their market value. A property’s market value is what it could be sold for 
today. The measure would shift to market value assessment over a number of years 
beginning in 2022-23. Notably, commercial properties would still be taxed at one 
percent of their value.  



(Under existing law, these properties are protected by Proposition 13. Under Proposition 
13, all real property has established base year values, restricted rates of increase on 
assessment no greater than two percent each year and a one percent limit on property 
taxes on the current assessed value.)  



ATTACHMENT A
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Small Business Exemptions and Delayed Implementation 
For properties in which the majority of space is occupied by small businesses, the 
transition to market value assessment would not begin until 2025-26 or a later date set 
by the Legislature.  
 
Properties owned either by individuals or businesses with value less than $3 million 
(adjusted for inflation biannually beginning in 2025) are exempt from the proposed 
market value tax assessment.  
 
The measure would exempt the first $500,000 in value of a business’s personal 
property and would exempt from taxation all personal property of small businesses. 
 
For the purposes of this measure, a small business is defined as a business that owns 
California property and has 50 or fewer employees.   
 
Allocation of Revenues 
Before allocating funds to local governments, the measure would require a portion of 
the new revenues be allocated to:  



• The state general fund to compensate for any reductions in income tax revenue 
resulting decreased taxable personal and corporate income; and  
 



• Counties to cover their costs of administering the split roll.  
 
Of the remaining funds, roughly 60 percent is allocated to cities, counties, and special 
district, with each entity receiving an amount proportional to the share of property tax 
revenues in their county that they receive under existing law.  
 
The remaining roughly 40 percent would be allocated to schools and community 
colleges to supplement the existing funds schools and community colleges receive 
under the state’s constitutional minimum funding requirement.  
 
Market Value Reassessment Phase-In 
The Legislature will be required to provide by statute for the phase-in of the 
reassessment of commercial and industrial real property commencing with the lien date 
for the 2022-23 fiscal year and extending over two or more lien dates. Property owners 
will be required to pay taxes based on the new assessed value beginning with the lien 
date for the fiscal year when the county assessor has completed the reassessment. For 
properties in which the majority of space is occupied by small businesses the transition 
to market value assessment would not begin until 2025-26 or a later date set by the 
Legislature.  
 
After the initial reassessment of a commercial or industrial property, the property shall 
be periodically reassessed no less frequently than every three years as determined by 
the Legislature. 
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Background  
California local governments levy property taxes on real property and business personal 
property based on the value of their property; resulting in a key discretionary revenue 
source for local governments. Property taxes raise around $65 billion annually for local 
governments, about $2 billion of which is attributable to business personal property.  
 
Specifically, cities receive about $13 billion in property tax revenues yearly. For the 
average city, property taxes are about 15 percent of total city revenues, and about 40 
percent of general revenue (varies widely). For cities, property tax remains amongst the 
most stable local and discretionary revenue sources. Cities also depend to varying 
degrees on locally imposed taxes such as the transient occupancy tax, business license 
tax, and utility user tax.   
 
Passed in June 1978, Proposition 13 capped local property taxes levied by cities, 
counties, schools, and special districts at one percent of full cash value which is based 
on the full cash value at the time a property is sold.  The sale of the property establishes 
a base-year, and the property tax assessment cannot increase by more than two 
percent annually.  Since property values often increase by more than two percent 
annually, property owners receive an additional benefit when they hold their properties 
for a longer period. Proposition 13 also treats commercial property the same as 
residential property.  
 
Additional information about Proposition 13 can be found here: 



• CaliforniaCityFinance.com 
 



• CalMatters: Prop 13 
 



• The Block that Prop 13 Built 
 
Fiscal Impact 
According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) analysis: 
 



Upon full implementation, the net increase in annual property tax revenues as a 
result of this initiative would be $7.5 billion to $12 billion in most years, depending 
on the strength of real estate markets. After backfilling state income tax losses 
related to the measure and paying for county administrative costs, the remaining 
$6.5 billion to $11.5 billion would be allocated to schools (40 percent) and other 
local governments (60 percent). As a result, this new revenue stream would 
fluctuate more from year to year than property tax revenues have historically.  
 
The increase in revenue for individual cities will depend on the number of 
commercial businesses in the city and gap between the market value and the 
base value of that property.   
 
The measure’s new business personal property exemptions likely would reduce 
property tax revenues by several hundred million dollars per year.  
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From this revenue, the measure first allocates funding to cover: 
 



• Decreased Income Tax Revenues.  
By increasing property tax payments for commercial and industrial 
properties, the initiative would decrease taxable personal and corporate 
income and, in turn, decrease state Personal Income Tax (PIT) and 
corporate tax revenues. This decrease in PIT and corporate tax revenues 
could be as much as several hundred million dollars annually. 



 
• Increased County Costs for Property Tax Administration.  



The initiative creates significant new administrative responsibilities for 
counties, particularly county assessors. These new responsibilities could 
increase county property tax administration costs by hundreds of millions 
of dollars per year ongoing. 



 
• Short-Term State General Fund Costs.  



Counties likely will incur administrative costs related to the measure 
before new revenue is available to cover their costs. The initiative requires 
the state to provide loans to counties to cover these initial costs—possibly 
in the hundreds of millions of dollars—until new revenue is available, at 
which time the state loans would be repaid. 



 
Studies 
The Schools and Communities First campaign released a report on May 4, 2020 of 
estimated new revenues for cities. This report gives the revenue estimates for the 
following counties and the cities and special districts within those counties: Alameda, 
Fresno, Kern, Los Angeles, Merced, Orange, Riverside, Sacramento, San Bernardino, 
San Francisco, San Joaquin, San Diego, Santa Barbra, Santa Clara, and Ventura.   
 
According to the University of Southern California study titled, “Getting Real about 
Reform II: Estimating Revenue Gains from Changes to California’s System of Assessing 
Commercial Real Estate”, if commercial and industrial property were assessed at 
market value, it would provide an additional $11.4 billion in property tax revenues. This 
study also has a breakdown of how the revenue would be allocated by county.  
 
A 2012 study by Pepperdine University School of Public Policy titled, An Analysis Of 
Split Roll Property Tax Issues And Impacts details the following key findings:  
 



• Increasing the taxes of businesses…would result in lost economic output and 
decreased employment.  The cost to the California economy of this property tax 
increase would total $71.8 billion dollars of lost output and 396,345 lost jobs over 
the first five years of a split roll property tax regime.  These losses would be even 
greater in succeeding years. 
 



• The introduction of a split roll property tax valuation system would result in 
increased instability for local government finances, as they would become more 
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directly susceptible to the value gyrations of the real estate market.  For example, 
in 2008‐09 when California property values faced the traumatic decline in the 
wake of the sub‐prime crisis and the market collapse (industrial and commercial 
values fell 6.5 percent), property taxes collected from these same properties 
actually rose 5.0 percent. 
 



• A split roll property tax valuation system would also further undermine the 
attractiveness of the business climate in California. Because small businesses 
typically lease properties where the cost of property taxes is passed through to 
the lessee, this research concludes that the employment losses described above 
would be disproportionately concentrated in small businesses, and especially 
those owned by women and minorities. 



 
According to the LAO’s analysis of the first version of the split roll ballot measure in 
2018,  



 
“The measure could have indirect effects on the state’s economy. For example, 
the measure would increase taxes paid by many businesses, thereby increasing 
their costs of operating in California relative to other states. This would influence 
some businesses’ decisions about whether to expand in or move to California. 
Overall, the measure’s effect on the health of the state’s economy is uncertain.”  



 
Existing League Policy 
Related League Revenue and Taxation policies and principles include: 
 



• Additional revenue is required in the state/local revenue structure. There is not 
enough money generated by the current system or allocated to the local level by 
the current system to meet the requirements of a growing population and 
deteriorating services and facilities. 
 



• Meaningful fiscal reform should allow each level of government to adequately 
finance its service responsibilities, with each being accountable to taxpayers for 
its own programs. 
 



• Cities require a greater share of the property tax and other reliable, discretionary 
revenues in order to finance local services to property. 
 



• Counties require additional funding if they are to fulfill their state-mandated and 
traditional roles.  
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Related League Housing, Community and Economic Development policy: 
 



• Support the establishment of a secure, balanced, and discretionary local revenue 
base necessary to provide the full range of needed services and quality land use 
decisions. 



 
Comments   
Supporter Comments 
 
The Schools and Communities First Fact Sheet describes the measure by stating:  It 
closes commercial property tax loopholes benefiting a fraction of corporations and 
wealthy investors, without affecting homeowners or renters, and reclaims $12 billion 
every year to fund world-class schools and strengthen local economies to lift up all 
Californians. The campaign website states:  
 



“The Schools & Communities First initiative, which recently submitted a historic 
1.7 million signatures of support, will reclaim $12 billion every year for essential 
local services and schools by closing corporate tax loopholes – all while 
protecting homeowners and renters, small businesses, and agriculture from any 
changes. Recent polling, both internally and from PPIC, have consistently shown 
that Schools & Communities First is supported by a majority of likely California 
voters. According to research conducted by the University of Southern California, 
78% of the revenue would come from only 6% of commercial and industrial 
properties.”  



 
More information and additional statements of support can be found on their website.  
 
Opposition Comments  
 
Californians to Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes are leading the campaign 
against this ballot measure. Opponents of this measure state that “special interests 
qualified a measure for the November 2020 statewide ballot that will destroy Proposition 
13’s property tax protections. The measure has too many flaws and will increase the 
cost of living for all Californians.” 



They state that with the increased property tax small businesses would have to absorb 
the costs and pass them to the customer. They state that the ballot measure has the 
following flaws:  
 



• “Most food items will face higher property taxes not just once, but several times, 
as they travel from the farm to processing, packaging, distribution, and the 
grocery store ultimately driving up the cost of living for all Californians;  
  



• The property tax hike will eliminate the incentive to build solar energy systems 
which will endanger California’s goal of 100 percent renewable energy by 2045 
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and increase utility bills for families – ultimately driving our cost of living even 
higher; and  
 



• The property tax hike will make it even more difficult for small businesses to 
reopen their doors and stay in business as a result of this economic crisis.”  



 
In this Op-Ed, Willie Brown, former San Francisco mayor and Speaker of the California 
Assembly, states that while the proponents of this measure claim that this ballot 
measure is small business friendly, in reality it is not. Brown goes on to say, “This 
demonstrates a general lack of awareness of how most small businesses operate. Most 
small businesses rent the property where they operate and have what’s called a “triple 
net lease,” where property taxes, insurance and maintenance costs are passed directly 
onto tenants.”  
 
Additional Comments  
 



• According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO), long-tenured properties are 
less likely to be developed, which Proposition 13 may have played in part in 
explaining this pattern. The split-roll measure can encourage California’s under-
assessed commercial lands such as car lots, strip malls, and sprawls to be made 
available for more intensive use. 
 
This measure may benefit startup companies in California. In the 1992 case, 
Nordlinger v. Hahn, Supreme Court Justice John Stevens said “as Proposition 13 
controls the taxation of commercial property as well as residential property, the 
regime greatly favors the commercial enterprises of the [wealthiest], placing new 
businesses at a substantial disadvantage.” 
 



• There is raised concern that increasing the tax revenue generation of commercial 
property would further the ‘fiscalization of land use’ towards incentivizing 
commercial development over residential development. However, existing laws 
governing the zoning and approval of housing development may limit this effect.   
 



• Large corporations residing in California have highly benefited from Prop 13. For 
example, according to an article entitled, Should Businesses Pay More?, Intel’s 
plot of land in the heart of Silicon Valley has a current value of about $2.50 per 
square foot, while a professional office center just across the street was recently 
assessed with a value of roughly $126 per square foot.  



 
Key Policy Questions for the Committee to Consider 
 



• Does the proposed measure provide a more equitable property tax structure?  
 
• Does the increased revenue for cities, schools, and other local governments 



outweigh/offset potential impacts on California businesses?  
 



77





https://calmatters.org/commentary/changing-prop-13-will-generate-a-tax-bill-that-will-harm-small-businesses-especially-those-owned-by-minorities/


http://projects.scpr.org/prop-13/stories/business/








• Does this measure advance the League’s strategic priorities, particularly in the 
areas of fiscal sustainability, housing supply/affordability, and supporting 
individuals experiencing homelessness?  



 
• Timing and context matter - given the phase-in provisions and legislative 



controls, does this measure properly balance concerns regarding the current 
economic outlook with potential long-term benefits for local governments?  



 
Support-Opposition: (as of May 25, 2020)  
 
Support 
A full list of supporters can be found on The Schools and Community First Coalition 
website.  
 
Opposition 
A full list of supporters can be found the on the Californians to Save Prop 13 and Stop 
Higher Property Taxes website.  
 
Staff Recommendation:   
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 
Board Action: 
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2. Family Home Protection and Fairness in Property Tax Reassessments Act 
 



Staff:  Nick Romo, Legislative Representative  
Johnnie Pina, Legislative Policy Analyst  



 
Initiative Summary: 
The measure would make the following changes: 



1. This measure would allow those over 55 years old, severely disabled, displaced 
by a natural disaster, or moving from contaminated housing to take their base 
year property value with them when moving to a home of equal or lesser value 
and would give them a property tax break when moving to a replacement 
dwelling of greater value.  



2. This measure would narrow the tax breaks on inherited properties.  
3. This measure would amend the law to clarify when commercial property has a 



“change in ownership” in order to reassess the commercial property.   
  
The Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) and Department of Finance specify that the fiscal 
impact on state and local governments is as follows:  
 



Local governments could gain tens of millions of dollars of property tax revenue 
per year, likely growing over time to a few hundred million dollars per year. 
Schools could receive similar property tax revenue gains. Other local and state 
revenues each could increase by tens of millions of dollars per year. County 
property tax administration costs likely would increase by tens of millions of 
dollars per year.   



 
Initiative Description:  
 



1. This measure would allow those over 55 years old, severely disabled, 
displaced by a natural disaster, or moving from contaminated housing to:  



• Take their base year property value with them when moving to a home of 
equal or lesser value; and  



• Receive property tax break when moving to a replacement dwelling of 
greater value.   



o These tax breaks would be allowed in all counties; and  
o Individuals would be allowed to make such a transfer up to three 



times a year.  
 



Below are examples of how the property base value transfer would work in both 
possible scenarios.  



 
• Moving to a home of equal or lesser value: 



For the purposes of this example: 
o Full Cash Value of Replacement Property = $600,000 
o Full Cash Value of Original Property = $700,000 
o Base Year Value of Original Property = $300,000 
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In this example, a qualified homeowner who transfers their base year of 
$300,000 to a replacement property, would keep their base year value of 
$300,000. In this example for purposes of calculating their new property 
tax, they would be assessed at half of what they would have otherwise 
been assessed on.  



• Formula applicable to moving to a home of greater value:  
(Full cash value of replacement property – Full cash value of original 
property) + Base year of original property = the base year value of the 
replacement dwelling 



For the purposes of this example: 
o Full Cash Value of Replacement Property = $8000,000 
o Full Cash Value of Original Property = $600,000 
o Base Year Value of Original Property = $300,000 



 
($800,000 – $600,000) + $300,000 = $500,000.  



 
The base year value of the replacement dwelling = $500,000  



 
In this example, the qualified homeowner would be now be paying a 
property tax based on a value that is $300,000 less than the current 
market value of the replacement home.  



 
2. Narrows the Special Rules for Inherited Properties. 



The measure would narrow the special rules for inherited properties. Specifically, 
effective January 1, 2021, the measure would: 



 
• Eliminate Exclusion for Properties Not Used as Primary Residence.  



The inheritance exclusion would apply only to properties used as the inheritor’s 
primary residence. Inherited property used for any other purpose than the 
inheritor’s primary residence—such as rental homes or business properties—
would be reassessed to market value. 
 



• Cap Amount of the Tax Benefit for Primary Residences.  
The assessor would exclude only the first $1 million of value that would be added 
upon reassessment. If a property is inherited by a child or a grandchild in certain 
circumstances, the person inheriting the property would also inherit the taxable 
value.  
 
Under existing law if a home with a taxable value of $500,000 was sold for 
$2 million its taxable value would have increased by $1.5 million if the home were 
reassessed.  
 
Under this measure, $1 million of this increase would be excluded. Upon 
inheritance, the home’s taxable value in this example would be $1 million.  
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 For example:  



• Market Value of the Property = $2,000,000 
• Original Taxable Value of the Property = $500,000 
• (Original taxable value) + [gap between original taxable value and market 



value] - $1 million (inheritance exclusion) = New Taxable Value).  
o $500,000 + [$2,000,000 - $500,000] - $1,000,000 =  
o New Taxable Value for the Inherited Property used as a Primary 



Residence = $1,000,000 
• Increases the Annual Adjustment to an Inherited Property’s Taxable Value.  



The taxable value of an inherited property would increase each year at the same 
rate as the price of a typical California home. This rate will be based on the 
House Price Index for California (HPI) for the first three quarters of the prior 
calendar year, as determined by the Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA). 
The intent and impact of this provision remains ambiguous. The committee may 
wish to question the supporters and opponents of this measure about how this 
provision would impact the existing Proposition 13 protections for homeowners 
and what the rationale may be for loosening these protections on inherited 
property by children or grandchildren used as a principal residence. The 
Committee may also wish to consider whether this change should apply to all 
homeowners who primarily reside in an inherited home indiscriminate of income 
level or home value.   
 



3. Broadens Scope of Legal Entity Ownership Changes.  
In addition to the existing circumstances defined in current law, the measure would 
broaden the types of legal entity ownership changes that trigger reassessment. 
Specifically, effective January 1, 2021, the measure would require properties owned 
by a legal entity to be reassessed if 90 percent or more of the ownership of the legal 
entity is transferred, even if no single person or entity gains more than 50 percent 
ownership. The transfer of 90 percent of the ownership could occur in a single 
transaction or over time as part of multiple transactions. The sale of stock in a 
publicly traded company through an established stock market would not count as a 
change of ownership. 



 
Background  
Property taxes are a major revenue source for local governments, raising nearly $60 
billion annually. Although the state receives no property tax revenue, property tax 
collections also affect the state’s budget, because state law guarantees schools and 
community colleges (schools) a minimum amount of funding each year through a 
combination of property taxes and state funds. If property taxes received by schools 
decrease, state funding generally must increase. 
 
Specifically, cities receive about $13 billion in property tax revenues yearly. For the 
average city, property taxes are about 15 percent of total city revenues, and about 40 
percent of general revenue (varies widely). For cities, property tax remains amongst the 
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most stable local and discretionary revenue sources. Cities also depend to varying 
degrees on locally imposed taxes such as the transient occupancy tax, business license 
tax, and utility user tax.   
  
Proposition 13 of 1978 capped local property taxes levied by cities, counties, schools, 
and special districts at one percent of full cash value which is based on the full cash 
value at the time a property is sold.  The sale of the property establishes a base year, 
and the property tax assessment cannot increase by more than two percent annually.  
Since home values often increase by more than two percent annually, homeowners and 
other property owners receive an additional benefit when they hold their properties for a 
longer period.  Examples of these scenarios can be drastic in regions like the Bay Area 
where homes purchased years ago for $100,000 are now valued in the millions.   
 
The California Constitution offers a one-time property tax saving opportunity for four 
categories of homeowners (those over 55 years old, the severely disabled, individuals 
displaced by a natural disaster, or moving from contaminated housing) who move to 
another home.  All of these individuals have the ability to transfer their Proposition 13 
property tax base year value from their current dwelling to a replacement dwelling of 
equal or lesser value within the same county. Transfers to other counties are prohibited 
unless the county agrees to allow such transfers. 
 
The policy rationale behind this subsidy is to assist seniors looking to downsize because 
they are retiring and living on lower incomes, assist the disabled and others who have 
had homes destroyed by disaster or had to move from a contaminated property.  The 
policy rationale in letting counties decide whether to accept out-of-county transfers is in 
recognition of the potential financial impacts on “destination” counties where retirees 
may move to because local services, including medical, library, parks, and other 
services that support retirees, must be paid for.  Currently, 11 counties (Alameda, El 
Dorado, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, San Diego, San Mateo, 
Santa Clara, Tuolumne, and Ventura) allow these transfers. Whether within a county or 
across counties, a homeowner can transfer their assessed value only once in their 
lifetime. 
 
Some cities and counties also impose taxes on the transfer of homes and other real 
estate. These transfer taxes are based on the value of the property being transferred. 
Transfer taxes are equal to $1.10 per $1,000 of property value in most locations but 
exceed $20 per $1,000 of property in some cities. Statewide, transfer taxes raise 
around $1.1 billion for cities and counties. Additionally, the state collects a personal 
income tax on income earned within the state, which includes profits from selling real 
estate. The personal income tax raises over $90 billion each year. 
 
Inherited Properties 
According to the LAO:  
 



Under existing law… “Special rules also exclude from reassessment certain 
property transfers between parents and children. These rules also apply to 
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grandparents and grandchildren if the grandchildren’s parents are deceased. The 
rules apply to all types of property including primary residences, vacation homes, 
and business properties.”  



 
This was highlighted in an L.A. Times article titled, California homeowners get to pass 
low property taxes to their kids. It’s proved highly profitable to an elite group.  
 
Change in Ownership of a Business Property 
Under existing law, properties owned by a legal entity are not always reassessed when 
ownership of the legal entity changes. This is because while the owners of the legal 
entity change, the legal entity remains the owner of the property. Reassessment can 
occur, however, if any person or entity obtains more than 50 percent ownership of the 
legal entity, the legal entity’s properties are reassessed. Currently,  
 
Fiscal Impact: 
In 2017, the LAO estimated that Proposition 5 would decrease revenue for local 
governments and school districts by $2 billion or more per year in the long-term. 
However, this year’s measure would have a net positive increase on local and school 
revenue.  
 
According to the LAO Analysis of this measure, this measure would have the following 
major impacts on state and local governments: 
 



• Local governments could gain tens of millions of dollars of property tax revenue 
per year, likely growing over time to a few hundred million dollars per year. 
Schools could receive similar property tax revenue gains. 



• Other local and state revenues each could increase by tens of millions of dollars 
per year. 



• County property tax administration costs likely would increase by tens of millions 
of dollars per year. 



 
The analysis continues by stating the following:  
 



“Potentially Higher Revenues from Higher Home Prices and More Home Building 
The measure could cause more people to sell their homes and buy different 
homes because it gives them a tax break to do so. More people being interested 
in buying and selling homes would have some effect on home prices and home 
building. Increases in home prices and home building would lead to more 
property tax revenue. 



 
Inherited Property Rules.  
As the measure would narrow the inheritance reassessment exclusion, it would 
result in more properties being reassessed at the time of inheritance. Under 
current law, between 60,000 and 80,000 inherited properties statewide are 
excluded from reassessment each year. Somewhere around two-thirds of these 
properties are not used as primary residences. Further, it appears that roughly 
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one-fifth of the tax benefit on inherited primary residences went to those who 
received a benefit greater than $1 million. Both of these types of inherited 
properties would see an increase in their taxable value under the measure. This 
suggests the measure could lead to increases in property tax payments for 
40,000 to 60,000 properties each year. This, in turn, would increase property tax 
revenues for local governments. In the first few years, schools and other local 
governments each probably would gain over $100 million per year. Over time, 
these gains would grow resulting in schools and other local governments each 
gaining about $1 billion per year (in today’s dollars). 



 
Legal Entity Ownership Change Rules  
By expanding the scope of legal entities ownership changes that can result in 
reassessment, the measure would result in more legal entities’ properties being 
reassessed each year. This, in turn, would increase property tax payments by 
legal entities. Very little information is available about ownership changes of legal 
entities throughout the state. Because of this, the magnitude of the potential 
increase in property taxes paid by legal entities is unclear.”  



 
SB 2 (Atkins) Building Jobs and Homes Act Funding 
If there are increased real estate transactions there will be an increase in the number of 
$75 recording fees on real estate documents. This would lead to an increase in the SB 
2 pot of money allocated to cities to increase the supply of affordable homes in 
California. 
 
Because the number of real estate transactions recorded in each county will vary from 
year to year, the revenues collected will fluctuate. 
 
Existing League Policy:   
Over recent years the League has joined with the California State Association of 
Counties in opposing similar proposals to this one when they have been proposed in the 
Legislature, primarily out of a concern for the impacts on local revenue.   
 
Related League Revenue and Taxation policies and principles include: 



• Additional revenue is required in the state/local revenue structure. There is 
not enough money generated by the current system or allocated to the local 
level by the current system to meet the requirements of a growing 
population and deteriorating services and facilities. 



• Meaningful fiscal reform should allow each level of government to 
adequately finance its service responsibilities, with each being accountable 
to taxpayers for its own programs. 



• Cities require a greater share of the property tax and other reliable, 
discretionary revenues in order to finance local services to property. 



• Counties require additional funding if they are to fulfill their state-mandated 
and traditional roles.  



 
Related League Housing, Community and Economic Development policy: 
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• Support the establishment of a secure, balanced, and discretionary local revenue 
base necessary to provide the full range of needed services and quality land use 
decisions. 



 
Comments:   
• In 2018, in support of the “The People's Initiative to Protect Proposition 13 Savings”, 



the California Association of Realtors (Realtors) stated that existing law results in the 
following problems: 
o Seniors cannot afford to move, because they would face increases in their 



property taxes compared to what they currently pay. 
o Many disabled people are trapped in inadequate homes and efforts to move to a 



more suitable property are often impossible due to the prospect of paying 
increased property taxes. 



o Disaster victims are penalized when they seek to move out of their disaster-
stricken county, because many counties have opted to not accept out-of-county 
transfers. 



o The existing process results arbitrary and limited property tax protections from a 
confusing patchwork of county laws (where only 11 out of 58 counties have opted 
to accept out-of-county transfers). 
 



The Realtors maintained that is measure will produce the following benefits: 
o Seniors will have the freedom to downsize and move closer to family. 
o The severely disabled can move to more practical homes. 
o Disaster victims will have an opportunity to move anywhere in the state. 



 
They also stated that additional policy benefits include:  



o Unlocking the existing housing market by providing more opportunities for 
home ownership when seniors and others sell their existing properties. 



o Increased property taxes to jurisdictions where the properties are sold. 
o Increased economic activity and additional local revenue triggered by other 



actions that occur in conjunction with a home sale, including additional 
household spending like building renovations, new furniture, carpeting and 
other purchases.   



 
According to a 2017 Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) Analysis:   



“Some research suggests that the existing property tax benefit does affect the 
timing of when seniors may move.  For example, California homeowners who 
were 55 years old were around 20 percent more likely to move in 2014 than 54-
year-old homeowners. This suggests that some homeowners who were 
interested in moving delayed doing so to avoid paying higher property taxes.” 



 
• The League currently supports SB 1319 (Bates), which would further clarify a 



“change in ownership” of commercial property to include when at least 90 percent of 
direct or indirect ownership interests in a legal entity are sold or transferred in a 
single transaction, similarly to what this ballot measure seeks to do.  
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• When the League has opposed similar property tax base transfer proposals in the 
Legislature, the following additional policy arguments were made: 



 
o Prop. 13 already gives all Californian’s a significant property tax break by 



capping property taxes at one percent of assessed value.  Thirty-three other 
states have higher property tax levels. Also, most other states also annually 
reassess property values, but in California increases cannot exceed two percent.   
 



o Local governments already do not receive enough property tax revenue from 
housing to offset service costs, this would make it even harder for housing to 
“pencil out” for cities. 
  



o Property taxes are not the only financial reason affecting a decision to move.  
Other costs associated with selling and buying property need to be factored in.  
Property tax is capped at one percent of home value, but Realtor fees associated 
with the same transaction average six times that (six percent).   



 
In 2018, the League remained neutral on “The People's Initiative to Protect Proposition 
13 Savings” which would have expanded property tax breaks for certain categories of 
individual homeowners when they move. In their analysis of the 2018 measure, the LAO 
projected that while the reassessments from more homes sold could offset some 
impacts—overall property taxes would decrease for local governments.  In the first few 
years, property tax losses would be a few hundred million dollars per year, with schools 
and other local governments (cities, counties, and special districts) each losing around 
$150 million annually. Over time these losses would grow, likely reaching between $1 
billion to a few billion dollars per year (in today’s dollars) in the long term, with schools 
and other local governments each losing $1 billion or more annually. That is why 
League staff recommended the committee take an oppose position. A caveat to that is 
that the 2018 went further in reducing the taxable value of a replacement property if the 
value was less than the assessed value of the original property, resulting in a larger 
property tax loss for the jurisdiction in which the replacement house is located.  
  
Legislative Discussions 
If there is a legislative compromise on this measure, the Legislature has until June 25 to 
place measures on the ballot.  
 
Other Considerations 
Even if the net fiscal impact to cities will be a gain in revenue, the real fiscal impact to 
individual cities will likely be uneven and challenging to determine.  
 
The policy argument that likely resonates the most with this proposal is whether it would 
help free up housing stock by providing additional incentives to seniors to sell and 
move.  This proposal will likely trigger some activity, but how much it tips the balance is 
debatable.  It’s also debatable whether it is worth the uneven revenue loss or gain to 
find out.  In today’s tight housing market, having more homes for sale may moderate 
price increases in areas where seniors are selling, but perhaps increase prices in areas 
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where seniors are moving to.  Since this incentive is not limited to lower income 
individuals or those seeking to downsize it could create additional challenges for first-
time homebuyers who may be competing with seniors able to make cash offers with 
accumulated equity and have an additional advantage of paying lower property taxes.    
 
Policy Questions:  



• Other initiatives and efforts may be considered in the Legislature and on the 
November 2020 ballot that meticulously avoid changes to residential property tax 
assessment – should changes be made to residential assessments in this 
manner? 
 



• The LAO states that there will be gains and losses but the net increase in funding 
to local governments will increase. However, the net increase will not be evenly 
distributed to all cities. Given the potentially unknown impact to individual cities, 
should the League of California Cities position?  



 
Support-Opposition: (as of 05/26/2020):  
 
Support:  The Association of California Realtors  
 
Opposition: Howard Jarvis Tax Payers Association  
 
Staff Recommendation:   
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 
Board Action: 
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3. The Rental Affordability Act (A.G. File No. 19‑0001) 
 
Staff:  Jason Rhine, Deputy Legislative Director, (916) 658-8200 



Johnnie Pina, Legislative Policy Analyst (916) 658-8200 
 
Initiative Summary: 
The “Rental Affordability Act” would expand local governments’ authority to enact rent control on 
residential properties.  
 
According to the Legislative Analyst and the Department of Finance the estimated fiscal impact 
on state and local governments are as follows:  
 



“Potential reduction in state and local revenues of tens of millions of dollars per year in 
the long term. Depending on actions by local communities, revenue losses could be less 
or more”.  



 
Bill Description: 
The “Rental Affordability Act” would narrow the limits on local rent control laws in Costa Hawkins 
Act, allowing cities and counties to apply rent control to more properties than under current law.  
 
Specifically, cities and counties would be able to apply rent control to all housing that is more 
than 15 years old, with the exception of single-family homes owned by landlords who own no 
more than two properties. In addition, cities and counties can limit how much a landlord can 
increase rents when a new renter moves in. Cities that choose to implement the newly allowed 
provisions must allow a landlord, should the landlord wish, to increase rents by up to 15 percent 
during the first three years after a new renter moves in. The measure requires that rent control 
laws allow landlords a fair rate of return. This measure would put the results of past court rulings 
into state law. 
 
Background: 
Rental housing has become increasingly expensive in California. According to the Legislative 
Analyst’s Office (LAO), renters in California typically pay 50 percent more for housing than 
renters in other states and in some parts of the state, rent costs are more than double the 
national average. While rent is high only a handful of cities have rent control ordinances. About 
one-fifth of Californians live in cities with rent control. Local rent boards administer rent control. 
These boards are funded through fees on landlords. 
 
The Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act was enacted in 1995 and placed strict limits on a local 
government’s ability to impose rent control.  While Costa-Hawkins did not completely prohibit 
locally adopted rental control measures, it imposed the following limitations: 



• Provides that rental property owners may establish a new rental rate where the former 
tenant has voluntarily vacated or is lawfully evicted for cause.  This is commonly referred 
to as vacancy decontrol. 



• Housing constructed after February 1, 1995 must be exempt from rent control. 
• Housing that was already exempt from a local rent control law in place on or before 



February 1, 1995, pursuant to an exemption for new construction, must remain exempt.  
This prohibited cities with existing rent control policies at the time of the Act's passage 
from expanding their policies, usually meaning units built after the late 1970s cannot be 
covered by rent control. 
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• Exempts from rent control single family homes and other units, such as condominiums, 
that are separate from the title to any other dwelling units, where the tenancy began on 
or after January 1, 1996. 
 



The Affordable Housing Act – Repeal of Costa-Hawkins: Rent Control (17-0041) failed on the 
2018 November ballot, only receiving roughly 40 percent of the vote. This measure would have 
repealed the Costa-Hawkins Rental Housing Act and would have allowed a city to establish a 
locally developed rent control ordinance. 
 
As a result of the Legislature’s desire to better protect tenants, the Legislature passed and the 
Governor signed AB 1482 (Chiu) Tenant Protection Act of 2019. Tenancy. Rent Caps. Chapter 
597, Statutes of 2019. This measure placed an upper limit on annual rent increases: five 
percent plus inflation up to a hard cap of 10 percent. This measure also required that a landlord 
has and states a just cause in order to evict tenants who have occupied the premises for a year. 
Both the rent cap and the just cause provisions are subject to exemptions including, among 
others, housing built in the past 15 years and single family residences unless owned by a real 
estate trust or a corporation. This measure does not preempt any local rent control or just cause 
ordinances. This measure sunsets on January 1, 2030. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office Analysis, this measure may result in a reduction in 
state and local revenues of tens of millions of dollars per year in the long term. Depending on 
actions by local communities, revenue losses could be less or more. Only cities seeking to 
establish rent control would incur costs. Additional costs could occur as a result of the 
development and enforcement of the rent control ordinance. 
 
The most likely effects are:  



• To avoid rent regulation, some landlords would sell their rental housing to new owners 
who would live there. 



• The value of rental housing would decline because potential landlords would not want to 
pay as much for these properties.  



• Some renters would spend less on rent and some landlords would receive less rental 
income. 



• Some renters would move less often.  
 



These effects would depend on how many communities pass new laws, how many properties 
are covered, and how much rents are limited.  
 
The measure’s economic effects would affect property tax, sales tax, and income tax revenues. 
The largest and most likely impacts are:  



• Less Property Taxes Paid by Landlords.  
A decline in the value of rental properties would, over several years, lead to a decrease 
in property tax payments made by owners of those properties. On the other hand, 
increased sales of rental housing likely would result in higher property tax payments. 
Revenue losses from lower property values would be larger than revenue gains from 
increased sales. Because of this, the measure would reduce overall property tax 
payments.  



• More Sales Taxes Paid by Renters.  
Renters who pay less in rent would use some of their savings to buy taxable goods.  



• Change in Income Taxes Paid by Landlords.  
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Landlords’ income tax payments would change in several ways. Some landlords would 
receive less rental income. This would reduce their income tax payments. On the other 
hand, over time landlords would pay less to buy rental properties. This would reduce 
expenses they can claim to lower their income tax payments (such as mortgage interest, 
property taxes, and depreciation). This would increase their income tax payments. The 
measure’s net effect on income taxes paid by landlords in the long term is not clear.  



 
Overall, the measure likely would reduce state and local revenues in the long term, with the 
largest effect on property taxes. The amount of revenue loss would depend on many factors, 
most importantly how communities respond to this measure. If, for example, communities that 
already have rent control expand their rules to include newer homes and single-family homes, 
revenue losses could be in the tens of millions of dollars per year. If many communities create 
new rent control rules, revenue losses could be larger. If few communities make changes, 
revenue losses would be minor. 
 
Additionally, if cities or counties create new rent control laws or expand existing ones, local rent 
boards would face increased administrative and regulatory costs. Depending on local 
government choices, these costs could range from very little to tens of millions of dollars per 
year. These costs likely would be paid by fees on owners of rental housing.  
 
Existing League Policy:  
Tenant Protections  
The League supports prohibiting landlords from discriminating against tenants who use housing 
assistance vouchers issued under Section 8 of the United States Housing Act of 1937 and other 
public assistance towards their rental payments.  
 
The League also supports requiring landlords that seek to increase monthly rent greater than 
ten percent to provide tenants 90 day notice before the increase takes effect.  
 
Rent Control  
The League opposes legislation that restricts the ability of cities to enact rent control ordinances 
for mobile homes and stick-built housing that are tailored to meet local conditions and 
circumstances.  
 
The League opposes legislation that would require a city to adopt a mobile home rent control 
ordinance. 
 
Housing Finance  
The League supports legislation and state and federal programs that assist in providing 
financing for affordable housing, including the development of fiscal tools and incentives to 
assist local governments in their efforts to encourage housing and finance the infrastructure to 
support housing, as well as establishing an ongoing state commitment for funding affordable 
housing.  
 
Build Strong Communities  
Support and embrace the development of strong families and socially and ethnically diverse 
communities, by:  



• Working to provide a balance of jobs and housing within the community;  
• Avoiding the displacement of existing residents;  
• Reducing commute times;  
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• Promoting community involvement;  
• Enhancing public safety; and  
• Providing and supporting educational, mentoring and recreational opportunities. 



 
Comments: 
What do the supporters and opponents think about rent control? 
 
The Rental Affordability Act Website states the following:  
 



“The rent is still too damn high. People across California are struggling to stay in their 
homes, as corporate landlords and Wall Street speculators are given free reign over our 
cities. Too many families spend over half their income on housing. Living paycheck to 
paycheck means it’s difficult for working people, like teachers and construction workers, 
to afford housing in the communities they serve while still having enough money for 
basics like groceries, gas, and childcare 



 
Seniors, families, veterans and working-class Californians are being forced to commute 
far from their families and place of work just to live in housing they can afford. The less 
fortunate are forced to sleep on couches, in cars or on our streets. With average rents 
higher in California than in any other state, and as the homelessness crisis grows worse 
by the day, passing the Rental Affordability Act is critical to keeping people safe in their 
homes and off the streets. 



 
Why We Must Act 
The Rental Affordability Act would ease onerous restrictions on the ability of cities and 
counties in California to limit rent increases for millions of families. It would reform a 
state law passed in 1995 under Governor Pete Wilson called the Costa-Hawkins Rental 
Housing Act. Under existing law, local communities are: 



 
Prohibited from limiting rent increases for any single family rental home or condominium 



 
Prohibited from extending rent control to any apartment constructed after February 1995 



 
Prohibited from expanding rent control to anything but old buildings in key cities across 
the state, including Los Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland and Santa Monica. Los 
Angeles–the largest city in the state–cannot extend rent control to any apartment built 
after 1978. San Francisco cannot place rent control on apartments built after 1979. 



 
Prohibited from implementing policies that limit rent increases when a new tenant moves 
into a rental home, known as “vacancy control.” As a result of Costa-Hawkins, landlords 
can raise the rental price to any amount following a tenant vacancy, incentivizing them to 
evict their tenants and jack up rents. 



 
Impact 
Landlords and property speculators have an incentive to pressure long-term and low- or 
fixed-income renters out of their homes in favor of renters who can pay much higher 
rents. With new vacancies, rents are increasing to unaffordable levels, contributing to the 
displacement and instability of formerly affordable communities. With every year that 
passes, current state law allows the stock of rent controlled housing in California’s 
largest cities to shrink. This cannot go on any further.”  
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The Californians for Responsible Housing Website gives four major reasons to oppose the 
measure:  
 



1. Reduced Availability of Affordable and Middle-Class Housing. 
a. Independent academic experts from Stanford and U.C. Berkeley agree 



extreme rent control policies discourage new construction and reduce 
availability of affordable and middle-class housing, driving up rents for many 
Californians. 



2. Grants New Powers to Regulatory Bodies to Impose or Modify Rent Policies – 
Without Public Oversight. 



a. The initiative will change existing law to allow extreme rent control regulations 
and rules to be locally- enacted by unelected rent boards. These boards 
could change the cost and availability of housing with no requirements that 
they seek public input or that they hold a public vote. 



3. Eliminates Homeowner Protections. 
a. The initiative allows regulators to tell single-family homeowners how much 



they can charge to rent out their homes – even if they just want to rent a 
single room. Homeowners will be subject to regulations and price controls 
enacted by unelected boards. 



4. Cannot Be Easily Changed Without Another Statewide Initiative. 
a. This initiative can only be amended by the legislature with a 2/3 vote and only 



to further its purpose. Another ballot measure would be required to change 
any substantive problems. 



 
What do academics think about rent control? 
As you may expect, scholars disagree on the impacts of rent control.  Economists, both liberal 
and conservative, generally agree that rent control is not the best policy.  According to a poll, 
from 2012, of economists only two percent believed that local ordinances that limit rent 
increases for some rental housing units, such as in New York and San Francisco, have had a 
positive impact over the past three decades on the amount and quality of broadly affordable 
rental housing in cities that have used them. 
 
Experts in other fields such as urban planners and those that study gentrification and 
displacement believe that rent control can have a positive effect on keeping long-time residents 
in the community. 
 
Key considerations 



• Cities would have a greater ability to tailor their rent control ordinance to the needs of 
their local community. 



• The “Rental Affordability Act” does not mandate that cities establish rent control. 
• The “Rental Affordability Act” is consistent with existing League policy. 



 
Support-Opposition: 
 
Support 
According to The Rental Affordability Act Website, the following individuals and organizations 
have endorsed the measure:   
 



• Bernie Sanders (Senator (D-VT) 
• Maxine Waters Congresswoman (D-CA 43) 
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• Soli Alpert - Berkeley Rent Control Board Member 
• Mike Bonin - Los Angeles City Council Member 
• James Chang, Berkeley Rent Control Board Member 
• Steve Suron, Santa Monica Rent Control Board Member 
• Anastasia Foster - Rent Control Board - Santa Monica 
• Jackie Goldberg - Los Angeles Unified School District Board Member 
• Sue Himmelrich - Santa Monica City Council Member 
• Lindsay Horvath - West Hollywood City Council Member 
• Dan Kalb - Oakland City Council Member 
• Paul Koretz - Los Angeles City Council Member 
• Paola Laverde, Chair, Berkeley Rent Board 
• Kevin de Leon - CA Senate Pro Tempore Emeritus 
• Kevin McEown - Santa Monica City Council Member 
• Mari Mendonca, Berkeley Rent Board 
• Jim Oddie - Alameda City Council Member 
• Nicole Phillis, Santa Monica Rent Board Member 
• Maria Poblet, Berkeley Rent Board 
• David Ryu - Los Angeles City Council Member 
• John Selawsky, Berkeley Rent Board 
• Alejandro Soto-Vigil, Berkeley Rent Board 
• Naomi Sultan, Vice Chair, Santa Monica Rent Board 
• Caroline Torosis, Santa Monica Rent Board 
• Igor Tregub - Rent Control Board - Berkeley 
• Debra Vinson, Antioch Unified School District 
• Leah Simon-Weisberg, Vice Chair, Berkeley Rent Board 
• Dolores Huerta, Founder, Dolores Huerta Foundation 
• ACCE Action 
• AIDS Healthcare Foundation 
• Black Skeptics Los Angeles 
• Brown Beret National Organization (BBNO) 
• Burbank Tenants’ Rights Committee 
• Burrito Project L.A. 
• City of Santa Monica 
• City of West Hollywood 
• California Democratic Party's Renters Caucus 
• CALOR (AIDS Service Organization) 
• Democratic Socialists of America - Los Angeles 
• Dolores Huerta Foundation 
• Eviction Defense Network 
• Ground Game Los Angeles 
• HEART LA (Housing Equality & Advocacy Resource Team) 
• Healthy Housing Foundation 
• Impulse Group 
• Inquilinos Unidos 
• Los Angeles Center for Community Law and Action (LACCLA) 
• National Lawyers Guild - Los Angeles 
• Progressive Democrats of the Santa Monica Mountains 
• San Diego Tenants United 
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• San Francisco Berniecrats  
• Santa Monicans for Renters Rights 
• Small Property Owners for Reasonable Controls - Long Beach 
• Southern California Americans for Democratic Action 
• UNITE HERE Local 11 
• WORLD (Women Organized to Respond to Life-Threatening Diseases) 
• (A number of additional individuals)  



 
 
Opposition  
According to the Californians for Responsible Housing Website, the following individuals and 
organizations have opposed this measure:  



• California Apartment Association 
• California Council for Affordable Housing 
• Highridge Costa Housing Partners 
• The Pacific Companies 
• American Legion, Department of California 
• AMVETS, Department of California 
• AMVETS Service Foundation, Department of California 
• Association of the U.S. Army, Northern California Chapters 
• Association of the U.S. Army, Southern California Chapters 
• Cesar E. Chavez Sacramento Chapter of the American G.I. Forum 
• Filipino-American United States Marines Association 
• Jewish War Veterans, Department of California 
• Marine Corps Veterans Association 
• Military Officers Association of America, California Council of Chapters 
• Reserve Organization of America, Department of the Golden West 
• Scottish American Military Society – California Chapters 
• Women Veterans Alliance 
• State Building and Construction Trades Council of California 
• International Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron Shipbuilders, Blacksmiths, Forgers & 



Helpers AFL-CIO 
• California State Pipe Trades Council 
• California District of Iron Workers 
• California State Association of Electrical Workers 
• Building and Construction Trades Council of San Bernardino and Riverside Counties 
• IBEW Local Unions 6, 11, 47, 234, 302, 332, 413, 428, 477, 551, 595, 617, 684, 952 
• Insulators & Allied Workers Local Union 1 
• Kern, Inyo and Mono Counties Building Trades Council 
• Los Angeles/Orange County Building & Construction Trades Council 
• Northern California Carpenters Regional Council 
• Plumbers & Pipefitters UA Local #477 
• Plumbers & Steamfitters UA Local 159 
• S.M.A.R.T. Sheet Metal Workers' Local 104 
• Sacramento-Sierra's Building and Construction Trades Council 
• San Diego Building & Construction Trades Council 
• Santa Clara and San Benito Counties Building and Construction Trades Council 
• Sheet Metal, Air, Rail, & Transportation Workers Local Union No. 105 
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• Southern California Pipe Trades District Council 16 
• UA Local 114 Plumbers & Pipefitters 
• UA Local 230 Plumbers, Steamfitters, HVAC & Refrigeration 
• UA Local 345 Landscape/Irrigation Sewer, Storm Drain Underground Industrial Piping 
• UA Local 364 Plumbers, Steamfitters & Refrigeration 
• UA Local 38 Plumbers and Pipefitters Union 
• UA Local 398 Plumbers & Steamfitters 
• UA Local 460 Plumbers & Steamfitters 
• UA Local 467 San Mateo County 
• UA Local 484 Plumbers & Steamfitters 
• UA Local 582 Plumbers, Steamfitters, Welders, & Apprentices 
• UA Local 62 
• UA Local 709 Sprinklerfitters 
• UA Plumbers & Pipefitters Local 403 
• UA Plumbers & Steamfitters Local 761 
• UA Plumbers Local 78 
• California Builders Alliance 
• California Chamber of Commerce 
• California Mortgage Bankers Association 
• Alameda Housing Providers Association 
• Bay Area Builders Exchange 
• Bay Area Homeowners Network 
• Central City Association Los Angeles 
• Davis Chamber of Commerce 
• Los Angeles County Business Federation (LA BizFed) 
• Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce 
• Nevada County Contractors’ Association 
• North Coast Builders Exchange 
• Orange County Business Council 
• Pasadena Chamber of Commerce and Civic Association 
• Placer County Contractors’ Association, Inc. 
• Pleasanton Chamber of Commerce 
• Regional Chamber of Commerce - San Gabriel Valley 
• Sacramento Regional Builders Exchange 
• San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 
• San Ramon Chamber of Commerce 
• The Silicon Valley Organization 
• Valley Industry and Commerce Association (VICA) 



 
Staff Recommendation: Staff recommends the committee discuss and determine a position. In 
2018, the HCED policy committee took “no position” on the Affordable Housing Act – Repeal of 
Costa-Hawkins: Rent Control (17-0041).  
 
Committee Recommendation: 
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 HOUSING, COMMUNITY &ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Legislative Agenda 



June 5, 2020 



Staff:  Jason Rhine, Assistant Legislative Director (916) 658-8264 



1. SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. (Full Text)



Bill Summary: 
This measure would make numerous changes to existing Density Bonus Law to require 
local governments to provide additional concessions and incentives for the construction 
of student housing and moderate-income rental housing. 



Bill Description: 
Specifically, SB 1085 would: 



• Require local governments to include in their annual housing element report the
number of units in a student housing development for lower-income students for
which the developer received a density bonus.



• Allow student housing developments containing at least 20 percent of the units
for lower-income students to be eligible for one incentive or concession.



• Allow a development containing 20 percent moderate-income rental units to
receive the following:



o 35 percent density bonus.
o Projects located ½ mile from a transit stop, a local government shall not



impose a parking ratio inclusive of handicapped and guest parking that
exceeds .5 spaces per bedroom.



• Allow a developer of moderate-income rental units to receive the following
concessions and incentives:



o One incentive or concession for projects that include at least 20 percent of
the total rental units for moderate-income households.



o Two concessions or incentives for projects that include at least 30 percent
of the total rental units for moderate-income households.



o Three concessions or incentives for projects that include at least 40
percent of the total rental units for moderate-income households.



• Require that in order for a development with moderate-income rental units to be
eligible for the benefits listed above, the rent for the moderate-income unit must
be 30 percent below the market rate for the locality and the applicant must
provide the locality with evidence to establish that the units meet those
requirements.



ATTACHMENT B
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• Prohibit a local government from imposing fees relating to affordable housing, 
including inclusionary zoning fees, in lieu fees, and public benefit fees on 
affordable units or bonus units contained in the development project. 
 



• Define “total units” or “total dwelling units” as the calculation of the number of 
units that: 



o Excludes a unit added by a density bonus awarded pursuant to this 
section or any local law granting a greater density bonus. 



o Includes a unit designated to satisfy an inclusionary zoning requirement of 
a local agency. 



 
Background: 
Density Bonus Law was first established in 1979.  Over the years it has been amended 
numerous times.  The purpose of the law is to require cities and counties to grant 
concessions and incentives to developers in exchange for them donating land or 
building senior housing or affordable housing units. These projects must contain one of 
the following: 



• At least 5 percent of the housing units are restricted to very low income 
residents. 
 



• At least 10 percent of the housing units are restricted to lower income residents. 
 



• At least 10 percent of the housing units in a for-sale common interest 
development are restricted to moderate income residents. 
 



• 100 percent of the housing units (other than manager’s units) are restricted to 
very low, lower and moderate income residents (with a maximum of 20 percent 
moderate). 
 



• At least 10 percent of the housing units are for transitional foster youth, disabled 
veterans or homeless persons, with rents restricted at the very low income level. 
 



• At least 20 percent of the housing units are for low income college students in 
housing dedicated for full-time students at accredited colleges. 
 



• The project donates at least one acre of land to the city or county for very low 
income units, and the land has the appropriate general plan designation, zoning, 
permits and approvals, and access to public facilities needed for such housing. 
 



• The project is a senior citizen housing development (no affordable units 
required). 
 



• The project is a mobilehome park age-restricted to senior citizens (no affordable 
units required).   
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Below is a table provided by the Senate Committee on Housing, that compares existing 
Density Bonus Law to SB 1085. 



  



Current Law: 
Very Low-



Income (VLI) 



Current Law: 
Low-Income 



(LI) 
Current Law: 
Mod-Income 



SB 1085 (Skinner): 
Changes to Mod-



Income 



Rent / For 
Sale 



Rental units Rental units For sale in 
common interest 
developments 
(CIDs) only 



Different benefits to 
both for-sale in CIDs 
and rental units 
anywhere 



Density 



5 % of units --> 
20% DB 
… 
11 % of units --> 
35% DB 40% DB 



10 % of units --> 
20% DB 
… 
20 % of units --> 
35% DB 



10 % of units --> 
5% DB 
… 
40 % of units --> 
35% DB 



Specifically, a 
development with 
20% of units for 
rent to mod 
incomes gets 35% 
DB 



Incentives / 
Concessions 



*  1 incentive for: 
5% VLI 
*  2 incentives 
for: 
10% VLI  
*  3 incentives 
for: 
15% VLI 



*  1 incentive 
for: 
10% LI 
*  2 incentives 
for: 
20% LI  
*  3 incentives 
for: 
30% LI  



*  1 incentive for: 
10% Mod for-sale 
in CIDs 
*  2 incentives for: 
20% Mod for sale 
in CIDs 
*  3 incentives for: 
30% Mod for sale 
in CIDs 



*  1 incentive for: 
10% Mod for sale in 
CIDs OR 20% MOD 
rentals 
*  2 incentives for: 
20% Mod for sale in 
CIDs OR 30% MOD 
rentals 
* 3 incentives for: 
30% Mod for sale in 
CIDs OR 40% MOD 
rentals 



Parking near 
transit ratios 



Projects with 
11% VLI only 
have to provide 
.5 spaces per 
bedroom. 



Projects with 
20% LI units 
only have to 
provide .5 
spaces per 
bedroom. 



No further 
reduced parking, 
other than specific 
parking ratios 
under DBL: 
a) 0 to 1 BR — 1 
onsite parking 
space 
b) 2 to 3 BR — 2 
onsite parking 
spaces 
c) 4 and more 
BRs — 2.5 
parking spaces 



Projects with 20% 
mod units only 
have to provide .5 
spaces per 
bedroom.   



 
 
What are concessions and incentives?  A concession or incentive is defined as: 
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• A reduction in site development standards or a modification of zoning code or 
architectural design requirements, such as a reduction in setback or minimum 
square footage requirements. 



• Approval of mixed use zoning. 
• Other regulatory incentives or concessions which actually result in identifiable 



and actual cost reductions. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
No direct fiscal impact to a city. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Support Vibrant City Centers 
Give preference to the redevelopment and reuse of city centers and existing 
transportation corridors by supporting and encouraging: 



• Mixed use development. 
• Housing opportunities for all income levels. 
• Safe, reliable and efficient multi-modal transportation systems. 
• Retaining existing businesses and promoting new business opportunities that 



produce quality local job. 
 
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential 
component of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of 
zoning ordinances should be open and fair to the public and enhance the 
responsiveness of local decision-makers. State policy should leave local siting and use 
decisions to the city and not interfere with local prerogative beyond providing a 
constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. State agency siting of 
facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to local notice and 
hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The League 
opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “the State Density Bonus Law is a unique tool that incentivizes 
developers to build more affordable housing in California.  However, flaws in the 
program result in many cities underutilizing the density bonus tool or not using it at all.  
SB 1085 improves and clarifies the density bonus statute to expand its use in California 
to increase affordable housing production.” 
 
Density Bonus Law is very complex and does not work in all communities.  Housing 
market conditions must be right for the development to go forward.  The developer must 
make a calculation that the concessions and incentives provided by the city or county 
generate enough savings in order for them to donate land or build affordable housing. 
 
Cities are facing much larger housing goals in the 6th cycle of the Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) process.  Not only do cities need to find enough adequate 
sites to accommodate their RHNA allocation, they also need to demonstrate that 
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housing units are actually being built or mandated streamlining laws like SB 35 take 
effect. 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/20/20) 
 
Support: 
All Home; Bay Area Council; Bridge Housing Corporation; California Association of 
Realtors; California Building Industry Association; California Community Builders; 
California YIMBY; Chan Zuckerberg Initiative; Facebook, Inc.; Los Angeles Business 
Council; San Francisco Bay Area Planning and Urban Research Association; San 
Francisco Foundation; San Francisco Housing Action Coalition; Silicon Valley At Home; 
Terner Center for Housing Innovation at the University of California, Berkeley; TMG 
Partners 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/20/20) 
A Better Way Forward to House California; California Rural Legal Assistance 
Foundation; Western Center on Law and Poverty 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1085 and make a recommendation to the 
Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 
Board Action: 
 
 
2. SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Map (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would require a local government to ministerally approve a housing 
development containing two residential units (duplex) in single-family zones.  
Additionally, this measure would require local governments to ministerally approve 
urban lot split. 
 
Bill Description: 
Duplex Provision 
A proposed housing development containing two residential units shall be considered 
ministerially, without discretionary review or a hearing, in zones where allowable uses 
are limited to single-family residential development, if the proposed housing 
development meets all of the following requirements: 



• The parcel is located within a city the boundaries of which include some portion 
of either an urbanized area or urban cluster, or, for unincorporated areas, a legal 
parcel wholly within the boundaries of an urbanized area or urban cluster.  The 
Census Bureau identifies urbanized areas as those with 50,000 or more people; 
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and defines urban clusters as areas with at least 2,500 and less than 50,000 
people. 
 



• The parcel cannot be located on any of the following: 
o Prime farmland or farmland of statewide importance. 
o Wetlands. 
o Land within the very high fire hazard severity zone, unless the 



development complies with state mitigation requirements. 
o A hazardous waste site. 
o An earthquake fault zone. 
o Land within the 100-year floodplain or a floodway. 
o Land identified for conservation under a natural community conservation 



plan, or lands under conservation easement. 
o Habitat for protected species. 
o A site that has been placed on a national, state, or local historic register. 



 
• The proposed housing development would not require demolition or alteration 



requiring evacuation or eviction of an existing housing unit of any of the following 
types of housing: 



o Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that 
restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate, 
low, or very low income. 



o Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a public 
entity’s valid exercise of its police power. 



o Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past 
15 years. 



o Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years. 
 



• The development is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, 
state, or local historic register. 
 



• A city or county may impose objective zoning and design standards that do not 
conflict with this measure. 



 
• A city or county shall not require the development project to comply with an 



objective design standard that would prohibit the development from including up 
to two units. 



 
• A city or county may require offstreet parking of up to one space per unit as long 



as that requirement doesn’t prevent the housing development from moving 
forward. 
 



• A city or county shall not impose parking requirements if any of the following is 
true: 



o The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public transit. 
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o The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant 
historic district. 



o There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel. 
 



• A proposed housing development shall not require the demolition of more than 
one existing exterior wall. 
 



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one 
existing exterior wall if a local ordinance allows. 



 
• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one 



existing exterior wall if the site has not been occupied by a tenant in the last three 
years. 



 
• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and 



provides that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA. 
 
Urban Lot Split Provisions 
A city or county shall ministerially approve a parcel map for an urban lot split that meets 
all the following requirements: 



• The parcel map subdivides an existing parcel to create two new parcels of equal 
size. 
 



• Both newly created parcels are no smaller than 1,200 square feet, unless a city 
or county adopts a smaller minimum lot size. 



 
• The parcel being subdivided meets all the following requirements: 



o The parcel is zoned for residential use. 
o The parcel is located within an urbanized area or urban cluster. 
o The parcel is not looked in any of the protected sites as listed above. 
o The parcel does not contain any of the following types of housing: 



 Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law 
that restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and families of 
moderate, low, or very low income. 



 Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a 
public entity’s valid exercise of its police power. 



 Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the 
past 15 years; 



 Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years. 
 



• The parcel is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or 
local historic register. 
 



• The parcel has not been established through prior exercise of an urban lot split 
as provided for in this section. 
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• The owner of the parcel being subdivided has not previously subdivided an 
adjoining parcel using an urban lot split as provided for in this section. 



 
• An application for an urban lot split shall be approved in accordance with the 



following requirements: 
o A local agency shall approve or deny an application for an urban lot split 



ministerially without discretionary review. 
o A local agency shall not impose regulations that require dedications of 



rights-of-way or the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite 
improvements for the parcels being created as a condition of issuing a 
parcel map for an urban lot split. 
 



• A local agency may require any of the following conditions when receiving a 
request for an urban lot split: 



o Easements. 
o A requirement that the parcels have access to, provide access to, or 



adjoin the public right-of-way. 
o Offstreet parking of up to one space per unit, except that a local agency 



shall not impose parking requirements in any of the following instances: 
 The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public 



transit. 
 The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically 



significant historic district. 
 There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel. 



 
• A city or county may impose objective zoning and objective design standards 



applicable to a parcel created by an urban lot split that do not conflict with this 
section. 
 



• A city or county shall not impose objective zoning or objective design standards 
that reduce the buildable area on each newly created parcel to less than 50 
percent of the buildable area on the parcel being subdivided. 



 
• “Buildable area” means the area on the lot that remains after the application of 



zoning and design standards and regulations that require dedications of rights-of-
way, easements, and the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite 
improvements for the parcels being created. 



 
• A city or county shall not be required to permit an accessory dwelling unit on 



parcels that have been subdivided and both parcels have a duplex. 
• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and 



provides that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA 
 
 
 
 



3333











Background: 
In recent years, the Legislature has past numerous bills that have paved the way for the 
construction of accessory dwelling units (ADU).  Cities are now required to ministerally 
approve up to three units on all residential lots - the main house, an ADU up to 1200 
square feet (converted pool house or garage, etc.), and a junior accessory dwelling unit 
(JADU) (smaller in size and attached to the main house). 
 
The Legislature has also debated several bills that would have dramatically increased 
allowable building heights and density in single-family zones.  Some of these measures 
would have allowed up to six story apartment buildings along transits lines in single-
family neighborhoods.   None of these proposals advanced to the Governor’s desk.   
 
However, in January, following the defeat of SB 50 (Wiener), Senate President Pro 
Tempore Atkins pledged to work on a package of bills to help solve the housing crisis 
gripping many regions of the state.  On May 20, 2020, the Senate released their 
housing package.   
 
Senate President Pro Tempore Atkins made the following statement: 
 
“At the start of the year, my colleagues and I committed to developing a comprehensive, 
successful approach to housing production. We remain dedicated to that goal, but due 
to COVID-19 and the economic fallout that has accompanied it, we must pivot our 
approach,” Atkins said. “This package of legislation would make more housing 
production possible generating high wage jobs for skilled construction workers, even 
while we continue to work through the new realities and uncertain times caused by the 
pandemic and economic downturn. And it positions California to leap forward 
exponentially on affordable housing as times get better.” 
SB 1120 is one of the bills in the Senate housing package. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with approving duplexes and lot splits are likely to be covered by 
development fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Well-Planned New Growth 
Recognize and preserve open space, watersheds, environmental habitats, and 
agricultural lands, while accommodating new growth in compact forms, in a manner 
that: 



• De-emphasizes automobile dependency. 
• Integrates the new growth into existing communities. 
• Creates a diversity of affordable housing near employment centers. 
• Provides job opportunities for people of all ages and income levels. 



 
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential 
component of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of 
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zoning ordinances should be open and fair to the public and enhance the 
responsiveness of local decision-makers. State policy should leave local siting and use 
decisions to the city and not interfere with local prerogative beyond providing a 
constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. State agency siting of 
facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to local notice and 
hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The League 
opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Subdivision Map Act 
The League supports maximizing local control over subdivisions and public 
improvement financing. Discretion over the conditions and length of subdivision and 
parcel maps should be retained by cities. 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “SB 1120 promotes small-scale neighborhood residential 
development by streamlining the process for a homeowner to create a duplex or 
subdivide an existing lot in all residential areas.  This policy builds upon existing prior 
successful housing policies such as the state’s Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law, 
which led to a 63 percent increase in ADU permit requests statewide in the first two 
years alone.  Additionally, the policy leverages valuable but previously untapped 
resources, such as developed but underutilized land, while building valuable equity for 
homeowners.  The bill also respects the priorities of local governments in local land use 
decisions: such applications must meet a specific list of qualifications that ensure 
protection of local zoning and design standards, historic districts, environmental quality, 
and existing tenants vulnerable to displacement. 
 
“COVID-19 has dramatically exacerbated California’s already-severe housing crisis.  
Essential workers are more likely to live in overcrowded housing, which is linked to an 
increased risk of contracting (and dying from) the disease.  Among households facing 
COVID-related loss of income, half were already struggling to afford rent pre-COVID 
and now face eviction, housing instability, and homelessness.  Finally, estimates show 
that homeless individuals are two to three times more likely to die from COVID-19 than 
their housed counterparts.  The best way to address these issues is to provide more 
housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income families by creating the 
environment and opportunity for small-scale neighborhood development.” 
 
As mentioned above, under existing law, cities are required to allow up to three units on 
all residential lots - the main house, an ADU, and a junior accessory dwelling unit.  
Given existing law, the HCED policy committee may want to consider how much of a 
change is it to require cities to allow duplexes in single-family zones? 
 
It is important to note that under SB 1120, a developer could convert the existing single-
family home into a duplex and then add an ADU and a junior accessory dwelling unit 
(JADU).  SB 1120 prohibits this from happening only if the developer also splits the lot.  
HCED policy committee may want to consider requesting an amendment to prohibit 
ADUs and JADUs on all lots that take advantage of SB 1120. 
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Support-Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
 
Support: 
California Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; Schneider Electric. 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
Livable California  
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1120 and make a recommendation to the 
Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 
Board Action: 
 
 
3. SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones. (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would create the Neighborhood Homes Act, which establishes a housing 
development project as an authorized use on a neighborhood lot, defined as a lot zoned 
for office or retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. 
 
Bill Description: 
Specifically, SB 1385 would require a housing development project on a neighborhood 
lot to comply with all of the following: 



• The density for the housing development shall meet or exceed the applicable 
density deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income 
households (Mullin densities). 
 



• The housing development shall be subject to local zoning, parking, design, and 
other ordinances applicable to a housing development in a zone that meets the 
requirements of paragraph. 



 
• If the existing zoning designation for the parcel, as adopted by the local 



government, allows residential use at a density greater than that required in 
paragraph by this measure, the local zoning designation shall apply. 
 



• The housing development shall comply with any design review or other public 
notice, comment, hearing, or procedure imposed by the local agency on a 
housing development in the applicable zoning designation identified. 



 
• A city or county may exempt a neighborhood lot from this section in its housing 



element if the local agency concurrently reallocates the lost residential density to 
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other lots so that there is no net loss in residential production capacity in the 
jurisdiction. 



 
• A local agency may reallocate the residential density from an exempt 



neighborhood lot pursuant to this subdivision only upon a finding by the local 
agency that the construction cost of the reallocated housing units will not be 
greater than the construction cost of housing units built under the applicable 
zoning standards. 



 
• This measure does not alter or lessen the applicability of any housing, 



environmental, or labor law applicable to a housing development authorized by 
this section, including, but not limited to, the following: 



o The California Coastal Act of 1976. 
o The California Environmental Quality Act. 
o The Housing Accountability Act. 
o The Density Bonus Law. 
o Obligations to affirmatively further fair housing. 
o State or local affordable housing laws. 
o State or local tenant protection laws. 
 



• All local demolition ordinances shall apply to a project developed on a 
neighborhood lot. 



 
• An applicant seeking to develop a housing project on a neighborhood lot may 



request that a local agency establish a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, 
or may request that the neighborhood lot be annexed to an existing community 
facilities district. 



 
• An annexation to a community facilities district for a neighborhood lot shall be 



subject to a protest proceeding. 
 



• An applicant who voluntarily enrolls in the district shall not be required to pay a 
development, impact, or mitigation fee, charge, or exaction in connection with the 
approval of a development project to the extent that those facilities and services 
are funded by a community facilities district established pursuant to this 
subdivision. This paragraph shall not prohibit a local agency from imposing any 
application, development, mitigation, building, or other fee to fund the 
construction cost of public infrastructure facilities or services that are not funded 
by a community facilities district to support a housing development project. 



 
• Housing developments on neighborhood lots shall be eligible for SB 35’s 



streamlined ministerial approval process if it meets all of the following 
requirements: 



o The proposed project meets the objective zoning, design, and subdivision 
standards that apply to the neighborhood lot as a result of SB 1385. 



o The proposed project meets all of SB 35’s other requirements. 
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o The site is zoned for office or retail commercial use and 50 percent or 
more of its total square footage has been vacant for a period of at least 
three years prior to the submission of the application. 



 
Background: 
In recent years, consumers have increasingly shopped more and more online.  This has 
put significant pressure on traditional brick and mortar stores.  Anchor tenants like 
Sears, Kmart, and Macy’s have closed physical stores and left large vacancies in 
commercial areas. 
 
According to an April 24, 2020, brief published by McKinsey and Company, the onset of 
COVID-19 has aggravated the existing challenges that the retail sector faces, including: 



• A shift to online purchasing over brick-and-mortar sales. 
• Customers seeking safe and healthy purchasing options. 
• Increased emphasis on value for money when purchasing goods. 
• Movement towards more flexible and versatile labor. 
• Reduced consumer loyalty in favor of less expensive brands. 



 
With several large retailers such as Nieman Marcus, J.C. Penney, J. Crew, and Pier 1 
filing for bankruptcy, store closings have already been announced or are expected in 
the future.  The investment firm UBS estimates that by 2025, 100,000 stores in the 
United States will close as online sales grow from 15 percent to 25 percent of total retail 
sales. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with redeveloping commercial and retail areas are likely to be covered 
by development fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential 
component of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of 
zoning ordinances should be open and fair to the public and enhance the 
responsiveness of local decision-makers. State policy should leave local siting and use 
decisions to the city and not interfere with local prerogative beyond providing a 
constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. State agency siting of 
facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to local notice and 
hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The League 
opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Maximize Existing Infrastructure 
Accommodate additional growth by first focusing on the use and reuse of existing 
urbanized lands supplied with infrastructure, with an emphasis on reinvesting in the 
maintenance and rehabilitation of existing infrastructure 
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Comments: 
According to the author, “Large shopping malls, strip malls, and ‘big box’ retail stores 
are facing a new reality: consumers’ needs are being met online. Many shopping 
centers have struggled to remain viable as large anchor stores like Sears and Toys R 
Us have closed their doors or gone out of business, unable to keep up with major online 
retailers like Amazon. Now, many areas throughout California are left with struggling or 
vacant, often-times run-down, commercial centers without any interest in development 
from commercial business. 
 
“At the same time retail vacancies are growing, California’s housing crisis continues to 
worsen. According to the California Budget and Policy Center, over 50% of renters and 
nearly 40% of homeowners pay more than 30% of their income in rent. In addition, the 
Public Policy Institute of California recently reported that California’s housing shortage 
continues to grow as the number of residential building permits issued for 2018 and 
2019 were far below the recommended annual average of new homes needed. While 
there is no single policy to fix California’s housing crisis, providing easy ways for cities 
to increase their housing supply is a step in the right direction, and SB 1385 will do just 
that. This bill allows for cities to approve residential development in commercially zoned 
retail and office spaces that are vacant or no longer viable. By doing so, we open up 
previously developed land that is a perfect opportunity to convert to residential or mixed-
use purposes and expand California’s housing supply.” 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
 
Support: 
California Forward Action Fund (sponsor); Abundant Housing LA; Bay Area Council; 
California Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; California Building 
Industry Association; California Community Builders; California Partnership for the San 
Joaquin Valley; California YIMBY; Facebook, Inc.; Habitat for Humanity California; 
Habitat for Humanity Greater San Francisco; Housing Land Trust of Sonoma County; 
North Bay Leadership Council; Office of Community & Economic Development at 
Fresno State; Orange County Business Council; People for Housing - Orange County; 
San Francisco Bay Area Planning and Urban Research Association (SPUR); San 
Francisco Housing Action Coalition; San Joaquin Valley Rural Development Center; 
Schneider Electric; Sierra Business Council; Silicon Valley At Home (SV@HOME); 
United Latinos Vote; Valley Industry & Commerce Association; Westfield; YIMBY Law. 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
None on file 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1385 and make a recommendation to the 
Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
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Board Action: 
 
 
4. AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Hotels and Motels. Streamlining. (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would require a local government to ministerally approve a development 
application to convent a non-residential hotel and motel into multifamily housing. 
 
Bill Description: 
Specifically, AB 2580 would: 



• Allow a developer to submit an application for a development that is subject to a 
streamlined, ministerial approval process and not subject to a conditional use 
permit, if the development satisfies all of the following objective planning 
standards: 



o The development is for the complete conversion of a motel or hotel into 
multifamily housing units, including, but not limited to, efficiency units, 
single-room occupancy units, and co-living spaces. 
 



o The structure has been vacant for at least six months prior to the 
submission of the application. If any rooms become occupied after the 
submission of an application, that application is void. 



 
o The six month vacancy requirement shall be waived if 100 percent of the 



total units, exclusive of a manager’s unit, are for lower income 
households, except that up to 20 percent of the total units in the 
development may be for moderate-income households. 



 
o At least 15 percent of the proposed units are reserved for lower income 



households. 
 



o At least five percent of the proposed units are reserved for extremely low 
income households. 



 
o The development proponent has committed to record, prior to the 



issuance of the first building permit, a land use restriction or covenant 
providing that all lower income units shall remain available at affordable 
housing costs or rent to lower income households for at least the following 
periods of time: 
 Fifty-five years for units that are rented to the occupants. 
 Forty-five years for units that are owned by the occupants. 
 



o The development is not located on a site that is in a coastal zone. 
 



o The development proponent has agreed to pay prevailing wage and use a 
skilled and trained workforce. 
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o The skilled and trained workforce requirements shall not apply if 100 



percent of the total units, exclusive of a manager’s unit, in the 
development are for lower income households, except that up to 20 
percent of the total units in the development may be for moderate-income 
households. 



 
o A local government shall provide a streamlined application and review 



process for, and shall grant ministerial approval. If a local government 
determines that a development is in conflict with any of the objective 
planning standards, it shall provide the development proponent written 
documentation of the standard or standards with which the development 
conflicts, and an explanation of the reason or reasons the development 
conflicts with the standard or standards, within 30 days of submittal of a 
complete application for the development to the local government. 



 
o If the local government fails to provide the required documentation, the 



development shall be deemed to satisfy the objective planning standards. 
 



o If a local government has local affordability requirements that exceed 
those listed above, those local requirements shall apply. 



 
o Any design review or public oversight of the development may be 



conducted by the local government’s planning agency. That design review 
or public oversight shall be objective and assess compliance only with 
criteria required for streamlined projects, as well as any reasonable 
objective design standards published and adopted by ordinance or 
resolution by a local jurisdiction before submission of a development 
application, and shall be broadly applicable to development within the 
jurisdiction. That design review or public oversight shall be completed 
within 60 days of submittal of a complete application for the development 
to the local government pursuant to this section, and shall not in any way 
inhibit, chill, or preclude the ministerial approval provided by this section or 
its effect, as applicable. 



 
o If the development proponent requests a delay, the 60-day time period 



shall be tolled for the period of the delay. 
 



o If a local government approves a development pursuant to this section, 
then, notwithstanding any other law, that approval shall not expire for five 
years. 



 
 



o A local government shall not impose automobile parking standards in any 
of the following instances: 
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 The development is located within one-half mile of a major transit 
stop, as defined in Section 21064.3 of the Public Resources Code. 



 The development is located within an architecturally and historically 
significant historic district. 



 When on-street parking permits are required but not offered to the 
occupants of the development. 



 When there is a car-share vehicle located within one block of the 
development. 
 



o If the development does not fall within any of the above categories, the 
local government may impose automobile parking requirements not to 
exceed one parking space per unit. 



 
o A local government shall not require, as a condition for ministerial 



approval of an application for a streamlined development pursuant to this 
section, the correction of nonconforming zoning conditions. 



 
o A local government shall not impose any standard requiring a minimum or 



maximum size requirement for the units of a development. 
 



o A local government shall not impose any density restriction on a 
development subject to this section, except that the total number of 
housing units created by the conversion shall not exceed the total number 
of units offered by the hotel or motel. 



 
o A local government shall not adopt any requirement, including, but not 



limited to, increased fees or inclusionary housing requirements, that 
applies to a project solely or partially on the basis that the project is 
eligible to receive a streamlined review or ministerial approval pursuant to 
this section. 



 
o Development projects deemed streamlined and ministerially approved are 



not subject to CEQA. 
 
Background: 
California continues to produce significantly few housing units than what is needed to 
keep pace with the State’s identified housing need.  According to the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development, housing developers need to 
produce at least 180,000 new units each year.  However, in recent years housing 
production has lagged with roughly 110,000 constructed. 
 
According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office, “a collection of factors drive California’s 
high cost of housing. First and foremost, far less housing has been built in California’s 
coastal areas than people demand. As a result, households bid up the cost of housing 
in coastal regions. In addition, some of the unmet demand to live in coastal areas spills 
over into inland California, driving up prices there too. Second, land in California’s 
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coastal areas is expensive. Homebuilders typically respond to high land costs by 
building more housing units on each plot of land they develop, effectively spreading the 
high land costs among more units. In California’s coastal metros, however, this 
response has been limited, meaning higher land costs have translated more directly into 
higher housing costs. Finally, builders’ costs—for labor, required building materials, and 
government fees—are higher in California than in other states. While these higher 
building costs contribute to higher prices throughout the state, building costs appear to 
play a smaller role in explaining high housing costs in coastal areas.” 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with hotel and motel conversions are likely to be covered by 
development fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential 
component of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of 
zoning ordinances should be open and fair to the public and enhance the 
responsiveness of local decision-makers. State policy should leave local siting and use 
decisions to the city and not interfere with local prerogative beyond providing a 
constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. State agency siting of 
facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to local notice and 
hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The League 
opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Maximize Existing Infrastructure 
Accommodate additional growth by first focusing on the use and reuse of existing 
urbanized lands supplied with infrastructure, with an emphasis on reinvesting in the 
maintenance and rehabilitation of existing infrastructure. 
 
Well-Planned New Growth 
Recognize and preserve open space, watersheds, environmental habitats, and 
agricultural lands, while accommodating new growth in compact forms, in a manner 
that: 



• De-emphasizes automobile dependency. 
• Integrates the new growth into existing communities. 
• Creates a diversity of affordable housing near employment centers. 
• Provides job opportunities for people of all ages and income levels. 



 
Comments: 
According to the author “California’s shortage of housing and affordable housing has 
added pressure to Californians experiencing homelessness or shelter instability. To 
meet housing needs, we need novel housing solutions. My bill would allow project 
developers to turn former hotels and motels into multifamily housing, with an affordable 
housing set-aside, via a streamlined ministerial process. Not only would this bill provide 
more housing options, but would not contribute to urban sprawl, community 
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displacement, or add pressure to existing urban infrastructure such as water and sewer 
resources.” 
 
Hotel and motel conversions take place in many cities. Since hotels and motels are 
typically located in business districts and along major roads, they are likely to be in 
locations well suited for multifamily housing.  Before the disillusion of redevelopment 
agencies, cities looked to hotels and motels as a cost effective way to improve the 
conditions of a neighborhood, while also providing affordable housing.   
 
Cities are facing much larger housing goals in the 6th cycle of the Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) process.  Not only do cities need to find enough adequate 
sites to accommodate their RHNA allocation, they also need to demonstrate that 
housing units are actually being built or mandated streamlining laws like SB 35 take 
effect.  AB 2580 could make it easier and less expensive to build affordable housing.  
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/20/20) 
 
Support: 
California Apartment Association (sponsor); Associated Builders and Contractors; 
Northern California Chapter; California Association of Realtors; California Community 
Builders; California Council for Affordable Housing; California Travel Association; 
California YIMBY; Facebook; Habitat for Humanity California; National Association of 
Social Workers, California Chapter; Southern California Rental Housing Association; 
United Way of Greater Los Angeles 
 
Support If Amended 
Aids Healthcare Foundation; American Planning Association, California Chapter; 
California Housing Partnership Corporation 
 
Support in Concept 
California State Association of Counties; Rural County Representatives of California; 
Urban Counties of California 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/20/20) 
California State Council of Laborers; California Teamsters Public Affairs Council; 
International Union of Operating Engineers, Cal-Nevada Conference; State Building and 
Construction Trades Council of California 
 
Oppose Unless Amended 
California Rural Legal Assistance Foundation; Corporation for Supportive Housing; 
Housing California; Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability; PolicyLink; 
Public Advocates; Public Interest Law Project; Western Center on Law & Poverty 
 
 
Staff Recommendation: 
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Staff recommends the committee discuss AB 2580 and make a recommendation to the 
Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
 
Board Action: 
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Housing, Community and Economic Development Policy Committee 
Bills of Interest 



(As of May 30,2020) 



Planning and Zoning 



AB 725 (Wicks) Housing Element. Moderate-income and Above Moderate-income 
Housing. 
This measure would require incorporated areas within a metropolitan jurisdiction, at 
least 25% of the jurisdiction's share of the regional housing need for both the moderate-
income and above moderate-income housing categories must be allocated to sites with 
zoning that allows at least two units of housing, but no more than 35 units of housing 
per acre. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1279 (Bloom) Housing Developments. High-resource Areas. 
This measure would require HCD to designate areas in this state as high-resource 
areas by January 1, 2021, and every 5 years thereafter. In any area designated as a 
high-resource area, this measure would require cities, at the request of a developer, to 
allow up to fourplexes in single-family zones and up to 100 units per acre in commercial 
zones.  These projects shall receive ministerial approval (use by right). 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1851 (Wicks) Faith-based Organizations.  Housing Developments. Parking 
Requirements. 
This measure would, upon the request of a developer of a housing development project, 
require a local agency to ministerially approve a request to that local agency to reduce 
or eliminate any parking requirements that would otherwise be imposed by that local 
agency on the development if the housing development project qualifies as a faith-
based organization affiliated housing development project. This measure would prohibit 
a local agency from requiring the replacement of religious-use parking spaces proposed 
to be eliminated by a faith-based organization’s housing project or from requiring the 
curing of any preexisting deficit of religious-use parking as a condition of approval of a 
faith-based organization affiliated housing development project. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2345 (Gonzalez) Planning and Zoning. Density Bonus. 
This measure would greatly expand Density Bonus law and allow developers to receive 
up to five concessions and incentives from local governments and up to 50% more 
density. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Motels and Hotels. Streamlining. 
This measure would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a 
development for the conversion of a motel, hotel, or commercial use into multifamily 



ATTACHMENT C
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housing units to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process, provided that 
development proponent reserves at least 20% of the proposed housing units for 
persons and families of low or moderate income. The measure would require a local 
government to notify the development proponent in writing if the local government 
determines that the development conflicts with any of those objective standards within 
30 days of the application being submitted; otherwise, the development would be 
deemed to comply with those standards. 
League Position: Pending 
  
AB 3040 (Chiu) Local Planning.  Regional Housing Need. 
This measure would create a voluntary program to incentivize local governments to 
allow four units per parcel, by-right, in exchange for additional credit towards the city or 
county’s share of the regional housing need allocation for each site identified under 
these provisions.  The measure would prohibit the cumulative credit received by a city 
or county from exceeding more than 25% of the total units needed to meet its regional 
housing needs allocation. 
League Position: Support in concept. 
  
AB 3107 (Bloom) Planning and Zoning. Housing Developments. 
This measure would require, notwithstanding any inconsistent provision of a city’s or 
county’s general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or regulation, a housing 
development in which at least 20 percent of the units have an affordable housing cost or 
affordable rent for lower income households shall be an allowable use on a site 
designated in any element of the general plan for commercial uses. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 899 (Wiener) Housing Development. Nonprofit Hospitals or Religious 
Institutions. 
This measure would require that a housing development project be a use by right upon 
the request of a nonprofit hospital, nonprofit diagnostic or treatment center, nonprofit 
rehabilitation facility, nonprofit nursing home, or religious institution that partners with a 
qualified developer on any land owned in fee simple by the applicant if the development 
satisfies specified criteria. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 902 (Wiener) Neighborhood Multifamily Project.  Use By Right. 
This measure would also allow a local government to pass an ordinance, 
notwithstanding any local restrictions on adopting zoning ordinances enacted by the 
jurisdiction, including restrictions enacted by a local voter initiative, that limit the 
legislative body’s ability to adopt zoning ordinances, to zone any parcel for up to 10 
units of residential density per parcel, at a height specified by the local government in 
the ordinance, and not be subject to CEQA. 
League Position: Watch 
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SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. Housing for Lower-income Students. 
This measure would require a city or county to grant one incentive or concession for a 
project that will contain a specified percentage of units for lower income students in a 
student housing development. 
League Position: Pending 
 
SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps. 
This measure would build off state Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law that allows for at 
least three units per parcel to further encourage development in single-family 
neighborhoods by creating a ministerial approval process for duplexes and lot splits that 
meet local zoning, environmental and tenant displacement standards.     
 
SB 1138 (Wiener) Housing Element. Emergency Shelters. Zoning of Sites. 
This measure would revise the requirements of the housing element, as described 
above, in connection with identifying zones or zoning designations that allow residential 
use, including mixed use, where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use 
without a conditional use or other discretionary permit.  This would also, for the 6th and 
each subsequent revision of the housing element, require that a local government that 
fails to adopt a housing element that the Department of Housing and Community 
Development has found to be in substantial compliance with state law within 120 days 
of the statutory deadline to complete the rezoning no later than one year (instead of 
three years under current law) from the statutory deadline for the adoption of the 
housing element. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 1299 (Portantino) Housing Development. Incentives. Rezoning of Idle Retail 
Sites. 
This measure would, upon appropriation by the Legislature, require HCD to administer a 
program to provide incentives in the form of grants allocated as provided to local 
governments that rezone idle sites used for a big box retailer or a commercial shopping 
center to instead allow the development of workforce housing. 
League Position: Support 
  
SB 1385 (Caballero) Local Planning. Housing in Commercial Zones. 
This measure, the Neighborhood Homes Act, would deem a housing development 
project, as defined, an authorized use on a neighborhood lot that is zoned for office or 
retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. The measure 
would require the density for a housing development under these provisions to meet or 
exceed the density deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income 
households according to the type of local jurisdiction, including a density of at least 20 
units per acre for a suburban jurisdiction. 
League Position: Watch 
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Homelessness 
  
ACA 10 (Bonta) Personal Rights. Right to Housing. 
This measure would declare that the fundamental human right to housing exists in this 
state. The measure would declare that this right is exclusively enforceable by a public 
right of action. The measure would specify that it is the shared obligation of state and 
local jurisdictions to respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively 
implemented measures, consistent with available resources, within an aggressive but 
reasonable time frame. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 2405 (Burke) Housing. Homelessness. Children and Families. 
This measure would require local jurisdictions to, on or before January 1, 2022, 
establish and submit to the Department of Housing and Community Development an 
actionable plan to house their homeless populations based on their latest point-in-time 
count. 
League Position: Watch 
 
AB 3269 (Chiu) State and Local Homelessness Plans. 
This measure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, would require the Homeless 
Coordinating and Financing Council to conduct, or contract with an entity to conduct, a 
statewide needs and gaps analysis to identify, among other things, state programs that 
provide housing or services to persons experiencing homelessness and funding 
required to move persons experiencing homelessness into permanent housing.  This 
measure would also state the intent of the Legislature that each state and local agency 
aim to reduce homelessness within its jurisdiction by 90% by December 31, 2028. 
League Position: Pending 
  
AB 3300 (Santiago) Homelessness Grant Funds. 
This measure would appropriate, commencing with the 2020–21 fiscal year and every 
fiscal year thereafter, without regard to fiscal year, $2 billion from the General Fund to 
the Department of Housing and Community Development for the purpose of providing 
local jurisdictions and other specified entities with ongoing grant funds to sustain or 
expand efforts to address their immediate and long-term homelessness challenges. The 
measure would require $1.1 billion to be distributed to counties and continuums of care, 
$800 million to be distributed to cities with a population of at least 300,000, and $100 
million to nonprofit housing developers for specified purposes relating to the provision of 
housing. The measure would require the method of allocation to be based on a formula 
that considers specified data. 
League Position: Pending 
  
Mitigation Fees/Development Fees 
  
AB 1484 (Grayson) Mitigation Fee Act. 
This measure would prohibit a local agency from imposing a housing impact 
requirement adopted by the local agency on a housing development project unless 
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specified requirements are satisfied by the local agency, including that the housing 
impact requirement be roughly proportional in both nature and extent to the impact 
created by the housing development project. 
League Position: Oppose 
  
Miscellaneous 
  
SB 795 (Beall) Affordable Housing and Community Development Investment 
Program. 
This measure would invests $2 billion annually for 5 years into the immediate 
construction of affordable housing units and programs that address and prevent 
homelessness. Additionally, this measure creates two new programs administered by 
the Office of Business and Economic Development Office (GoBiz) to help local 
governments with their economic recovery and natural disaster preparedness.  
  
Of the $2 billion, $1.15 billion shall be used to construct affordable housing, spur 
economic development and create jobs through infrastructure and employment 
programs. Funds will be distributed as follows: 1) Multi-family Housing Program—$500 
million (25%); 2) Infill Incentive Grant Program-- $300 (15%) million; 3) Local Housing 
Trust Fund Matching Grant Program- $200 million (10%); 4) Cal Home Program $75 
million (3.75%); 5) Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker Housing Grant Fund--$75 million (3.75%) 
League Position: Support 
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From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 5:47:24 PM


Okay sounds good. Talk to you soon :)


On Wed, 27 May 2020 at 14:25, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Perfect! Julianna is my intern as well. :)


Yes, let me know next week to see what we can coordinate. 


On May 27, 2020, at 1:35 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Hi Gloria, 


I felt so bad, thank you for understanding. 


And I talked to Juliana Neel. She donated and messaged me asking if she could
share it on the page of Young Democrats. But I’m okay with you guys sharing it
anywhere and with anyone. 


A call would be great. Unfortunately I do not know my schedule for next week
because I’m going to start at a law office next week and they haven’t given me
my schedule, but once I know I will give you some days and hours as soon as I
know. Hope that’s okay. 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 27, 2020, at 12:46 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Hi Lesley, 


No worries. With COVID the days are a blur. I shared with the
group your project and they are happy to help. The SMV Young
Dems will post on their social media your link. I will chat with a
member of my team today to see how else we can support your
effort. Would you be open to jumping on a call sometime next
week? If so, what day and time is best for you? 


-Gloria


On May 26, 2020, at 8:05 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:
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Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it is.
So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria
Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I
look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems 
Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on 
ZOOM! This meeting we will be 
discussing COVID-19! We hope all can 
join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxt
SUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17
PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.co
m> wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for
responding. 


Yay! I am really excited.
And of course I would love
to attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo
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On Tue, 26 May 2020 at
12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.o
rg> wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in
responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for
starting this! My team and
I have started the
conversation of providing
lunch with music to a
group of farmworkers to
show our appreciation. I
am happy to donate,
share, and help with the
coordination of your
effort. I have a Young
Democrats  meeting
tonight at 6pm via zoom.
Would you be able to
jump on the call to share
this with the group to see
if they can also help.


Let me know what your
thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23,
2020, at 1:30
PM, Lesley
Robledo
<lesley.r.robl
edo@gmail.c
om> wrote:


Good
afternoon
Gloria, 


My name is
Lesley
Robledo and
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I recently
moved to
Santa Maria
from the
Central
Valley. I am
currently a
student and a
Student
Ambassador
at Allan
Hancock
College. I
have fallen in
love with this
community,
which is why
I have started
a GoFund for
my birthday
to provide
lunch for our
agricultural
workers
during
this difficult
time. I am
unfortunately
having
trouble
gathering
money since
I am new to
town. I am
extremely
passionate
about helping
my people
and I don't
want to have
to end this
project. You
can also learn
more about
me and the
GoFund in
the
description
box of the
GoFund.







Please feel
free to ask
me any
questions you
may have.


I was hoping
you could
share this
among
people you
know, I
would greatly
appreciate it.
I have left the
link below as
well.


gf.me/u/xyw
xcx


Thank you
and take
care, 
Lesley
Robledo 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Jackie Botts
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Friday, July 3, 2020 11:51:04 AM


Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of next week work for you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this pandemic is to protect public
health and support the recommendations of our local public health officials. 


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the necessary precautions to keep
yourself, family, and community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org>
wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a journalist
covering economic inequality for CalMatters, a nonprofit newsroom
that covers California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link
between crowded housing conditions and COVID-19. I'm now
looking into the issue of crowded housing for H-2A farmworkers,
following the outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker housing facilita
Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A farmworker housing in
Santa Maria. My basic question is how high is the risk that what
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happened in Oxnard repeats itself in other H-2A housing facilities?
What bodies are charged with making sure H-2A workers are in safe
working/living conditions, normally and during the virus? How
accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak on the phone over
the next few days? I'm actually driving down to the Santa Barbara
county area today to see family and wondering if there might be more
opportunity to do more digging early next week. I know this is a very
complex issue that Santa Maria has been tackling in
various ways over the past few years, so I'd really appreciate any
ideas, leads or tips on doing this sensitively that you can share.
Happy to speak on the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let me know when's
a good time for you to talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts



http://www.calmatters.org/






From: Wellman, Maria
To: "Abraham@causenow.org"; "amarroquin@hospiceofsb.org"; "alasmusika@gmail.com"; "amaldonado@ucsb.edu";


"adiazcorrea@cecmail.org"; Hernandez, Alma; Hernandez, Alma; "Amalia.Priego@sbclinics.org";
"anam@ivyp.org"; "andyandroger@gmail.com"; "arodriguez@foodbanksbc.org"; "arcenio.lopez@mixteco.org";
"Ashley.Bautista@ventura.org"; "benito.camarillo@mixteco.org"; Nelson, Bob; "c1silva@sbch.org";
"Charles.Fenzi@sbclinics.org"; "lancasterc@sbcc.edu"; Henson, Chris; "Cindy.Cruz@ppcentralcoast.org";
"csantos@cencalhealth.org"; "claudia@mccunefoundation.org"; "clifflambert@comcast.net"; Bantilan, Cory;
Elliott, Darcel; "dnmjr@mac.com"; "diane.martinez@immigranthope.org"; "donna.olivera@mixteco.org";
"rbhoney2040@gmail.com"; "info@eyeshine.org"; "eder@futureleadersnow.org"; "elcentrosb@gmail.com";
"richardson.elena@gmail.com"; "saldivar@anth.ucsb.edu"; "maynard@ucsb.edu"; Bautista, Enrique;
"frank@causenow.org"; "genevieve.flores-haro@mixteco.org"; Gloria Soto; Hart, Gregg;
"Gustavo.Agredano@cafsti.org"; "hazel@causenow.org"; "info@houseofprideandequality.org"; Cruz, Hortensia;
"admin@herenciaindigena.com"; "irene@liderescampesinas.org"; Ruiz, Jackeline; "jlesner@ilrc-trico.org";
"Jake.Donaldson@ventura.org"; "jane.quandt@gmail.com"; "jschwartz@just-communities.org"; Litten, Jefferson;
"jsmith@lafsbc.org"; "jbruell@sbfoundation.org"; "jina@glendon.org"; Hartmann, Joan;
"joana.importa@gmail.com"; "jrios@sbceo.org"; "juanita_garcia@ucsb.edu"; "juanita_garcia@ucsb.edu";
"admin@herenciaindigena.com"; "julie.mickelberry@ppcentralcoast.org"; "julissa@sbimmigrantdefense.org";
"ksullivan@towbesfoundation.org"; "landon@sbact.org"; "lyonspruitt@msn.com"; "lwooldri@sbch.org";
"Liencinas@santabarbaraca.gov"; "Lbrabo@fsacares.org"; Valencia Sherratt, Lisa; "lornelas@carpchildren.org";
"lariasa6@gmail.com"; "lfitzgibbons@sbch.org"; "mserrano@chccc.org"; "mvargas@fundforsantabarbara.org";
"marias@sansum.org"; "mchesley@carpchildren.org"; "mgonzalez@carpchildren.org";
"mchesley@carpchildren.org"; Arteaga, Maria; "mlanderos@sbceo.org"; "marlinefloresimporta@gmail.com";
"mconneely@sansum.org"; "mrehse@sbceo.org"; "maryamkk@ucsb.edu"; "maxrorty@gmail.com";
"Melisa@futureleadersnow.org"; "melissasmith@ucsb.edu"; "mmorgan@education.ucsb.edu"; "mpatrino@just-
communities.org"; "mray@sbch.org"; "mray@sbch.org"; "nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com";
"Nick@futureleadersnow.org"; "noemiv@chccc.org"; "info@nprnsb.org"; "olivia@futureleadersnow.org";
"Drpatriciazadeh@gmail.com"; "psolorio@fundforsantabarbara.org"; "psolorio@fundforsantabarbara.org";
"patty.herrera@dignityhealth.org"; "patty.herrera@dignityhealth.org"; Adam, Peter; "pflores@smjuhsd.org";
"rachelvng@gmail.com"; "ramona@liderescampesinas.org"; "raul.f.razo@2020census.gov";
"admin@herenciaindigena.com"; "rgarciahernandez@just-communities.org"; "rita.casaverde@mail.house.gov";
"rpachecogarcia@sbunified.org"; "restes@sbfoundation.org"; "RLoomer@medbridge.md"; "srobledo@sbch.org";
"skclark@ucsb.edu"; "simabaker@gmail.com"; "stanley@fundforsantabarbara.org"; Lavagnino, Steve;
"sdelira@fsacares.org"; "slopez@liderescampesinas.org"; "scovarrubias@hanklacayo.org"; Grimmesey, Suzanne;
"tania@fundforsantabarbara.org"; Do-Reynoso, Van; "vanessa.teran@mixteco.org";
"Viviana.Morales@asm.ca.gov"; Motta, Wendy; "wsims-moten@sbunified.org";
"yessenia.marroquin@sbclinics.org"; "yuvalle@cetweb.edu"; "zahidap@dvsolutions.org";
"zulema@causenow.org"; "amendoza@sbimmigrantdefense.org"; County Executive Office;
"jjoyce06@gmail.com"; Arteaga, Maria; "mixtecoadvocates@gmail.com"; "scovarrubias@hanklacayo.org"


Cc: Arteaga, Maria; Wellman, Maria
Subject: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force (IHRRTF) - Mental Health Subcommittee - Working Groups
Date: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 11:25:47 AM
Attachments: image001.png


Immigrant Taskforce Mental Health Subcommittee Agenda 6.17.2020 (002).docx
Working Group Meeting Notes 6-10-2020.docx


Dear members of the IHRRTF,
 
The members of the Mental Health Subcommittee, lead by Maria Arteaga, JD, SBC Department of
Behavioral Wellness, invite you to our next Zoom meeting from Noon-1:30PM on Wednesday, June


17th.  
 
Please join us for an opportunity to hear about our three Working Groups:
 
COVID-19 Emergency Planning Group (Safety) – Enrique Bautista, Lead
Multilingual Outreach/Engagement/Education Group (Messaging) – Jina Carvalho, Lead
Youth/Teen Support and Resource Group – Audy Macdonald, Lead
 
We are responding to this CALL FOR ACTION by asking for your contribution to the process by one of
the following methods:
 


Join a Working Group
When possible, attend Zoom meeting to contribute to Working Group during meeting
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Immigrant Task Force – Mental Health Subcommittee Agenda





Wednesday, June 17, 2020     Noon-1:30PM


			12PM -


12:05PM


			Welcome/Introductions - Maria Arteaga, JD, Cultural Competency/Ethnic Services/Peer Empowerment Manager, Santa Barbara County - Department of Behavioral Wellness


· Please enter names, pronouns, and organization in chat


Reminder: When you speak, please say your name and organizational affiliation.





			12:05PM-


12:08PM


			Purpose of the Mental Health Subcommittee of the Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force – Enrique Bautista, Patient Rights Advocate, Santa Barbara County-Department of Behavioral 


Round Table - Our goal is to be inclusive.  Which organizations are we missing and need to invite? (Please enter suggestions and contact information in chat.)


Please share this link so others can be added to the Task Force Contact List.





			12:08PM - 12:18PM


			· Working Groups - Lead Updates





· COVID-19 Emergency Planning Group, Lead: Enrique Bautista


· Multilingual Outreach/Engagement/Education Group, Lead: Jina Carralho


Youth/Teen Support and Resource Group, Lead: Audy MacDonald





			12:18AM -


1:15AM





			· Working Groups – Breakout





· COVID-19 Emergency Planning Group, Lead: Enrique Bautista


· Multilingual Outreach/Engagement/Education Group, Lead: Jina Carralho


· Youth/Teen Support and Resource Group, Lead: Audy MacDonald and Maria Arteaga





			1:15AM-1:30AM


			· Review of Action Items


· Questions and Answers


· Round Table





			


1:30PM


			Adjourn: Next Meeting on Wednesday, June 24, 2020 – Noon to 1:30PM






















Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force (IHRRTF)


Mental Health Subcommittee


Working Groups Zoom Meeting


June 10, 2020 from 4-5PM





Attendees:  Maria Arteaga, Maria Munguia, Enrique Bautista, Noemi Velasquez, Audy Macdonald, Adriana Marroguin, Jina Carvalho, Donna Olivera, Mary Conneely





Working Groups:


· Outreach/Engagement/Education/Messaging – Jina Cavalho, Lead


· Will serve as a clearinghouse for the dissemination of information


· Contributing members: 


· Noemi Velasquez


· Liliana Encina (messaging in Spanish & Mixteco)


· Donna Olivera (Mixteco)


· Adriana Marroguin


· Emergency/Safety Planning – Enrique Bautista, Lead


· Contributing Members


· Donna Olivera


· Liliana Encina


· Mary Conneely


· Youth/Teen Support & Resources – Audy Macdonald


· Contributing Members:


· Noemi Velasquez – providing resources





Notes:


· Until further notice, Zoom meetings will be held on Wednesday’s from Noon-1:30


· Agreement to send out invitation to entire IHRRTF list for next meeting and request participation in working groups using multiple methods


· Join Working Group


· Attend Zoom meeting when possible and participate during break-out time for Working Groups


· Provide support (i.e. community resources, documents, videos, links, etc.) via email to Lead’s


· Jina extended invitation to join Facebook Live, SBRN, for today’s interview with Aqeela Sherrills, Director and Founder of the Reverence Project, Newark Model, Putting the 'Public' back in 'Public Safety.'


· Donna Olivera and Noemi Velasquez initiated a discussion about access to farms and Farmworker’s to provide COVID-19 information.  Maria Arteaga mentioned Backpack Doctors as possible support for task.  


· Maria Arteaga requested draft of Logic Model for Working Groups at next meeting.


· Next Zoom Meeting – Wednesday, June 17, 2020 from Noon-1:30PM 






(Rev 6-15-2020)






Provide support (i.e. community resources, documents, videos, links, etc.) via email to Lead’s
 
Attached is tomorrow’s Agenda and Meeting Notes from last week.
 
We hope you will join us as you are able…thank you…gracias.
 
 
ZOOM MEETING LINK
Join Zoom Meeting 
https://sbcbwell.zoom.us/j/91912920799?pwd=TVVGWjloMHpzWkxWS2VhZGcxeUYzUT09
Meeting ID: 919 1292 0799 
Password: 509589 
One tap mobile 
+12133388477,,91912920799#,,,,0#,,509589# US (Los Angeles) 
+13017158592,,91912920799#,,,,0#,,509589# US (Germantown)
Dial by your location 
        +1 213 338 8477 US (Los Angeles) 
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown) 
Meeting ID: 919 1292 0799 
Password: 509589 
Find your local number: https://sbcbwell.zoom.us/u/aB8IyTxIY
 
 


Dr. Maria Munguia
Department Of Behavioral Wellness
County of Santa Barbara
805-681-5269
 


Please visit our department’s website at: http://countyofsb.org/behavioral-wellness/
 


 
 



https://sbcbwell.zoom.us/j/91912920799?pwd=TVVGWjloMHpzWkxWS2VhZGcxeUYzUT09

https://sbcbwell.zoom.us/u/aB8IyTxIY

http://countyofsb.org/behavioral-wellness/

http://www.countyofsb.org/behavioral-wellness/home.c






From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 1:36:00 PM


Hi Gloria, 


I felt so bad, thank you for understanding. 


And I talked to Juliana Neel. She donated and messaged me asking if she could share it on the
page of Young Democrats. But I’m okay with you guys sharing it anywhere and with anyone. 


A call would be great. Unfortunately I do not know my schedule for next week because I’m
going to start at a law office next week and they haven’t given me my schedule, but once I
know I will give you some days and hours as soon as I know. Hope that’s okay. 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 27, 2020, at 12:46 PM, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


 Hi Lesley, 


No worries. With COVID the days are a blur. I shared with the group your project
and they are happy to help. The SMV Young Dems will post on their social media
your link. I will chat with a member of my team today to see how else we can
support your effort. Would you be open to jumping on a call sometime next
week? If so, what day and time is best for you? 


-Gloria


On May 26, 2020, at 8:05 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it is.
So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo
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On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I look forward to
virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems Meeting on 
Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on ZOOM! This meeting we 
will be discussing COVID-19! We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17 PM, Lesley
Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I
would love to attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria
Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to
your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this!
My team and I have started the
conversation of providing lunch with
music to a group of farmworkers to
show our appreciation. I am happy to
donate, share, and help with the
coordination of your effort. I have a
Young Democrats  meeting tonight at
6pm via zoom. Would you be able to
jump on the call to share this with the
group to see if they can also help.
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Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30
PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.co
m> wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo
and I recently moved to
Santa Maria from the
Central Valley. I am
currently a student and a
Student Ambassador at
Allan Hancock College. I
have fallen in love with this
community, which is why I
have started a GoFund for
my birthday to provide
lunch for our agricultural
workers during this difficult
time. I am unfortunately
having trouble gathering
money since I am new to
town. I am extremely
passionate about helping
my people and I don't want
to have to end this project.
You can also learn more
about me and the GoFund
in the description box of the
GoFund. Please feel free to
ask me any questions you
may have.


I was hoping you could
share this among people
you know, I would greatly
appreciate it.
I have left the link below as
well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx
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Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 








From: Gloria Soto
To: Jackie Botts
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Friday, July 3, 2020 11:49:10 AM


Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this pandemic is to protect public health and
support the recommendations of our local public health officials. 


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the necessary precautions to keep yourself,
family, and community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a journalist covering economic
inequality for CalMatters, a nonprofit newsroom that covers California state
politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link between crowded housing conditions
and COVID-19. I'm now looking into the issue of crowded housing for H-2A
farmworkers, following the outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker housing facilita
Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A farmworker housing in Santa Maria.
My basic question is how high is the risk that what happened in Oxnard repeats
itself in other H-2A housing facilities? What bodies are charged with making sure
H-2A workers are in safe working/living conditions, normally and during the
virus? How accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak on the phone over the next
few days? I'm actually driving down to the Santa Barbara county area today to see
family and wondering if there might be more opportunity to do more digging
early next week. I know this is a very complex issue that Santa Maria has been
tackling in various ways over the past few years, so I'd really appreciate any
ideas, leads or tips on doing this sensitively that you can share. Happy to speak on
the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let me know when's a good time
for you to talk.


Very best,
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Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Alex Maldonado
Subject: Invitación Para la Junta para Grupo de Trabajo de Trabajadorxs Campesinxs/Jueves 9 de Julio, 10-11 am/Invitation for


Farmworker Working Group July 9th, 10-11 am.
Date: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:54:01 PM


 
** Message in English to follow
 
Saludos a todas y todos,
 
Espero que se encuentren bien. Vamos a dar seguimiento a nuestro trabajo colaborativo este próximo 
jueves, 9 de Julio entre las 10:00 y 11:00 AM. Vamos a seguir trabajando con los 3 subcomités, 
agradeciendo a las colegas que se han ofrecido a servir como co-lider: 1) Educación y hacer llegar la 
información a las comunidades y a dueños de los terrenos (Noemi Velasquez, CHC); 2) Acceso a 
recursos y servicios (Donna Olivera, MICOP); y 3) Cambios de pólizas y prácticas relevantes 
(Zulema Alemán, CAUSE). Gracias también a Timothy Watts, quien sirve como enlace con el 
Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado de Santa Bárbara. 
 
La reunión se llevará a cabo en español, con interpretación en inglés disponible si es necesario. Por 
favor, háganos saber si desea tener una interpretación en inglés.
 
Si usted desea integrarse en este grupo de trabajo, lo puede hacer haciendo click en este enlace: 
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
 
Incluimos aquí un enlace a un documento que contiene las preocupaciones y soluciones propuestas 
del grupo de trabajo de trabajadorsx agrícolas y que refleja el aporte de lxs participantes del grupo de 
trabajo durante nuestras juntas de los viernes. Este documento guiará los esfuerzos de nuestro grupo 
de trabajo:
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1JhbCF4CqBnOnoeRFrFuDKvmbWbPW8jC7uTkWYW6EP-
8/edit#gid=0
 
Compartiremos con todxs la agenda propuesta para la junta este jueves, al comienzo de la junta. A 
continuación encontrará los datos para poder enlazarse a la junta a través de zoom. 
 
Saludos cálidos,
 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora interina
Grupo de trabajo de respuesta a COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e indígenas 


 
--------------------------------------------------
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ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EMAIL
 
Invitation schedule meeting for Farmworker Working Group of Latinx & Indigenous COVID-19 
Response Task Force
 
Greetings everyone,
 
I hope this finds you all well. We will continue our collaborative work this Thursday, July 9th from 
10:00 AM to 11:00 AM. We will follow up with our 3 subcommittees, thanking our colleagues who 
have offered to serve as co-leaders: 1) Education and outreach to communities and growers (Noemi 
Velasquez, CHC); 2) Access to resources and services (Donna Olivera, MICOP); 3) Changes in 
relevant policies and practices (Zulema Aleman, CAUSE). We also would like to thank Timothy 
Watts from Public Health, who is serving as liaison to the Santa Barbara County Public Health 
Department. 
   
The meeting will be held in Spanish, with English interpretation available if needed. Please let us 
know if you would like to have English interpretation. 
 
If you would like to join this working group, you can do so by clicking on this link: 
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
 
We include here a link to the Farmworkers Working Group Concerns and Proposed Solutions
that reflects input from Task Force participants during our Friday meetings. This will guide the 
efforts of this working group:
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1JhbCF4CqBnOnoeRFrFuDKvmbWbPW8jC7uTkWYW6EP-
8/edit#gid=0
 
We will share the proposed meeting agenda with everyone during the meeting on Thursday. Below 
you will find the link to our meetings’ zoom invitation.
 
Warm saludos,
 
Melissa Smith, M.D. 
Interim Coordinator
Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force
 
 
Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.
 
Topic: Junta de Grupo de Trabajo de Trabajadorxs Campesinxs
Time: Jul 9, 2020 10:00 AM Pacific Time (US and Canada)



https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
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        Every 2 weeks on Thu, until Oct 1, 2020, 7 occurrence(s)
        Jul 9, 2020 10:00 AM
        Jul 23, 2020 10:00 AM
        Aug 6, 2020 10:00 AM
        Aug 20, 2020 10:00 AM
        Sep 3, 2020 10:00 AM
        Sep 17, 2020 10:00 AM
        Oct 1, 2020 10:00 AM
Please download and import the following iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly: https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE
 
Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/91812947244
 
Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244
One tap mobile
+16699006833,,91812947244# US (San Jose)
+12532158782,,91812947244# US (Tacoma)
 
Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244
Find your local number: https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/acrCKdw3V
 
Join by SIP
91812947244@zoomcrc.com
 
Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong SAR)



https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE

https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE
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64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244
 
 


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Alex Maldonado
Subject: Invitación para el Grupo de Trabajo de Trabajadorxs Campesinxs/Invitation for Farmworker Working Group
Date: Monday, June 29, 2020 1:44:06 PM


 ** Message in English to follow
 
Saludos a todas y todos,
 
Espero que se encuentren bien. Vamos a dar seguimiento a nuestro trabajo colaborativo este próximo 
miércoles, 1ro de Julio entre las 9:00 y 10:00 AM. Hemos formado 3 subcomités, agradeciendo a las 
colegas que se han ofrecido a servir como co-lider: 1) Educación y hacer llegar la información a las 
comunidades y a dueños de los terrenos (Noemi Velasquez, CHC); 2) Acceso a recursos y servicios 
(Donna Olivera, MICOP); y 3) Cambios de pólizas y prácticas relevantes (Zulema Alemán, 
CAUSE). Gracias también a Timothy Watts, quien va a servir como enlace con el Departamento de 
Salud Pública del Condado de Santa Bárbara. 
 
La reunión se llevará a cabo en español, con interpretación en inglés disponible si es necesario. Por 
favor, háganos saber si desea tener una interpretación en inglés.
 
Si usted desea integrarse en este grupo de trabajo, lo puede hacer haciendo click en este enlace: 
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
 
Incluimos aquí un enlace a un documento que contiene las preocupaciones y soluciones propuestas 
del grupo de trabajo de trabajadorsx agrícolas y que refleja el aporte de lxs participantes del grupo de 
trabajo durante nuestras juntas de los viernes. Este documento guiará los esfuerzos de nuestro grupo 
de trabajo:
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1JhbCF4CqBnOnoeRFrFuDKvmbWbPW8jC7uTkWYW6EP-
8/edit#gid=0
 
Compartiremos con todxs la agenda propuesta para la junta este miércoles, al comienzo de la junta. 
A continuación encontrará los datos para poder enlazarse a la junta a través de zoom. 
 
Saludos cálidos,
 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora interina
Grupo de trabajo de respuesta de Latinx e indígenas COVID-19
 
 
 
ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF EMAIL
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Invitation schedule meeting for Farmworker Working Group of Latinx & Indigenous COVID-19 
Response Task Force
 
Greetings everyone,
 
I hope this finds you all well. We will continue our collaborative work this Wednesday, July 1st 
from 9:00 AM to 10:00 AM. We have formed 3 subcommittees, thanking our colleagues who have 
offered to serve as co-leaders: 1) Education and outreach to communities and growers (Noemi 
Velasquez, CHC); 2) Access to resources and services (Donna Olivera, MICOP); 3) Changes in 
relevant policies and practices (Zulema Aleman, CAUSE). We also would like to thank Timothy 
Watts from Public Health, who will serve as liaison to the Santa Barbara County Public Health 
Department. 
   
The meeting will be held in Spanish, with English interpretation available if needed. Please let us 
know if you would like to have English interpretation. 
 
If you would like to join this working group, you can do so by clicking on this link: 
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
 
We include here a link to the Farmworkers Working Group Concerns and Proposed Solutions that 
reflects input from Task Force participants during our Friday meetings. This will guide the efforts of 
this working group:
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1JhbCF4CqBnOnoeRFrFuDKvmbWbPW8jC7uTkWYW6EP-
8/edit#gid=0
 
We will share the proposed meeting agenda with everyone during the meeting on Wednesday. 
Below you will find the link to our meetings’ zoom invitation.
 
Warm saludos,
 
Melissa Smith, M.D. 
Interim Coordinator
Latinx & Indigenous COVID-19 Response Task Force


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.


Topic: Junta de Grupo de Trabajo de Trabajadorxs Campesinxs
Time: Jul 1, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US and Canada)
        Every week on Wed, until Aug 12, 2020, 7 occurrence(s)
        Jul 1, 2020 09:00 AM
        Jul 8, 2020 09:00 AM



https://docs.google.com/forms/d/164Z5ESEHH4b0aZuisVrEKY24RNTBKRAOTNzjP7sDp2A/edit
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        Jul 15, 2020 09:00 AM
        Jul 22, 2020 09:00 AM
        Jul 29, 2020 09:00 AM
        Aug 5, 2020 09:00 AM
        Aug 12, 2020 09:00 AM
Please download and import the following iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly: https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/91812947244


Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244
One tap mobile
+16699006833,,91812947244# US (San Jose)
+12532158782,,91812947244# US (Tacoma)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244
Find your local number: https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/acrCKdw3V


Join by SIP
91812947244@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong SAR)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 918 1294 7244



https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE

https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/tJUlduuhqjwoHtBL2ZZErYHkmrbOuplmt-sr/ics?icsToken=98tyKuCppjooE9CSsh2DRowcGoj4a_PwiGZBgrd_sE3fOQVBWyv9O_BAHadvHNXE
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-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise
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From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 8:05:47 PM


Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it is.
So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:
Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on 
ZOOM! This meeting we will be discussing COVID-19! We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I would love to attend the
meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 
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Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I have started
the conversation of providing lunch with music to a group of
farmworkers to show our appreciation. I am happy to donate,
share, and help with the coordination of your effort. I have a
Young Democrats  meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom. Would you
be able to jump on the call to share this with the group to see if
they can also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo and I recently moved to
Santa Maria from the Central Valley. I am currently
a student and a Student Ambassador at Allan
Hancock College. I have fallen in love with this
community, which is why I have started a GoFund
for my birthday to provide lunch for our agricultural
workers during this difficult time. I am unfortunately
having trouble gathering money since I am new to
town. I am extremely passionate about helping my
people and I don't want to have to end this project.
You can also learn more about me and the GoFund
in the description box of the GoFund. Please feel
free to ask me any questions you may have.


I was hoping you could share this among people you
know, I would greatly appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Jackie Botts
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:44:07 PM


Great!


805-314-5033


On Jul 6, 2020, at 1:41 PM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:


Yes, that's excellent! What's the best number to reach you at?


Best,
Jackie


On Mon, Jul 6, 2020 at 1:36 PM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


HI Jackie,


Does tomorrow at 11am work for you?


On Jul 5, 2020, at 1:20 PM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org>
wrote:


Thank you so much for getting back to me and being willing to
speak with me. If at all possible, I'm wondering if you might be
available on either Monday or Tuesday for a phone call? I'm in
Santa Barbara county early this week and hoping to get in as much
on-the-ground reporting as possible, so touching base with you
early on would be really helpful. Totally fine if not — Wednesday
any time also works for me!


Best,
Jackie


On Fri, Jul 3, 2020 at 11:51 AM Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of next
week work for you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone
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On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this
pandemic is to protect public health and support the
recommendations of our local public health officials.


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the
necessary precautions to keep yourself, family, and
community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie
Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right
now. I'm a journalist covering economic
inequality for CalMatters, a nonprofit
newsroom that covers California state
politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the
link between crowded housing
conditions and COVID-19. I'm now
looking into the issue of crowded
housing for H-2A farmworkers,
following the outbreak in the Oxnard
farmworker housing facilita Villa Las
Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-
2A farmworker housing in Santa Maria.
My basic question is how high is the
risk that what happened in Oxnard
repeats itself in other H-2A housing
facilities? What bodies are charged with
making sure H-2A workers are in safe
working/living conditions, normally and
during the virus? How accountable are
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they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20
minutes to speak on the phone over the
next few days? I'm actually driving
down to the Santa Barbara county area
today to see family and wondering if
there might be more opportunity to do
more digging early next week. I know
this is a very complex issue that Santa
Maria has been tackling in various ways
over the past few years, so I'd really
appreciate any ideas, leads or tips on
doing this sensitively that you can share.
Happy to speak on the record or on
background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-
5353 or let me know when's a good time
for you to talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Tania Reyes; Louisa Ornelas
Subject: Invitation to Zoom meeting of the Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force: Friday May 22, 9-10 am.
Date: Thursday, May 21, 2020 3:59:58 PM


*Mensaje en español a continuación*


May 21, 2020


Dear colleagues,


We invite you and your organization to participate in the weekly meeting of the recently formed Immigrant Health 
Rapid Response Task Force, that is being held every Friday morning from 9-10 am. The goal of this initiative is to 
foster strong collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Department of Public Health (SBCDPH) and 
Community-based Organizations (CBO’s) who work with Latinx and indigenous migrant communities in Santa 
Barbara County during the COVID-19 pandemic


This weekly meeting supports dialogue between Dr. Van Do-Reynoso, the director of the SBCDPH, and CBO’s, to 
share priority concerns, updates, resources and strategies to address this evolving  pandemic. 


We include a Zoom link below for this weekly meeting. For those who will need interpretation from English to 
Spanish, please follow the instructions below.


We include the following relevant documents: 1. A proposed agenda; 2. Minutes from last week’s meeting; 3. an 
updated version of our Priority Action Areas; 4, Community Resources for participants. 


We also include here: 1.  Information about eligibility and prioritization for free access to testing for COVID-19 in 
SB County. We have attached a flyer with graphics including information for these sites to the public. 


The agenda, minutes, and Priority Action Areas are translated in Spanish. Please let us know if the name of your 
organization needs to be added or changed on the list of Task Force participating organizations that are listed at the 
end of the weekly minutes.. If you have suggested additions to the agenda, please let us know before tomorrow’s 
meeting, and let us know if you have questions, concerns, or suggestions, by sending an email to our Task Force 
team member, Louisa Ornelas, at <lornelas@carpchildren.org>.


Finally, please share this link with other CBO’s who might be interested in joining our Task Force participant 
contact list, so we may invite them to join our collaborative efforts.


Best wishes,


Melissa Smith, M.D.


Interim Coordinator


Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force


For those that need interpretation from English to Spanish, please follow the instructions below:


If possible, connect to the meeting both through the Zoom application on your computer AND through our 
conference line at 8:45AM.


1. Zoom line (in English only, keep your microphone on mute during the entire call): This is where the 
entire group will call in and share information through video.
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https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


2. Conference call line BY PHONE, keep your microphone on mute, unless you want to speak): This is 
where you will call in if you need interpretation from English to Spanish and to share your responses to 
the group from Spanish to English.  


Call (978) 990-5357, when asked for an Access code, dial the following code and wait: 391-822# 


At the beginning of the call, we will have time to check-in and make sure everything is running smoothly. 
If you have any questions regarding interpretation you can contact Nayra, at 805.729.5776 or 
nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com


Please confirm you’ve received this information if you plan on accessing the interpretation line. 


----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


21 de mayo, 2020
 
Invitación a la junta Zoom del Grupo de Trabajo para Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante: viernes 
22 de mayo, 9-10am
 
Estimados colegas,
 
Les invitamos a usted y a su organización a participar en la junta semanal del recién formado Grupo de Trabajo para 
Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante, que se lleva a cabo cada viernes 9-10am. El objetivo de esta iniciativa 
es gestionar una colaboración fuerte entre el Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado de Santa Bárbara 
(SBCDPH por sus siglas en inglés) y Organizaciones Comunitarias (CBOs por sus siglas en inglés) que trabajan con 
comunidades migrantes Latinx e indígenas en el Condado de Santa Bárbara durante la pandemia COVID-19. 
 
 
Esta junta semanal apoya el diálogo entre Dra. Van Do-Reynoso, directora del SBC DPH, y CBO’s, para compartir 
preocupaciones prioritarias, actualizaciones, recursos, y estrategias para enfrentar a esta pandemia COVID-19 en 
evolución.
 
Incluimos un vínculo de Zoom abajo para esta junta semanal. Para los que necesitaran interpretación de inglés a 
español, favor de seguir las instrucciones a continuación.
 
Incluimos los siguientes documentos relevantes: 1. Propuesta de agenda; 2. Minutas de la junta de la semana pasada; 
3. Una versión actualizada de nuestras Áreas de Acción Prioritarias; y 4. Recursos Comunitarios para participantes.
 
También incluimos aquí: 1. Información sobre elegibilidad y priorización para acceder pruebas de COVID-19 en el 
Condado de Santa Bárbara https://publichealthsbc.org/testing/gratuitamente. Hemos adjuntado un folleto con 
imágenes incluyendo información con estos sitios para el público. 
 
 
La agenda, minutas, y Áreas de Acción Prioritarias están traducidas en español. Favor dejarnos saber si el nombre 
de su organización tiene que ser agregado o cambiado en la lista de organizaciones participando en el Grupo de 
Trabajo enumeradas al fin de las minutas. Si tiene sugerencias para añadir a la agenda, favor de dejarnos saber antes 
de la junta de mañana y déjenos saber saber si tiene preguntas, preocupaciones, o sugerencias de otras 
Organizaciones Comunitarias a quienes invitar enviando un correo a miembro de nuestro Grupo de Trabajo, Louisa 
Ornelas al <lornelas@carpchildren.org>.
 
Finalmente, favor de compartir este enlace con otras organizaciones comunitarias que estén interesadas en integrarse 
a nuestra lista de contacto de participantes del, para poder invitarlos a formar parte de nuestros esfuerzos 
colaborativos. 
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Mejores deseos,
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora Interina
Grupo de Trabajo para Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante


Para los que necesitaran interpretación de ingles a español, favor de seguir las instrucciones en español a 
continuación:


Si es posible, conéctese a la junta ambo por la aplicación de Zoom en su computadora Y en la línea de conferencia 
por teléfono a las 8:45AM.  


1. Línea de Zoom (sólo en inglés, mantenga su micrófono aquí en mudo durante toda la llamada): Aquí es 
donde el grupo entero ingresara y compartirá información en modo video.


https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


2. Línea de conferencia (Conference Call POR TELÉFONO, mantenga su micrófono en mudo al menos que 
quiera hablar): Aquí es donde usted llamará si necesita interpretación de ingles a español y para 
comunicar sus respuestas de español a ingles al grupo


Para acceder la linea de interpretacion de ingles a espanol Llame al (978) 990-5357 cuando se le pida un 
código de acceso, marque el siguiente código y espere: 391-822#


Al inicio de la llamada, tendremos tiempo para conectarnos y asegurar que todo funcione con facilidad. Si tienen 
alguna pregunta se pueden comunicar con Nayra al 805.729.5776 o nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com


Favor de confirmar que ha recibido esta información si planea acceder la línea de interpretación.


 


ZOOM INVITATION:


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled
 Zoom meeting.


Topic: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Collaborative
Time: Apr 3, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US


 and Canada)
        Every week on Fri, until May 29,


 2020, 9 occurrence(s)
        May 8, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 15, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 22, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 29, 2020 09:00 AM


Please download and import the following
 iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly:https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09
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Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


One tap mobile
+16699006833,,168654289# US (San Jose)
+13462487799,,168654289# US (Houston)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
        +1 253 215 8782 US
        +1 301 715 8592 US
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289


Find your local number:
https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL


Join by SIP
168654289@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise
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From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 3:45:37 PM


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM on 
ZOOM! This meeting we will be discussing COVID-19! We hope all can join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcWxtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I would love to attend the
meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I have started
the conversation of providing lunch with music to a group of
farmworkers to show our appreciation. I am happy to donate, share,
and help with the coordination of your effort. I have a Young
Democrats  meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom. Would you be able
to jump on the call to share this with the group to see if they can
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also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo and I recently moved to
Santa Maria from the Central Valley. I am currently a
student and a Student Ambassador at Allan Hancock
College. I have fallen in love with this community,
which is why I have started a GoFund for my birthday
to provide lunch for our agricultural workers during
this difficult time. I am unfortunately having trouble
gathering money since I am new to town. I am
extremely passionate about helping my people and I
don't want to have to end this project. You can also
learn more about me and the GoFund in the description
box of the GoFund. Please feel free to ask me any
questions you may have.


I was hoping you could share this among people you
know, I would greatly appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.


gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Jason Stilwell
Subject: Re: Help with finding a space
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 4:50:05 PM


Thanks!


—
Gloria S. Soto, Councilwoman  
she/her/hers
City of Santa Maria
110 East Cook Street / Santa Maria, CA 93454
Telephone: (805) 925-0951 x 2193 
gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and
courteous manner possible.”


On Jun 10, 2020, at 4:45 PM, Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:



I’ll check but we haven’t had our reopening plans certified yet so I don’t believe
we have any public access to facilities but I’ll check
 


From: Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 1:21 PM
To: Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Fwd: Help with finding a space
 
Hi Jason, 
 
Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.
 
Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
 
Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow
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evening. As you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation
between Rancho Laguna Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini.
On Tuesday we were able to meet at the county board room thanks to
Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the county is in budget
hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we need it.
We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263


 








From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 2:18:24 PM


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for responding. 


Yay! I am really excited. And of course I would love to attend the meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 12:11, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay in responding to your email. 


Thank you SO much for starting this! My team and I have started the conversation of
providing lunch with music to a group of farmworkers to show our appreciation. I am happy
to donate, share, and help with the coordination of your effort. I have a Young Democrats
 meeting tonight at 6pm via zoom. Would you be able to jump on the call to share this with
the group to see if they can also help.


Let me know what your thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!


-Gloria 


On May 23, 2020, at 1:30 PM, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com>
wrote:


Good afternoon Gloria, 


My name is Lesley Robledo and I recently moved to Santa Maria from the
Central Valley. I am currently a student and a Student Ambassador at Allan
Hancock College. I have fallen in love with this community, which is why I
have started a GoFund for my birthday to provide lunch for our agricultural
workers during this difficult time. I am unfortunately having trouble gathering
money since I am new to town. I am extremely passionate about helping my
people and I don't want to have to end this project. You can also learn more
about me and the GoFund in the description box of the GoFund. Please feel free
to ask me any questions you may have.


I was hoping you could share this among people you know, I would greatly
appreciate it.
I have left the link below as well.
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gf.me/u/xywxcx


Thank you and take care, 
Lesley Robledo 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Jason Stilwell
Subject: Re: Help with finding a space
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 9:34:45 AM


Thanks for trying, Jason!


—
Gloria S. Soto, Councilwoman  
she/her/hers
City of Santa Maria
110 East Cook Street / Santa Maria, CA 93454
Telephone: (805) 925-0951 x 2193 
gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and
courteous manner possible.”


On Jun 10, 2020, at 9:12 PM, Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:



Hi Gloria, Sorry we don’t have any open at this time as they are still closed
due to the pandemic.  Jason


------ Original message------
From: Gloria Soto
Date: Wed, Jun 10, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Jason Stilwell;
Cc:
Subject:Fwd: Help with finding a space


Hi Jason, 


Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.


Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:


From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>


Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow
evening. As you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation
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between Rancho Laguna Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini.
On Tuesday we were able to meet at the county board room thanks to
Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the county is in budget
hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we need it.
We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263








From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Louisa Ornelas
Subject: Invitation to Zoom meeting of the Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force: Friday May 29, 9-10 am.
Date: Thursday, May 28, 2020 4:28:00 PM
Attachments: Bilingual_COVID-19 Testing Flyer.pdf


Guadalupe COVID-19 Testing Site Flyer_Bilingual.pdf


*Mensaje en español a continuación* 


Dear colleagues,


We invite you and your organization to participate in the weekly meeting of the recently formed Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force, that is being held every Friday morning 
from 9-10 am. The goal of this initiative is to foster strong collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Department of Public Health (SBCDPH) and Community-based 
Organizations (CBO’s) who work with Latinx and indigenous migrant communities in Santa Barbara County during the COVID-19 pandemic. 


This weekly meeting supports dialogue between Dr. Van Do-Reynoso, the director of the SBCDPH, and CBO’s, to share priority concerns, updates, resources and strategies to address 
this evolving pandemic. 


We include a Zoom link below for this weekly meeting. This week and onward we will be providing interpretation via Zoom, not on the call line as we have in the past. We will walk 
through language justice instructions at the beginning of tomorrow’s meeting. Additionally, we will be hosting a bilingual Zoom Functions workshop, tomorrow 8:15 am-8:45 am 
for those who need support in using the Zoom interpretation feature and other functions. The zoom link for that meeting is the same as the Task Force meeting link.  Please 
contact nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com if you have any questions. 


We include the following relevant documents: 1. A proposed agenda;  2.  Minutes from last week’s meeting; 3. an updated version of our Priority Action Areas; 4, Community 
Resources for participants. 


We also include here: 1.  Information about eligibility and prioritization for free access to testing for COVID-19 in SB County, as well as information about the new no-cost COVID-19 
testing in Guadalupe.  We have attached flyers with graphics including information for these sites to share with the public; 2. A link to two webinars that are relevant to our 
collaborative efforts:


American Medical Association Webinar: Prioritizing Equity: The Root Cause
American Public Health Association Webinar: Racism: The Underlying Condition


For those of you who would like to send follow up questions to Ms. Wendy Motta from Congressman Carbajal’s office regarding concerns about the Lompoc prison, she asked us to 
share her email so you may follow up directly with her at: Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov.


The agenda, minutes, and Priority Action Areas are translated in Spanish. Please let us know if the name of your organization needs to be added or changed on the list of Task Force 
participating organizations that are listed at the end of the weekly minutes.. If you have suggested additions to the agenda, please let us know before tomorrow’s meeting, and let us 
know if you have questions, concerns, or suggestions, by sending an email to our Task Force team member, Louisa Ornelas, at <lornelas@carpchildren.org>.


Finally, please share this link with other CBO’s who might be interested in joining our Task Force participant contact list, so we may invite them to join our collaborative efforts.


Best wishes,


Melissa Smith, M.D.


Interim Coordinator


Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise


For those that need interpretation from English to Spanish, please follow the instructions below:


If possible, connect to the meeting both through the Zoom application on your computer AND through our conference line at 8:45AM.


1. Zoom line (in English only, keep your microphone on mute during the entire call): This is where the entire group will call in and share information through video.


https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


2. Conference call line BY PHONE, keep your microphone on mute, unless you want to speak): This is where you will call in if you need interpretation from English to 
Spanish and to share your responses to the group from Spanish to English.  


Call (978) 990-5357, when asked for an Access code, dial the following code and wait: 391-822# 


At the beginning of the call, we will have time to check-in and make sure everything is running smoothly. If you have any questions regarding interpretation you can contact 
Nayra, at 805.729.5776 or nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com


Please confirm you’ve received this information if you plan on accessing the interpretation line. 


----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------


28 de mayo, 2020
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If you need help making an appointment, please
contact the Santa Barbara County Call Center at 1 (833)



688-5551 Monday through Friday 9:30 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.



SANTA MARIA  
WEDNESDAY - SUNDAY



LOMPOC
FRIDAY - TUESDAY



SANTA BARBARA
THURSDAY - MONDAY



COVID-19 TESTING 
IN SANTA BARBARA COUNTY



EVERYONE IS ELIGIBLE FOR TESTING
NO OUT-OF-POCKET COST



TESTING IS BY APPOINTMENT ONLY



7AM-7PM 



NO ID NECESSARY



MAKE AN APPOINTMENT



Call: 1 (888) 634-1123



Visit: LHI.care/covidtesting



A health care worker will be
wearing a face shield, a face
mask, a gown, and gloves. 



GET TESTED



SCHEDULEWHAT TO EXPECT



A swab - like a long Q-tip - will
be inserted into your nose. This



will take about 10 seconds. 



 YOUR PRIVACY WILL BE PROTECTED



The sample collected
is sent to a lab. 



You will get a call or
email with your results



in 2 to 5 days. 



Step 1



Step 2



Step 3











Si necesita ayuda para hacer una cita, por favor llame al
Centro de Llamadas del Condado de Santa Bárbara al 



1 (833) 688-5551 de lunes a viernes de 9:30 a.m. a 5:30 p.m.



SANTA MARIA  
MIÉRCOLES - DOMINGO



LOMPOC
VIERNES - MARTES



SANTA BARBARA
JUEVES - LUNES



PRUEBAS DE COVID-19 
EN EL CONDADO DE SANTA BÁRBARA



TODOS SON ELEGIBLES PARA RECIBIR UNA PRUEBA 
NO HAY COSTO PARA LA PRUEBA



LAS PRUEBAS SE HACEN SÓLO CON CITA



7AM-7PM 



NO SE NECESITA IDENTIFICACIÓN



HAGA UNA CITA



Llame: 1 (888) 634-1123



Visite: LHI.care/covidtesting



Un trabajador de la salud usará
un protector facial, una



mascarilla, una bata y guantes.



HÁGASE LA PRUEBA



HORARIOQUÉ PUEDE ANTICIPAR



Un hisopo - como un cotonete
largo - será insertado en su nariz.



Esto tomará unos 10 segundos.



SU PRIVACIDAD SERÁ PROTEGIDA



La muestra recogida se
envía a un laboratorio.



Recibirá una llamada o un
correo electrónico con sus
resultados en 2 a 5 días.



Paso 1



Paso 2



Paso 3













GET TESTED



SCHEDULEWHAT TO EXPECT



A health care worker will be
wearing a face shield, face mask,



gown, and gloves. 



A swab - like a long Q-tip - will
be inserted into your nose. This



will take about 10 seconds. 



The sample collected
is sent to a lab. 



You will get a call or
email with your results



in 2 to 5 days. 



Step 1



Step 2



Step 3



4719 W. MAIN ST
GUADALUPE, CA



93434



NO COST
COVID-19 TESTING 



IN GUADALUPE



SATURDAY & SUNDAY
MAY 30 & 31, 2020



9AM - 7PM



Call: 1 (805) 343-5577 
Select 2 for Spanish or



3 for Mixteco



EVERYONE IS ELIGIBLE FOR TESTING



MAKE AN APPOINTMENT



 YOUR PRIVACY WILL BE
PROTECTED WALK-INS WELCOME











SIN COSTO
PRUEBAS DE COVID-19 



EN GUADALUPE



SÁBADO 30 Y
DOMINGO 31 DE



MAYO DEL 2020 DE
9AM A 7PM



HAGA UNA CITA



HÁGASE LA PRUEBA



HORARIOQUÉ PUEDE ANTICIPAR



SU PRIVACIDAD SERÁ
PROTEGIDA



Un trabajador de la salud usará
un protector facial, una



mascarilla, una bata y guantes.



Un hisopo - como un cotonete
largo - será insertado en su nariz.



Esto tomará unos 10 segundos.



La muestra recogida se
envía a un laboratorio.



Recibirá una llamada o un
correo electrónico con sus
resultados en 2 a 5 días.



Paso 1



Paso 2



Paso 3



TODOS SON ELEGIBLES PARA RECIBIR UNA PRUEBA 



4719 W. MAIN ST
GUADALUPE, CA



93434



Llame: 1 (805) 343-5577 
Marque 2 para ESPAÑOL 



o 3 para MIXTECO



NO SE REQUIERE CITA












Invitación a la junta Zoom del Grupo de Trabajo para Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante: viernes 29 de mayo, 9-10am
 
Estimados colegas,
 
Les invitamos a usted y a su organización a participar en la junta semanal del recién formado Grupo de Trabajo para Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante, que se lleva a cabo 
cada viernes 9-10am. El objetivo de esta iniciativa es gestionar una colaboración fuerte entre el Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado de Santa Bárbara (SBCDPH por sus siglas 
en inglés) y Organizaciones Comunitarias (CBOs por sus siglas en inglés) que trabajan con comunidades migrantes Latinx e indígenas en el Condado de Santa Bárbara durante la 
pandemia COVID-19. 
 
 
Esta junta semanal apoya el diálogo entre Dra. Van Do-Reynoso, directora del SBC DPH, y CBO’s, para compartir preocupaciones prioritarias, actualizaciones, recursos, y estrategias 
para enfrentar a esta pandemia COVID-19 en evolución.
 
Incluimos un vínculo de Zoom abajo para esta junta semanal. Esta semana en adelante, estaremos proveyendo interpretación vía Zoom, no en la línea telefónica como anteriormente. 
Repasaremos las instrucciones de justicia de lenguaje al inicio de la reunión mañana. Adicionalmente, realizaremos un Taller de Funciones de Zoom bilingüe, mañana de 8:15am-
8:45am para los que necesiten apoyo usando las funciones de Zoom. El enlace para la reunión de zoom de este taller es el mismo que al enlace de la reunión del Grupo de Trabajo. 
Favor de contactar a nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com si tiene preguntas. 
 
Incluimos los siguientes documentos relevantes: 1. Propuesta de Agenda; 2. Minutas de la junta de la semana pasada; 3. Una versión actualizada de nuestras Áreas de Acción 
Prioritarias; y 4. Recursos Comunitarios para participantes.
 
También incluimos aquí: 1. Información sobre elegibilidad y priorización para acceder  pruebas de COVID-19 en el Condado de Santa Bárbara y tambien informacion sobre pruebas 
COVID19 gratuitas en Guadalupe. Hemos adjuntado folletos con imágenes incluyendo información con estos sitios para compartir con  el público; 2. Información sobre dos webinarios 
que son relevantes a nuestros esfuerzos colaborativos:


Webinario de la Asociación Americana de Medicina: Prioritizando Equidad: La Causa Raiz


Webinario de la Asociación Americana a la Salud Pública: Racismo: La Causa y Condición Principal (inglés)
 
 
Para los que quieren enviar preguntas de seguimiento a la Srta. Wendy Motta de la oficina del Congresista Carbajal con respecto a preocupaciones sobre la prisión en Lompoc, ella pidió 
que compartiéramos su correo electrónico para hacer seguimiento directo al: Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov.
 
La agenda, minutas, y Áreas de Acción Prioritarias están traducidas en español. Favor dejarnos saber si el nombre de su organización tiene que ser agregado o cambiado en la lista de 
organizaciones participando en el Grupo de Trabajo enumeradas al fin de las minutas. Si tiene sugerencias para añadir a la agenda, favor de dejarnos saber antes de la junta de mañana y 
déjenos saber saber si tiene preguntas, preocupaciones, o sugerencias de otras Organizaciones Comunitarias a quienes invitar enviando un correo a miembro de nuestro Grupo de 
Trabajo, Louisa Ornelas al <lornelas@carpchildren.org>.
 
Finalmente, favor de compartir este enlace con otras organizaciones comunitarias que estén interesadas en integrarse a nuestra lista de contacto de participantes del, para poder invitarlos 
a formar parte de nuestros esfuerzos colaborativos. 
 
 
Mejores deseos,
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora Interina
Grupo de Trabajo para Respuesta Rápida a la Salud del Inmigrante


Enlace para taller de 8:15-8:45 am Y para reunion a las 9:00am:


https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


ZOOM INVITATION for 8:15am-8:45am and 9:00am MEETING:


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled
 Zoom meeting.


Topic: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Collaborative
Time: Apr 3, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US


 and Canada)
        Every week on Fri, until May 29,


 2020, 9 occurrence(s)
        May 8, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 15, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 22, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 29, 2020 09:00 AM


Please download and import the following
 iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly:https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


One tap mobile
+16699006833,,168654289# US (San Jose)
+13462487799,,168654289# US (Houston)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
        +1 253 215 8782 US



mailto:nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1VCxTLFVn4SO03oy30I_0djTPT2lGXLlBnUUofFbcfCE/edit#heading=h.gjdgxs
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https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1V0jbb9SEIOeXieUZWOah9d1TW_Fj5c3gPgcjhqRfFqY/edit?usp=sharing

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1V0jbb9SEIOeXieUZWOah9d1TW_Fj5c3gPgcjhqRfFqY/edit?usp=sharing

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1sST6JerKs7WaVMsebCuMHnn2XXISPywi?usp=sharing

https://publichealthsbc.org/testing/

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=E5-5W-64Jeo&feature=youtu.be
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        +1 301 715 8592 US
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289


Find your local number:
https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL


Join by SIP
168654289@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504



https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL

mailto:168654289@zoomcrc.com






From: Lesley Robledo
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Appreciation for Our Agricultural Workers in Santa Maria
Date: Monday, June 1, 2020 1:41:40 PM


Good Afternoon Gloria,


In regards to the call, I am free Tuesday before 3 and after 4. I am also free all day
Wednesday. 


Let me know what works for you.


Thank you,
Lesley Robledo 


On Wed, 27 May 2020 at 15:10, Lesley Robledo <lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:
Okay sounds good. Talk to you soon :)


On Wed, 27 May 2020 at 14:25, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Perfect! Julianna is my intern as well. :)


Yes, let me know next week to see what we can coordinate. 


On May 27, 2020, at 1:35 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hi Gloria, 


I felt so bad, thank you for understanding. 


And I talked to Juliana Neel. She donated and messaged me asking if she
could share it on the page of Young Democrats. But I’m okay with you guys
sharing it anywhere and with anyone. 


A call would be great. Unfortunately I do not know my schedule for next
week because I’m going to start at a law office next week and they haven’t
given me my schedule, but once I know I will give you some days and hours
as soon as I know. Hope that’s okay. 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 27, 2020, at 12:46 PM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Hi Lesley, 


No worries. With COVID the days are a blur. I shared with the
group your project and they are happy to help. The SMV Young
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Dems will post on their social media your link. I will chat with a
member of my team today to see how else we can support your
effort. Would you be open to jumping on a call sometime next
week? If so, what day and time is best for you? 


-Gloria


On May 26, 2020, at 8:05 PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Hi Gloria, 
I just realized today is Tuesday. 
With this all going on I don't even know what did it
is.
So sorry, but thank you for inviting me.


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at 15:45, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.com> wrote:


Okay thank you for the information. 


See you soon :) 


~Lesley Robledo


On May 26, 2020, at 3:08 PM, Gloria
Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


 Wonderful!


Below are the details to the meeting. I
look forward to virtually meeting you!


We are having our second Young Dems 
Meeting on Tuesday, May 26th at 6PM 
on ZOOM! This meeting we will be 
discussing COVID-19! We hope all can 
join! 
Meeting ID: 883 8539 2125


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/5713216225
?
pwd=eTZTMGhEUTVTMVNRRU5NcW
xtSUJudz09


On May 26, 2020, at 2:17
PM, Lesley Robledo
<lesley.r.robledo@gmail.
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com> wrote:


Hello Gloria, 


No worries, thank you for
responding. 


Yay! I am really excited.
And of course I would
love to attend the
meeting.


Thanks again,
Lesley Robledo


On Tue, 26 May 2020 at
12:11, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria
.org> wrote:


Hi Lesley,


Please excuse my delay
in responding to your
email. 


Thank you SO much for
starting this! My team
and I have started the
conversation of
providing lunch with
music to a group of
farmworkers to show
our appreciation. I am
happy to donate, share,
and help with the
coordination of your
effort. I have a Young
Democrats  meeting
tonight at 6pm via
zoom. Would you be
able to jump on the call
to share this with the
group to see if they can
also help.


Let me know what your
thoughts are. 


Thanks, again!
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-Gloria 


On May
23, 2020, at
1:30 PM,
Lesley
Robledo
<lesley.r.ro
bledo@gm
ail.com>
wrote:


Good
afternoon
Gloria, 


My name is
Lesley
Robledo
and I
recently
moved to
Santa
Maria from
the Central
Valley. I
am
currently a
student and
a Student
Ambassado
r at Allan
Hancock
College. I
have fallen
in love
with this
community
, which is
why I have
started a
GoFund for
my
birthday to
provide
lunch for
our
agricultural
workers
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during
this difficul
t time. I am
unfortunate
ly having
trouble
gathering
money
since I am
new to
town. I am
extremely
passionate
about
helping my
people and
I don't want
to have to
end this
project.
You can
also learn
more about
me and the
GoFund in
the
description
box of the
GoFund.
Please feel
free to ask
me any
questions
you may
have.


I was
hoping you
could share
this among
people you
know, I
would
greatly
appreciate
it.
I have left
the link
below as
well.







gf.me/u/xy
wxcx


Thank you
and take
care, 
Lesley
Robledo 
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From: Gloria Soto
To: Cliff Solomon
Cc: Abe Melendrez; Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt; Pam Gates
Subject: Re: Will the Santa Maria Police investigation be on the council agenda?
Date: Friday, May 29, 2020 4:38:09 PM


Hi Cliff,


I completely understand. With everything happening in our nation, it's important that we make
sure that our police departments are transparent and ethical. 


The council has received the internal findings of the investigation. At this time, those findings
are confidential.  We are still waiting on more information before Chief Hansen can present to
the public the full findings at a council meeting. 


-Gloria


On May 29, 2020, at 2:47 PM, Cliff Solomon <cliff_solomon@msn.com> wrote:


Gloria: as you can see from the email thread below, I have asked Abe and Lawanda for
their opinions about the Santa Maria police investigation of the arrest of Alejandro
Meza last year. Given the recent events of the killings of 3 African-Americans, I want to
make sure that we hold our police accountable for their actions.
 
I saw the article in the SM Times that described the police’s actions as “minor use-of-
force”. But it seems like the public has yet to be given the Police’s report on the arrest.
Is this going to be on the next City Council’s meeting agenda? Thanks for any
information you can provide.
 
--Cliff Solomon
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 


From: Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2020 2:08 PM
To: Abraham Cause; Cliff Solomon
Cc: Pam Gates
Subject: Re: Are you happy with the Santa Maria Police investigation?
 
Yes, why don't we ask Gloria?
 


Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt


President


Santa Maria-Lompoc NAACP
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Phone: (805)-448-7869


Email: lyonspruitt@msn.com


 


"Democracy dies in Darkness." The Washington Post


 
<45124CEC949B4FC0988547E6FC888246.png>
From: Abraham Cause <abraham@causenow.org>
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2020 12:26 PM
To: Cliff Solomon <cliff_solomon@msn.com>
Cc: Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt <lyonspruitt@msn.com>; Pam Gates
<pamegates@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Are you happy with the Santa Maria Police investigation?
 
Hi Cliff, Thanks for raising this up. Other than the SM Times article is there any more
information? I talked with the reporter and he told me there has been no press release
or anything from SMPD but that they only informed him because he reached out to
them. I'm wondering if there is a report that will be presented to the city council. For
now the actual details seem to be private. It might be worthwhile asking for more
information to be shared with the community.
 
I'm absolutely flooded at the moment with the farmworker stuff but would be happy to
assist any way I can.
 
On Fri, May 29, 2020 at 10:30 AM Cliff Solomon <cliff_solomon@msn.com> wrote:


Given the recent deaths at the hands of police in Minneapolis and elsewhere, I
wanted to check in with both of you to see if you are satisfied with the Santa Maria
Police investigation of last October’s use of force in the arrest of Alejandro Meza. I’m
conflicted as to whether these were “minor use-of-force” tactics or not. We have to
keep the police accountable for their actions.
 
What are your thoughts? Thanks.
 
--Cliff Solomon
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 


 
-- 


Abraham Melendrez
Policy Advocate
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p: (805) 253-3686
a: 120 E. Jones St. Santa Maria,CA 93454 
w: www.causenow.org e: abraham@causenow.org
pronouns: he/ him/ el


   
Continue your commitment for CAUSE in your estate planning. 
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Tania Reyes
Subject: Invitation to Zoom meeting of the Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force: Friday June 12,


9-10 am.
Date: Thursday, June 11, 2020 3:53:12 PM


*Mensaje en español a continuación* 


Dear colleagues,


We invite you and your organization to participate in the weekly meeting of the recently formed Latinx & 
Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force, that is being held every other Friday morning from 9-10 am. 
The goal of this initiative is to foster strong collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Department of Public 
Health (SBCDPH) and Community-based Organizations (CBO’s) who work with Latinx and indigenous migrant 
communities in Santa Barbara County during the COVID-19 pandemic. 


This bi-monthly meeting supports dialogue between Dr. Van Do-Reynoso, the director of the SBCDPH, and CBO’s, 
to share priority concerns, updates, resources and strategies to address this evolving pandemic. 


We include a Zoom link below for this meeting. We will be providing interpretation via Zoom.  Please contact 
nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com if you have any questions. 


We include the following relevant documents: 1. A proposed agenda;  2.  minutes from the last  meeting; 3. an 
updated version of our Priority Action Areas; 4.Community Resources for participants. 


We also include here a link to the American Public Health Association’s resources on Racism and Health, to support 
our collaborative efforts to address racism as an ongoing public health crisis.
Ms. Wendy Motta from Congressman Carbajal’s office sent her responses to unanswered questions, which are at the 
end of the May 29 minutes. The letters sent by Congressman Carbajal and Senators Harris and Feinstein are in the 
Lompoc Prison Resources folder in our Community Resources folder. Ms. Motta may be contacted for follow up at: 
Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov. 


The agenda, minutes, and Priority Action Areas are translated in Spanish. Please let us know if the name of your 
organization needs to be added or changed on the list of Task Force participating organizations that are listed at the 
end of the weekly minutes.. If you have suggested additions to the agenda, please let us know before tomorrow’s 
meeting, and let us know if you have questions, concerns, or suggestions, by sending an email to our Task Force 
team member, Tania Reyes  at <tania@fundforsantabarbara.org>.


Finally, please share this link with other CBO’s who might be interested in joining our Task Force participant 
contact list, so we may invite them to join our collaborative efforts.


Best wishes,


Melissa Smith, M.D.


Interim Coordinator


Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID 19 Response Task Force


----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
11 de junio, 2020
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Invitación a la junta Zoom del Grupo de Trabajo  de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e 
Indígenas
Viernes 12 de mayo, 9-10am
 
Estimados colegas,
 
Les invitamos a usted y a su organización a participar en la junta semanal del recién formado Grupo de Trabajo de 
Respuesta al COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e Indígenas que se lleva a cabo cada otro viernes 9-10am. El 
objetivo de esta iniciativa es gestionar una colaboración fuerte entre el Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado 
de Santa Bárbara (SBCDPH por sus siglas en inglés) y Organizaciones Comunitarias (CBOs por sus siglas en 
inglés) que trabajan con comunidades migrantes Latinx e indígenas en el Condado de Santa Bárbara durante la 
pandemia COVID-19. 
 
 
Esta junta bi-mensual apoya el diálogo entre Dra. Van Do-Reynoso, directora del SBC DPH, y CBO’s, para 
compartir preocupaciones prioritarias, actualizaciones, recursos, y estrategias para enfrentar a esta pandemia 
COVID-19 en evolución.
 
Incluimos un vínculo de Zoom abajo para esta reunión. Estaremos proveyendo interpretación vía Zoom. Favor de 
contactar a nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com si tiene preguntas. 
 
Incluimos los siguientes documentos relevantes: 1. Propuesta de Agenda; 2. Minutas de la última reunión; 3. Una 
versión actualizada de nuestras Áreas de Acción Prioritarias; y 4. Recursos Comunitarios para participantes.
 
También incluimos aquí: un enlace a los recursos de la Asociación Americana de Salud Pública sobre el Racismo y 
la Salud (en inglés) para apoyar nuestras esfuerzos colaborativos para afrontar el racismo como una crisis de salud 
pública en curso. 
 
 
La Srta. Wendy Motta de la oficina del Congresista Carbajal  envió sus respuestas a preguntas pendientes, que se 
encuentran al final de las minutas de mayo 29. Las cartas enviadas por el Congresista Carbajal y Senadoras Harris y 
Feinstein están el Lompoc Prison Resources Folder en nuestra carpeta de Recursos Comunitarios (Community 
Resources). La Srta. Motta puede ser contactada para hacer seguimiento directo al: Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov.
 
La agenda, minutas, y Áreas de Acción Prioritarias están traducidas en español. Favor dejarnos saber si el nombre 
de su organización tiene que ser agregado o cambiado en la lista de organizaciones participando en el Grupo de 
Trabajo enumeradas al fin de las minutas. Si tiene sugerencias para añadir a la agenda, favor de dejarnos saber antes 
de la junta de mañana y déjenos saber saber si tiene preguntas, preocupaciones, o sugerencias de otras 
Organizaciones Comunitarias a quienes invitar enviando un correo a miembro de nuestro equipo del Grupo de 
Trabajo, a Tania Reyes al tania@fundforsantabarbara.org. 
 
Finalmente, favor de compartir este enlace con otras organizaciones comunitarias que estén interesadas en integrarse 
a nuestra lista de contacto de participantes del, para poder invitarlos a formar parte de nuestros esfuerzos 
colaborativos. 
 
 
Mejores deseos,
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora Interina
Grupo de Trabajo de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Inmigrantes Latinx e Indígenas
 
 
 


Enlace para para reunion a las 9:00am:
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https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


ZOOM INVITATION for 9:00am MEETING:


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled
 Zoom meeting.


Topic: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Collaborative
Time: Apr 3, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US


 and Canada)
        Every week on Fri, until May 29,


 2020, 9 occurrence(s)
        May 8, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 15, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 22, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 29, 2020 09:00 AM


Please download and import the following
 iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly:https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


One tap mobile
+16699006833,,168654289# US (San Jose)
+13462487799,,168654289# US (Houston)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
        +1 253 215 8782 US
        +1 301 715 8592 US
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289


Find your local number:
https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL


Join by SIP
168654289@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)



https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09
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115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise
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From: Jackie Botts
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:41:47 PM


Yes, that's excellent! What's the best number to reach you at?


Best,
Jackie


On Mon, Jul 6, 2020 at 1:36 PM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
HI Jackie,


Does tomorrow at 11am work for you?


On Jul 5, 2020, at 1:20 PM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:


Thank you so much for getting back to me and being willing to speak with me.
If at all possible, I'm wondering if you might be available on either Monday or
Tuesday for a phone call? I'm in Santa Barbara county early this week and
hoping to get in as much on-the-ground reporting as possible, so touching base
with you early on would be really helpful. Totally fine if not — Wednesday any
time also works for me!


Best,
Jackie


On Fri, Jul 3, 2020 at 11:51 AM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of next week work
for you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this pandemic is to
protect public health and support the recommendations of our
local public health officials. 
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During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the necessary
precautions to keep yourself, family, and community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie Botts
<jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a
journalist covering economic inequality for
CalMatters, a nonprofit newsroom that covers
California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link
between crowded housing conditions and COVID-
19. I'm now looking into the issue of crowded
housing for H-2A farmworkers, following the
outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker housing facilita
Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A
farmworker housing in Santa Maria. My basic
question is how high is the risk that what happened
in Oxnard repeats itself in other H-2A housing
facilities? What bodies are charged with making sure
H-2A workers are in safe working/living conditions,
normally and during the virus? How accountable are
they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak
on the phone over the next few days? I'm actually
driving down to the Santa Barbara county area today
to see family and wondering if there might be more
opportunity to do more digging early next week. I
know this is a very complex issue that Santa Maria
has been tackling in various ways over the past few
years, so I'd really appreciate any ideas, leads or tips
on doing this sensitively that you can share. Happy
to speak on the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let
me know when's a good time for you to talk.
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Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Tania Reyes
Subject: Invitation to Zoom meeting of the Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force: Friday June 26,


9-10 am
Date: Thursday, June 25, 2020 6:05:24 PM
Attachments: SM Confirmed Cases Update_6.16.20 vFinal.pdf


Santa Barbara County COVID-19 Race Ethnicity Socioeconomic Data Strategies Report vFINAL.pdf


*Mensaje en español a continuación* June 25, 2020


Dear colleagues,


We invite you and your organization to participate in the weekly meeting of the recently formed Latinx & 
Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force, that is being held every other Friday morning from 9-10 am. 
The goal of this initiative is to foster strong collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Department of Public 
Health (SBCDPH) and Community-based Organizations (CBO’s) who work with Latinx and indigenous migrant 
communities in Santa Barbara County during the COVID-19 pandemic. 


This bi-monthly meeting supports dialogue between Dr. Van Do-Reynoso, the director of the SBCDPH, and CBO’s, 
to share priority concerns, updates, resources and strategies to address this evolving pandemic. 


We include a Zoom link below for this meeting. We will be providing interpretation via Zoom.  Please contact 
nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com if you have any questions. 


We include the following relevant documents: 1. A proposed agenda  2. minutes from the last  meeting; 3. an 
updated version of our Priority Action Areas; 4.Community Resources for participants. We also attach the most 
recent COVID-19 data from the health department focused on race/ethnicity and Santa Maria.  
Ms. Wendy Motta from Congressman Carbajal’s office will not be able to join us this week, and she asks that we 
share her email again (Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov) so that Task Force participants may contact her directly with 
specific questions about the Lompoc Prison. She will be able to join us at our July 10th meeting.  


Please let us know if the name of your organization needs to be added or changed on the list of Task Force 
participating organizations that are listed at the end of the weekly minutes.. If you have suggested additions to the 
agenda, please let us know before tomorrow’s meeting, and let us know if you have questions, concerns, or 
suggestions, by sending an email to our Task Force team member, Tania Reyes  at 
<tania@fundforsantabarbara.org>.


Finally, please share this link with other CBO’s who might be interested in joining our Task Force participant 
contact list, so we may invite them to join our collaborative efforts.


Best wishes,


Melissa Smith, M.D.


Interim Coordinator


Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID 19 Response Task Force


----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
25 de junio, 2020
 
Invitación a la junta Zoom del Grupo de Trabajo  de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e 
Indígenas
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Board of Supervisors



The Novel Coronavirus 



(COVID-19)



June 16, 2020
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Santa Maria (SM)



Confirmed Cases 
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Data as of May 27, 2020











Background



The first cases of COVID-19 in Santa Barbara County were identified in North County



Over the past several months, Santa Maria has seen elevated rates of COVID-19 



In order to better understand the situation in Santa Maria, the Santa Barbara County 
Public Health Department analyzed available data on confirmed cases
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Cumulative Case Rate
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Active cases per 1 sq km
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Cumulative Cases per 1 sq km











Data Overview 



Data source is cases who agreed to be interviewed 



Total Confirmed Cases with demographic data (excluding 



inmates): N= 344



• Total Confirmed Cases with GIS Region Santa Maria (SM Cases): n=134



• Total Confirmed Cases with Other GIS Region (Non-SM Cases): n=210
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Race/Ethnicity of Cases 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Race/Ethnicity of SM Cases vs Population 
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Age Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 



5%



31%



43%



20%



1%4%



14%



36%
36%



10%



7



42



57



27



1
9



29



76
75



21



0



10



20



30



40



50



60



70



80



0%



10%



20%



30%



40%



50%



0-17 18-29 30-49 50-69 70+



SM Cases Non-SM Cases











11



Gender Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Primary Language Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Education Level Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Annual Household Income Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Household Size Comparison 
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Occupation Comparison Part 1
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Occupation Comparison Part 2
(SM Cases, n=134 vs Non-SM Cases, n=210) 
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Additional Occupation Information



•The previous slides showed occupation data from cases, who agreed 
to be interviewed



•Another source of data is from the Disease Control investigation staff 
who speak with nearly every case 



•The following two slides will present information collected by 
investigators
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Additional Occupation Information



Community Cases as of 



6/11/20



County-wide North County Santa Maria/ 



Guadalupe/ 



Orcutt



Total Number of Agricultural Workers 142 139 131



Total Number of Cases ages 18-69 773 582 505



% of Agricultural Workers 18.4% 23.9% 25.9%











Key Data Findings for Santa Maria Cases



• Insurance coverage:  73% yes &  24% no 



•Heard about COVID 19:  87% from TV news



•Knowledge about COVID 19:  27% somewhat;  34% moderate 



20% Extremely knowledgeable 



•Knowledge of handwashing:  92% understood 



•Knowledge of social distancing: 70% understood 



•Able to practice social distancing at home: 72% yes & 24% no



•Able to practice Social distancing at work:  52% yes & 21% no
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Findings



Latinos/Hispanics in Santa Maria represent a disproportionately higher number 



of cases compared to their representation in Santa Barbara County population 



and in comparison to Non-SM Cases



When compared to Non-SM Cases, SM Cases: 



• have a higher percentage of household size between 4 and 7 individuals 



• have more cases who were uninsured and less cases with private insurance 



• are more likely to understand and practice social distancing at home and work 
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Next Steps



22



 Partnership to increase health insurance coverage and access to health care



 Partnership to increase preventive messaging 



 Partnership with employers on preventive measures



 Engage Santa Maria community in strategies to decrease spread of disease











Thanks to 
the Epi Unit!



Stefany Olague



Tina Javanbakht



Joy Kane



Michelle Wehmer
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STRONGER 



TOGETHER.



SAFELY APART. 
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Report on Santa Barbara County’s COVID-19 Data Disaggregated by 



Race/Ethnicity and Socioeconomic Status 



Background 



The Santa Barbara County Public Health Department compiled a report 



summarizing what is known as of May 8, 2020 about the racial/ethnic and 



socioeconomic characteristics of those who have tested for COVID-19; those that 



have been diagnosed with the infection; and those that have been hospitalized. 



The data reports out separately community cases and prison cases. 



Organization of the Report 



The report first reviews confirmed COVID-19 community cases data by 



race/ethnicity, age, and socioeconomic status, followed by a similar analysis of 



COVID-19 associated deaths. Hospitalizations, Intensive Care Unit admissions and 



length of stay is also presented by age, race, and socioeconomic status. Similar 



analysis is then presented of Lompoc Federal Correctional Institute (FCI) confirmed 



COVID-19 incarcerated cases. The report concludes with County-wide testing data 



by socioeconomic status. Following the analysis, data limitations and ongoing 



efforts to address these limitations are discussed. 



Statistical Notes 



Age-adjusted rates are directly calculated per 100,000 population using the United 



States 2000 population. Standard errors (SE) and relative standard errors (RSE) are 



noted.   



Due to statistical instability when analysis revealed cell counts less than 5 within 



the report, the values were noted as <5, and percentages and age-adjusted rates 



were not displayed and denoted with ‘—‘. In addition, when relative standard error 



exceeded 30%, rates were suppressed.   



COVID-19 Confirmed Cases by Race/ Ethnicity, Age Group, and Socioeconomic 



Status 



Through May 8, 2020, there were 1,022 confirmed COVID-19 cases in Santa Barbara 



County (SBC), 443 of which were cases within the community and 579 cases within 



the Lompoc FCI. First, reviewing the confirmed COVID-19 community cases, 



race/ethnicity data was available for 298 (67.3%) of these cases. Of these 298 
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confirmed COVID-19 community cases, 68.1% were Latino, 26.5% were White, 



2.3% were Asian/Pacific Islander, 2.3% were Black/African American, and 0.7% 



were American Indian or Alaska Native.  



Table 1 presents race/ethnicity counts and percentages of the confirmed COVID-



19 community cases alongside age-adjusted rates per 100,000 in the population. 



Rates of COVID-19 among Latinos/Hispanics (94.8 per 100,000) were nearly two 



and a half that of non-Hispanic Whites (37.5 per 100,000). These differences in 



rates assume that missing data on the race/ethnicity of confirmed cases is 



randomly distributed across all confirmed cases, regardless of race/ethnicity.   



Table 1: Confirmed COVID-19 Community Cases by Race/Ethnicity, Age-
Adjusted Rates, through May 8th  (N=443*)  



Race/Ethnicity N % 
Age-Adjusted 



Rate per 100,000 
95% CI SE RSE 



Asian/Native Hawaiian 
or Other Pacific Islander 



7 2.3% -- -- -- -- 



Black/African American 7 2.3% -- -- -- -- 



Latino/Hispanic 203 68.1% 94.8 81.5-108.0 6.8 7.2% 



American Indian or 
Alaska Native 



2 0.7% -- -- -- -- 



White 79 26.5% 37.5 28.9-46.1 4.4 11.7% 



* 145 Missing or Unknown Race/Ethnicity values are not included in the table; Rates for 
Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander, Black/African American, American Indian 
were not included due to an RSE over 30% and small cell size. 



 



Figure 1 



Local data indicates that COVID-19 has had a disproportionate impact on various 



communities. For instance, when comparing the California Department of Finance 



County 2020 population estimates, with the 298 confirmed COVID-19 community 



cases, where race/ethnicity has been identified:   



 68.1% are Latino/Hispanic, despite comprising 47.9% of Santa Barbara 



County’s population  



 26.5% are non-Hispanic White, despite comprising 42.8% of Santa Barbara 



County’s population  
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Figure 2 depicts race/ethnicity data of confirmed COVID-19 community cases by 



age group. Data on race/ethnicity was available for 298 (67.3%) of the 443 



confirmed COVID-19 cases as of May 8, 2020 and shows that people of all ages can 



contract COVID-19. Approximately 85% of all the confirmed cases with available 



age group and race/ethnicity data were among working age adults (18-69 years of 



age). This highlights the importance of continued social distancing and infection 



control measures during Phase 2 of re-opening of businesses. 



People over age 70 are more likely to have severe illness if they are infected, and 



less than 10% of confirmed COVID-19 cases were among people over age 70. 



Compared to this countywide figure, non-Hispanic Whites (18%) had higher 



percentages of confirmed COVID-19 cases among those over age 70. 



Latinos/Hispanics (2%), Blacks/African Americans (0%), and Asian/Pacific Islanders 



(0%) had a lower percentage of confirmed COVID-19 cases among those over age 



70 than the county overall. Additionally, Latinos/Hispanics had the highest 



percentage of confirmed COVID-19 cases among those under 18 years of age (7%). 



2.3% 2.3%



68.1%



0.7%



26.5%



5.1%
1.6%



47.9%



0.4%



42.8%



0%



10%



20%



30%



40%



50%



60%



70%



80%



Asian/Native Hawaiian
or Other Pacific



Islander



Black/African
American



Latino/Hispanic American Indian or
Alaska Native



White



Figure 1: Confirmed COVID-19 Community Cases by 
Race/Ethnicity vs SBC Race/Ethnicity Estimates*



COVID-19 Cases SBC Population



* 145 of the 443 cases have unknown or missing race/ethnicity and not included in the chart; SBC 
population estimates by race/ethnicity per California Deparment of Finance, 2020.
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This percentage was approximately 30% higher than the county percent of cases 



under age 18. 



 
 



Table 2 presents COVID-19 cases by area poverty, which is the percent of residents 



below the federal poverty level (FPL) in the census tracts of the home addresses of 



the confirmed COVID-19 cases. Census tract FPL was available for 420 (95%) of the 



confirmed COVID-19 community cases. Nearly 7 of 10 confirmed COVID-19 cases 



are from census tracts with at least 20% area poverty. This may indicate that more 



cases are coming from areas with mixed and lower incomes. Of the 420 confirmed 



COVID-19 cases with a known census tract, 45% were from tracts with <10% of 



residents below FPL, 31% were from tracts with 10% to <20% below FPL, 21% were 



from tracts with 20% to <30% below FPL, and 3% were from tracts with 30% to 



100% below FPL. (Refer to Appendix 1 to see poverty level mapped by each census 



track in Santa Barbara County). Table 2 also displays this data as age-adjusted rates 



per 100,000 in the population. These age-adjusted rates indicate that those living 



0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%



Asian/PI



Black/African
American



Latino/Hispanic



White



Total



Figure 2: Percent of Confirmed COVID-19 Community Cases by 
Race/Ethnicity and Age Group* through May 8th (N=443)



70+ 50-69 30-49 18-29 0-17



*American Indian/Alaska Native cases were suppressed due to small cell size. The 145 confrimed COVID-19 
community cases missing race/ethnicity are not reported separately, but included in the Total 443 confirmed 
COVID-19 community cases.
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in higher poverty areas had higher population rates of confirmed COVID-19 cases: 



the second highest poverty area (20% to <30%)had the highest rate (141 per 



100,000). These differences by area poverty assume that missing data on the 



census tract FPL of confirmed COVID-19 cases is randomly distributed across all 



confirmed cases, regardless of where they live. This assumption is likely to hold 



given the relatively small proportion of missing census tract FPL data for confirmed 



COVID-19 cases. 



Table 2: Confirmed COVID-19 Community Cases by Census Tract Poverty Level, 
Age-Adjusted Rates through May 8th* (N=443*) 



Area Poverty N %  
Age-Adjusted 



Rate per 
100,000 



95% CI SE RSE 



<10% area poverty 188 44.8% 97.4 83.4-111.5 7.2 7.4% 



10% to <20% area poverty 132 31.4% 93.7 77.6-109.8 8.2 8.8% 



20% to <30% area poverty 88 21.0% 141.1 110.7-171.6 15.5 11.0% 



30% to 100% area poverty 12 2.9% -- -- -- -- 



*23 of the 443 confirmed COVID-19 community cases did not have census tract nor poverty 
level data and are therefore not presented in this table. 



 



COVID-19 Deaths by Race/Ethnicity, Age Group, and Socioeconomic Status 



As of May 8th, of the seven deaths recorded with COVID-19 as a cause of death on 



the death certificate, race/ethnicity was available for all the decedents. Of these 7 



decedents, Latinos were impacted at the highest proportion when deaths were 



analyzed by race/ethnicity at 71% (Table 3). Due to a high RSE and/or low cell size, 



age-adjusted rates by race/ethnicity were unstable and not presented in the table 



below.  
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Table 3: Community COVID-19 Confirmed Deaths by Race/Ethnicity, Age-
Adjusted Rates, through May 8th* (N=7)  



Race/Ethnicity N 
Non-
Missing % 



Age-Adjusted 
Rate per 
100,000 



95% 
CI 



SE RSE 



Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other 
Pacific Islander 



<5 -- -- -- -- -- 



Black/African American <5 -- -- -- -- -- 



Latino/Hispanic 5 71% -- -- -- -- 



American Indian or Alaska Native <5 -- -- -- -- -- 



White <5 -- -- -- -- -- 



*Data was extracted from Vital Records Death Certificates where COVID-19 was listed as an 
underlying cause of death. 



Due to the small number of deaths recorded as of May 8th, in Santa Barbara County, 



when filtered by race/ethnicity in combination of federal poverty level, the values 



are too small to report and draw statistically strong conclusions and therefore not 



presented in this report. 



 



COVID-19 Positive Patients Hospitalized, Placed in ICU, and Average Length of Stay 



(LOS) by Race/ Ethnicity 



As of May 8, 2020, a total of 89 confirmed COVID-19 patients had been hospitalized 



in the five hospitals across Santa Barbara County. Data on race/ethnicity were 



available for 79 (88.8%) of these hospitalized confirmed COVID-19 patients. Over 



half of these cases (56.2%) were Latino/Hispanic (Table 4). As a point of 



comparison, in 2018, 38% of all hospitalized residents of Santa Barbara County 



were Latino/Hispanic (source: Office of Statewide Health Planning and 



Development). The percentages of confirmed COVID-19 hospitalized patients 



admitted to the ICU varied by race/ethnicity, with 29.6% of non-Hispanic Whites 



and 46.8% of Latinos/Hispanics admitted (Figure 3).  
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Table 4: Confirmed COVID-19 Community Cases with Race/Ethnicity* 
Hospitalized through May 8th  
Race/Ethnicity Count % of Hospitalizations 



Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander <5 -- 



Black/African American <5 -- 



Latino/Hispanic 50 56.2% 



American Indian or Alaska Native <5 -- 



White 25 28.1% 



Unknown 10 11.2% 



Total 89 100% 



* Ever hospitalized and COVID-19 positive 



 



 



Of the 89 confirmed community patients that had been admitted to the hospital 



with COVID-19, 54 patients had been discharged as of May 8th. Age was available 



for all discharged patients. Table 5 shows that on average, patients over age 69 had 



the longest average length of stay in the hospital at 14.5 days, followed by the 50-



69 year age group with 10.8 days. 



 



0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%



Latino/Hispanic



White



Total



Figure 3: Confirmed COVID-19 Community Patients 
Hospitalized by Race/Ethnicity* and ICU Admissions, through 



May 8th (N=89)



Hospitalized without ICU Admissions Hospitalized and Admitted to the ICU



* Asian/Pacific Islander, American Indian, Black/African American, Other, and Unknown races were 
not displayed separately due to small cell size, but are included in the Total series.
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Table 5: Length of Stay for Hospitalized Community COVID-19 Positive 
Patients Who Have Been Discharged, by Age Group*, through May 8th  



Age Group Number of Patients 
Length of Stay (Days) 



Average Range 



0-17 0 N/A N/A 



18-29 4 3 2-4 



30-49 10 9.4 2-21 



50-69 22 10.8 1-45 



70+ 18 14.5 3-47 



Total 54 11.9 1-47 



* Only living hospitalized cases with a discharge date were included in the analysis 



 



The length of COVID-19 hospital stays, in the five county hospitals, was also 



analyzed by race/ethnicity for patients discharged by May 8, 2020. These results 



are displayed in Table 6. The table shows that Latinos/Hispanics have a slightly 



longer LOS than other races, but that overall across race/ethnicity the average LOS 



ranges within 1 day. The average LOS for Latinos was 11.7 days and for Whites 10.7 



days, but for Santa Barbara County as a whole, the average LOS was 11.9 days 



between March 15, 2020 to May 8, 2020.  



Table 6: Length of Stay for Hospitalized Community COVID-19 Positive 
Patients Who Have Been Discharged, by Age Group*, as of May 8th 



Race/Ethnicity 
Number of 



Patients 



Length of Stay 
(Days) 



Average Range 



Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander <5 -- -- 



Black/African American <5 -- -- 



Latino/Hispanic 26 11.7 2-47 



American Indian/Native Alaskan <5 -- -- 



White 23 10.7 1-45 



Unknown <5 -- -- 



Total 54 11.9 1-47 



*Only living hospitalized cases with a discharge date were included in the analysis 
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Lompoc FCI COVID-19 Positive Inmates Hospitalized, Placed in ICU, and Average 



Length of Stay by Race/ Ethnicity 



Table 7 and Figure 4 show that race/ethnicity information for approximately 93% 



of incarcerated COVID-19 cases was unattainable. Of the 42 confirmed COVID-19 



incarcerated cases with information available, Latinos/Hispanics comprised the 



highest percentage of cases at 4.5%. 



Table 7: Lompoc FCI Confirmed COVID-19 Incarcerated Cases by 
Race/Ethnicity through May 8th* (N=579)  



Race/Ethnicity N % 



Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander <5 -- 



Black/African American 8 1.4% 



Latino/Hispanic 26 4.5% 



American Indian or Alaska Native <5 -- 



White 6 1.0% 



Unknown/Missing 537 92.7% 



Total 579 100.0% 



*Missing values are due to incarcerated individuals that were unavailable for additional 
interviews. 
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Figure 4: Lompoc FCI Confirmed COVID-19 Incarcerated Cases 
by Race/Ethnicity (N=579) 
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Upon reviewing the age breakdown of the Lompoc FCI confirmed COVID-19 



incarcerated cases, almost 50% of the cases at the Lompoc FCI are within the 30-



49 year age group (Figure 5), followed by approximately 34% in the 50-69 year age 



group. When looking at age across race/ethnicity, non-Hispanic Whites have 



younger cases at 67% under the age of 50 compared to 63% of the total confirmed 



COVID-19 incarcerated cases. 



 



Of the 26 incarcerated cases that have been hospitalized as of May 8, 2020, 50% 



were unable to be interviewed to gather race/ethnicity information by the time of 



the publication of this report. 



Table 8: Lompoc FCI COVID-19 Incarcerated Cases with Race/Ethnicity* 
Hospitalized through May 8th  



Race/Ethnicity Count % of Hospitalizations 



Asian/Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander <5 -- 



Black/African American <5 -- 



Latino/Hispanic 8 30.8% 



American Indian or Alaska Native <5 -- 



White <5 -- 



Unknown 13 50.0% 



Total 26 100.0% 



*Ever hospitalized and COVID-19 positive 



0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%



Black/African
American



Latino/Hispanic



White



Missing



Total



Figure 5: Percent of Lompoc FCI COVID-19 Incarcerated Cases 
by Race/Ethnicity and Age Group* through May 8th (N=579)



0-17 18-29 30-49 50-69 70+



*American Indian/Alaska Native and Asian/Pacific Islander cases were suppressed due to small cell 
size. Total includes all 579 Lompoc FCI COVID-19 incarcerated cases.
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A subset of the 26 hospitalized incarcerated cases have been released from the 



hospital. Of those 6 individuals, the average length of stay was 4.8 days with a range 



of 2-14 days. These individuals were between the age of 49-75 years of age. 



As of May 8, 2020, there have been two deaths of inmates residing at the Lompoc 



(FCI) where COVID-19 was listed on the death certificate. 



COVID-19 Testing by Socioeconomic Status  



As of May 8, 2020, a total of 8,296 individuals were reported as having been tested 



for COVID-19 in Santa Barbara County. Area poverty data were available for 6,849 



(82.6%) of COVID-19 tests through May 8th and are presented in Table 9. Following 



the community trends of those testing positive, nearly half of those tested for 



COVID-19 were from census tracts with less than 10% poverty.  Of the 6,849 tests, 



47.2% were from tracts with <10% of residents below FPL, 35.0% were from tracts 



with 10% to <20% below FPL, 14.5% were from tracts with 20% to <30% below FPL, 



and 3.2% were from tracts with 30% to 100% below FPL (Table 8). Table 9 also 



displays this data as age-adjusted rates per 100,000 in the population. Due to 



overlapping confidence intervals, these age-adjusted rates indicate similar testing 



rates across all poverty groups. These determinations by area poverty assume that 



missing data on the census tract FPL of COVID-19 tests are randomly distributed 



across all tests completed, regardless of home address. 



Table 9: Community Members Tested for COVID-19 by Census Tract Poverty 
Level, Age-Adjusted Rates through May 8th (N=8296*) 



Area Poverty N %  



Age-
Adjusted 
Rate per 
100,000 



95% CI SE RSE 



<10% area poverty 3235 47.2% 1559.9 1505.0-1614.9 28.0 1.8% 



10% to <20% area poverty 2397 35.0% 1654.9 1588.3-1721.6 34.0 2.1% 



20% to <30% area poverty 995 14.5% 1669.2 1561.8-1776.7 54.8 3.3% 



30% to 100% area poverty 222 3.2% 1932.3 1602.0-2262.6 168.5 8.7% 



*1447 of the 8296 tested community members missing census tract are not presented in the 
table; Laboratory data was pulled from the CalREDIE Data Distribution Portal. 



 



Data Limitations and Efforts to Address these Limitations 



Commented [WM1]: Breaking down the cases by age 
grouping made the cell counts too small to report out. 
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The relatively high proportion of COVID-19 tests and confirmed cases with missing 



data on race/ethnicity is the result of several systemic challenges. Since March 9th, 



health care providers have been required to report COVID-19 cases, pursuant to 



California Code, Title 17, §2500.  In addition, California testing labs are required to 



report data on COVID-19 tests through the state’s Electronic Lab Reporting system 



(ELR). However, required data elements for laboratories reporting in ELR, as 



outlined in California Code, Title 17, §2505 do not include race/ethnicity unlike the 



provider Code. Because health care providers are aware that labs are required by 



the State to report all COVID-19 testing through the ELR system, they often do not 



submit their own lab results to the Public Health Department (PHD). If the labs are 



the only entity reporting patient results, then race/ethnicity data may not be 



collected. Even when health care providers do report these cases, the CalREDIE 



case report does not always have completed data on patient demographics.   



To address gaps in race/ethnicity data after ELR and provider CalREDIE data is 



collected, PHD has included a race/ethnicity and social determinants of health 



survey in their COVID-19 case investigations. In addition, the PHD is in daily 



communication with the Sheriff Coroner and Vital Records Office to ensure proper 



documentation and demographic information is collected for all newly reported 



deaths related to COVID-19.  



 



Other Testing, Data Collection and Research Efforts Under Way or Planned by PHD 



and Academic Partners 



Santa Barbara County Public Health Department has teamed up with the California 



Public Health Department and OptumServe to increase community testing for 



COVID-19. Beginning in May, three sites were identified across the County and 



begun testing any community member that has an appointment. These testing 



centers are available to all community members, regardless of insurance coverage 



or their ability to pay, and are fully operational five days a week. The OptumServe 



contractor shares testing data via their data portal to the Santa Barbara County 



Public Health Department for further analysis of ongoing community testing. 



 



Summary Findings and Planned Response 
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The results of the analyses of Santa Barbara County COVID-19 data by 



race/ethnicity, age, and socioeconomic status, indicates that the rates of COVID-19 



confirmed cases and deaths are higher among Latinos than among whites, and 



when hospitalized, acuity and length of stay is also higher in Latinos.  



There is a clear association between lower incomes and increased rates of testing 



and confirmed cases. The data on COVID-19 testing indicates that more persons 



with lower income are seeking out testing and are testing positive.  



Santa Barbara County Public Health Department interviewed initial COVID-19 cases 



and found that most had private insurance. This may indicate that those with public 



insurance and those who are uninsured are not being tested.    



Fortunately, the number of deaths in the County have been low. Santa Barbara 



County Public Health Department aims to keep death rates low by expanding 



culturally competent testing, treatment, and prevention strategies in the Latino 



population as well as in low-income communities.   



 



Strategies for Addressing COVID-19 Disparities in Health 



Outcomes Among Highly Impacted Populations 



Background & Epidemiology 



On December 31, 2019, clusters of severe pneumonia cases were reported in 



Wuhan, China, and soon identified to be a novel strain of coronavirus that quickly 



spread within China. By January 21, 2020 the first confirmed case was reported in 



the United States of an individual that had traveled to Wuhan. Additional U.S. 



patients had exposure while traveling in other counties or after exposure to 



individuals who had traveled to affected countries. For the sixth time, the World 



Health Organization (WHO) declared a “public health emergency of international 



concern” on January 30, 2020. 



As cases increased world-wide and community transmission became apparent, the 



WHO declared a global pandemic of a novel strain of a coronavirus (COVID-19) on 



March 11, 2020. Most people infected with SARS-CoV-2, the virus that causes 



COVID-19, will have mild to moderate respiratory illness such as a cough, shortness 



of breath, and fever. Those individuals will most likely recover without requiring 
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special treatment, but older people and those with underlying illness like 



hypertension, diabetes, chronic respiratory disease are more likely to develop 



serious illness. 1 



As of May 8th, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has reported 



1,219,066 cases across the nation, and within California, 64,561 cases (~5%).2 



Local data indicates that COVID-19 has had a disproportionate impact on various 



communities. Of the 298 confirmed COVID-19 community cases, where 



race/ethnicity has been identified and in comparison with County 2020 population 



estimates:   



 68.1% are Latino/Hispanic, despite comprising 47.9% of Santa Barbara 



County’s population  



 26.5% are non-Hispanic White, despite comprising 42.8% of Santa Barbara 



County’s population  



 



COVID-19 & Equity 



Historically, communities disproportionately affected by poor health outcomes 



include racial and ethnic minority populations, as well as undocumented 



populations, low wage workers, people experiencing homelessness, and 



incarcerated populations. This disproportionality is primarily the result of 



longstanding social inequities that include limited access to health care, affordable 



housing, and nutritious foods. The strategies outlined below are intended to 



minimize the gaps in the impacts of COVID-19 and will require both targeted and 



customized approaches for specific communities. 



The Santa Barbara County Public Health Department will follow our mission to 



improve the health of our communities by preventing disease, promoting wellness, 



ensuring access to needed health care, and maintaining a safe and healthy 



environment. 



                                                           
1 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Symptoms of Coronavirus. Retrieved on May 21, 2020. 
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/symptoms-testing/symptoms.html  
2 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Cases of Coronavirus Disease in the U.S. Retrieved on May 8, 2020 
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/cases-updates/cases-in-us.html  





https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/symptoms-testing/symptoms.html


https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/cases-updates/cases-in-us.html
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The following efforts have been made based on our principles and departmental 



values. We have:  



• Increased language access by translating many documents into Spanish  



• Coordinated translation services with a trusted community partner to 



enhance messaging to and communication with the Indigenous populations 



of north county 



 Partnered with agricultural companies to increase the safety of their 



essential employees  



 Partnered with medical providers to conduct targeted testing in a more 



impacted community with limited medical resources 



 Provide inclusive and accessible data in graphics and multiple languages. 



We continue to ensure the inclusion of those most impacted and work in 



partnership to center our most vulnerable populations in our decision making. 



However, to address the disparities in health outcomes related to COVID-19 more 



can always be done. 



 



Strategies 



In partnership with other County Departments and community stakeholders, the 



Public Health Department will work to address the impact of COVID-19 on impacted 



communities. We propose the following strategies for addressing COVID-19 



inequities among vulnerable populations:  



1. Ensure access to testing for highly impacted communities. 



The preliminary data shows that Latinos are more impacted by COVID-19 



than other race/ethnicity groups in Santa Barbara County, it is imperative to 



continue testing within these impacted communities to prepare the 



community members, Public Health Department, and County leadership on 



how to support individuals and better understand the relationship between 



the disease and the lasting effects of COVID-19. Increased testing allows 



earlier detection and management of the disease and additionally allows for 



quicker isolation and decreased spread of COVID-19. 



Recommendations:  



Commented [OS2]: With PHD leadership? with the 
community? CBOs? 
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a. Continue to partner with medical providers and culturally competent 



community organizations to target testing in harder to reach 



communities.  



b. Continue to analyze COVID-19 data by geography and demographics 



to focus testing efforts. 



 



2. Integrate testing with care coordination for highly impacted communities. 



In addition to increased testing, coordination of care is important to address 



among COVID-19 cases. This report indicates that Latinos have a longer 



length of stay in the hospital when diagnosed with COVID-19 compared to 



other race/ethnicity groups. Extended length of hospitalization indicates 



more severe illness that requires additional medical support. Increased 



prevalence of comorbid conditions and decreased access to care may be 



factors that influence hospitalization trends among racial/ethnic groups. 



Those who do not have a primary care provider will need linkage to care. This 



is especially important for those with comorbid conditions, which puts them 



at heightened risk for COVID-19 complications.  



Recommendations:  



When providing assistance to newly diagnosed COVID-19 cases, the Public 



Health Department will also make referrals to Medi-Cal and primary care. By 



doing so, confirmed COVID-19 cases will be more likely to be screened and 



treated for chronic health conditions that could worsen the prognosis of 



COVID-19 case. Public Health staff will follow-up on those with known 



comorbid conditions to ensure they have access to necessary care and 



treatment.  



 



3. Facilitate access to other supportive resources. 



As Health Officer Orders for quarantine or isolation are issued, highly 



impacted populations may encounter additional needs or challenges in 



following stay at home orders or preventative recommendations. Working in 



coordination with County departments in the Emergency Operations Center, 



there is a need to identify the community’s needs and to link individuals to 
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supportive resources. The ability to isolate when ill is a known challenge of 



those living in shared spaces.  



Recommendations:  



To address this issue, the County will continues to provide isolation and 



quarantine in non-congregate sheltering for those that are COVID-19 



positive, COVID-19 exposed, or in a high risk group, who are unable to isolate 



safely in their homes or congregate setting. This report highlights the need 



for such resources, especially among low income and homeless individuals.   



 



4. Continue to support local and national policies and alleviate the burden of 



this disease and promote more equitable investment in our communities.  



Recommendations:  



As temporary telehealth policies will likely remain in place throughout the 



course of this public health emergency, the Public Health Department Health 



Centers will continue to provide telephonic and virtual visits to vulnerable 



populations and has worked to provide equal access to care for these 



communities.  



 



5. Provide more inclusive data collection, reporting, and deeper analyses to 



understand the unique risk and preventive factors among highly impacted 



communities.  



In order to better understand communities most impacted by COVID-19, the 



Public Health Department started interviewing confirmed COVID-19 cases. 



More work is needed to follow-up with every case. As noted in this report, 



many cases are pending interviews. Once data collection is complete, data 



analysis will be focused on identifying risk and protective factors.   Additional 



effort may be needed to acquire the missing demographics from the Lompoc 



FCI in order to present the true burden of disease at the facility. 



 



6. Contact tracing and tracking.  
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Contact tracing is the practice of identifying and monitoring individuals who 



may have had contact with an infectious person, and is critical to control the 



spread of COVID-19. Contact tracing is both a time and labor-intensive 



endeavor that requires interviewing skills, sensitivity, and technology skills. 



As the number of confirmed COVID-19 cases rise, the need for 



knowledgeable and trusted personnel to conduct this essential work will be 



needed.  



 



The Public Health Department has coordinated with County departments to 



onboard additional staff  and have trained several community volunteers to 



help with this effort.  In addition, Family Services Agency is augmenting the 



contact tracing effort with community-based bilingual and bicultural staff. 



Using the database SmartSheet and the digital tool CalConnect, provided by 



CDPH as a pilot system, contact tracing has become more efficient 



throughout the course of the pandemic. CalConnect is a case management 



system that will aid in tracking contacts of confirmed cases and isolate them 



before they become symptomatic. 



Recommendations:  



a. Continue to work with Community-based organizations in contact 



tracing of hard-to-reach populations. 



b. Increase the number of culturally competent interviewers in 



Latino/Indigenous populations that are more at risk.  



 



7. Strengthen and tailor communication strategies to increase language 



access and conduct more robust outreach, education, and community 



engagement.  



Information should be accurate, culturally appropriate, action-oriented, and 



accessible. 



 



Next Steps 



Ensure those at high-risk for COVID-19 have access to health insurance, 



primary care, and safety net programs. 
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 Promote utilization of Public Health Department’s Health Care 



Centers and Benefits and Referral Center to connect individuals 



with care and access to Medi-Cal and other public programs. 



 Collaborate with Department of Social Services to facilitate access 



to the Medi-Cal and CalFresh Healthy Living programs. 



 Work with Public Health Department Programs, including the 



Woman Infant and Childrens’ program (WIC), for enrollment and 



access to necessary and important benefits. 



 



Continue to expand testing to communities at-risk for COVID-19 



 Use data from this report to identify communities who would 



benefit from increased access to testing 



 Provide technical assistance for Skilled Nursing Facilities with at 



least one confirmed case, in order for facilities to meet the testing 



requirements and standards of the California Department of Public 



Health. 



 Plan with Federally Qualified Health Centers, community providers, 



and community partners to improve testing availability in specific 



geographic locations 
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Appendix 1: Poverty Level by Census Tract 



 












26 de junio, 9-10am
 
Estimadxs colegas,
 
Les invitamos a usted y a su organización a participar en la junta semanal del recién formado Grupo de Trabajo de 
Respuesta al COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e Indígenas que se lleva a cabo cada otro viernes 9-10am. El 
objetivo de esta iniciativa es gestionar una colaboración fuerte entre el Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado 
de Santa Bárbara (SBCDPH por sus siglas en inglés) y Organizaciones Comunitarias (CBOs por sus siglas en 
inglés) que trabajan con comunidades migrantes Latinx e indígenas en el Condado de Santa Bárbara durante la 
pandemia COVID-19. 
 
 
Esta junta bi-mensual apoya el diálogo entre Dra. Van Do-Reynoso, directora del SBC DPH, y CBO’s, para 
compartir preocupaciones prioritarias, actualizaciones, recursos, y estrategias para enfrentar a esta pandemia 
COVID-19 en evolución.
 
Incluimos un vínculo de Zoom abajo para esta reunión. Estaremos proveyendo interpretación vía Zoom. Favor de 
contactar a nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com si tiene preguntas. 
 
Incluimos los siguientes documentos relevantes: 1. Propuesta de Agenda; 2. Minutas de la última reunión; 3. Una 
versión actualizada de nuestras Áreas de Acción Prioritarias; y 4. Recursos Comunitarios para participantes. 
Tambien adjuntamos los datos más recientes de COVID-19 del departamento de salud enfocados en raza/etnia en 
Santa Maria. 
 
La Srta. Wendy Motta de la oficina del Congresista Carbajal no nos podrá acompañarnos esta semana, y pide que 
compartamos su correo otra vez (Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov) para que participantes del Grupo de Trabajo 
puedan hacer contacto directamente con preguntas específicas sobre la Prisión de Lompoc. Nos podrá acompañarnos 
en nuestra reunión del 10 de julio.  
 
Favor dejarnos saber si el nombre de su organización tiene que ser agregado o cambiado en la lista de 
organizaciones participando en el Grupo de Trabajo enumeradas al fin de las minutas. Si tiene sugerencias para 
añadir a la agenda, favor de dejarnos saber antes de la junta de mañana y déjenos saber saber si tiene preguntas, 
preocupaciones, o sugerencias de otras Organizaciones Comunitarias a quienes invitar enviando un correo a 
miembro de nuestro equipo del Grupo de Trabajo, a Tania Reyes al tania@fundforsantabarbara.org. 
 
Finalmente, favor de compartir este enlace con otras organizaciones comunitarias que estén interesadas en integrarse 
a nuestra lista de contacto de participantes del, para poder invitarlos a formar parte de nuestros esfuerzos 
colaborativos. 
 
 
Mejores deseos,
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora Interina
Grupo de Trabajo de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Inmigrantes Latinx e Indígenas
 
 
 


Enlace para para reunion a las 9:00am:


https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


ZOOM INVITATION for 9:00am MEETING:


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled



mailto:nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1EwlM8a1HfMpp7QYwfQFQUHUPHwlTEcskgJ1Dl5ryxdA/edit#

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1jN5QAc4FLSCKrk7XyzLVwlkhspHPt0KpIcQyQVuhx7c/edit

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1V0jbb9SEIOeXieUZWOah9d1TW_Fj5c3gPgcjhqRfFqY/edit?usp=sharing

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1sST6JerKs7WaVMsebCuMHnn2XXISPywi?usp=sharing
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 Zoom meeting.


Topic: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Collaborative
Time: Apr 3, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US


 and Canada)
        Every week on Fri, until May 29,


 2020, 9 occurrence(s)
        May 8, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 15, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 22, 2020 09:00 AM
        May 29, 2020 09:00 AM


Please download and import the following
 iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly:https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09


Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


One tap mobile
+16699006833,,168654289# US (San Jose)
+13462487799,,168654289# US (Houston)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
        +1 253 215 8782 US
        +1 301 715 8592 US
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289


Find your local number:
https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL


Join by SIP
168654289@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)



https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B

https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-B

https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289?pwd=NEc1US9oeEg5NStMTW5ZejAyT0FWdz09

https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/adjWILPAAL

mailto:168654289@zoomcrc.com





207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Password: 911504


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise



mailto:melissasmith@ucsb.edu

http://www.ucghi.universityofcalifornia.edu/centers-of-expertise/womens-health-gender-and-empowerment/leadership-committees#melissa-smith






From: Jackie Botts
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Sunday, July 5, 2020 1:21:23 PM


Thank you so much for getting back to me and being willing to speak with me. If at all
possible, I'm wondering if you might be available on either Monday or Tuesday for a phone
call? I'm in Santa Barbara county early this week and hoping to get in as much on-the-ground
reporting as possible, so touching base with you early on would be really helpful. Totally fine
if not — Wednesday any time also works for me!


Best,
Jackie


On Fri, Jul 3, 2020 at 11:51 AM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of next week work for you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this pandemic is to protect public
health and support the recommendations of our local public health officials. 


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take the necessary precautions to
keep yourself, family, and community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie Botts
<jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be right now. I'm a journalist
covering economic inequality for CalMatters, a nonprofit



mailto:jackie@calmatters.org
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newsroom that covers California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the link
between crowded housing conditions and COVID-19. I'm now
looking into the issue of crowded housing for H-2A farmworkers,
following the outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker housing facilita
Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about H-2A farmworker housing in
Santa Maria. My basic question is how high is the risk that what
happened in Oxnard repeats itself in other H-2A housing facilities?
What bodies are charged with making sure H-2A workers are in
safe working/living conditions, normally and during the virus?
How accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20 minutes to speak on the phone
over the next few days? I'm actually driving down to the Santa
Barbara county area today to see family and wondering if there
might be more opportunity to do more digging early next week. I
know this is a very complex issue that Santa Maria has been
tackling in various ways over the past few years, so I'd really
appreciate any ideas, leads or tips on doing this sensitively that you
can share. Happy to speak on the record or on background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-722-5353 or let me know
when's a good time for you to talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts



https://calmatters.org/projects/overcrowded-housing-california-coronavirus-essential-worker/
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Cc: Tania Reyes; Alex Maldonado
Subject: Invitation to Zoom meeting of the Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force: Friday July 10,


9-10 am.
Date: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 4:57:13 PM
Attachments: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Collabortaive Update on the Census (2).pdf


2020-Census-Timeline-Adjustments.pdf


*Mensaje en español a continuación* July 8. 2020


Dear colleagues,


We invite you and your organization to participate in the weekly meeting of the recently formed Latinx & 
Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force, that is being held every other Friday morning from 9-10 am. 
The goal of this initiative is to foster strong collaboration between the Santa Barbara County Department of Public 
Health (SBCDPH) and Community-based Organizations (CBO’s) who work with Latinx and indigenous migrant 
communities in Santa Barbara County during the COVID-19 pandemic. 


This bi-monthly meeting supports dialogue between Dr. Van Do-Reynoso, the director of the SBCDPH, and CBO’s, 
to share priority concerns, updates, resources and strategies to address this evolving pandemic. 


We include a Zoom link below for this meeting. We will be providing interpretation via Zoom.  Please contact 
nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com if you have any questions about interpretation. 


We include the following relevant documents: 1. A proposed agenda; 2. an updated version of our Priority Action 
Areas; and 3. Community Resources for participants.  The minutes from the last meeting are pending. 


Ms. Wendy Motta from Congressman Carbajal’s office will join us this Friday for updates about Lompoc Prison. 
She encourages participants to contact her directly if you have questions to send to her in advance, or in the future. 
(Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov).  We also include here an announcement from Pedro Paz from the Santa Barbara 
Foundation about the Census. Pedro will give a brief update about this during the announcements. 


Please let us know if the name of your organization needs to be added or changed on the list of Task Force 
participating organizations that are listed at the end of the weekly minutes.. If you have suggested additions to the 
agenda, please let us know before Fridays meeting, and let us know if you have questions, concerns, or suggestions, 
by sending an email to our Task Force team member, Tania Reyes  at <tania@fundforsantabarbara.org>.


Finally, please share this link with other CBO’s who might be interested in joining our Task Force participant 
contact list, so we may invite them to join our collaborative efforts.


Best wishes,


Melissa Smith, M.D.


Interim Coordinator


Latinx & Indigenous Migrant COVID 19 Response Task Force


----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
8 de julio, 2020
 
Invitación a la junta Zoom del Grupo de Trabajo  de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e 
Indígenas
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Update on the Census 



What it means to our County: 



• Local nonprofits and government programs could receive less funding if there is an undercount 



of residents.  



• If individuals in SB County are not accurately counted in 2020, it could result in a loss of 



approximately $43 million/year for ten years. 



• Census count is used for state & local redistricting. 



The Challenge 



• Santa Barbara County has many populations that have been historically hard-to-count (HTC).  



• County will be impacted because it includes a number of hard to count Census tracts. 



• In every Census since 1950, persons of color have been undercounted. This matters as it gives 



communities of color less voice and less choice in decisions that impact our daily lives. 



• On top of this, children 0-5 years of age, non-English speakers, low income persons, persons 



experiencing homelessness, LGBTQ persons, elderly persons, and undocumented immigrants 



have also been hard to count populations. 



• Again this counts in Santa Barbara County because it is estimated that 17% of our population or 



nearly 76,000 of our neighbors fit the category of hard to count. 



 



Santa Barbara County’s Work: 



 Partnership between the County of Santa Barbara, the Santa Barbara Foundation and local non-



profits.  



 We established a Complete Count Committee that meets bi-weekly and have the following sub-



committees: 



o Local Government and State Partners 



o Philanthropic 



o Special Focus 



 0-5 populations 



 Disability Access 



 Homeless 



 Senior Citizens 



 Business and Economic 



 Faith-Based  



o Family Resources & Housing Authority 











o Public Health Sector & Education 



o Marketing 



o Messaging to Undocumented and Immigrants 



 The County of Santa Barbara and the Santa Barbara Foundation each received funding to 



conduct outreach and education to the residents of the county with a particular focus on Hard 



to Count Populations (HTC) 



 These award amounts were based on each County’s HTC:  



o Young children  



o Racial and ethnic minorities 



o Non-English speakers  



o Low income persons 



o Persons experiencing homelessness 



o Undocumented immigrants 



o Highly mobile persons 



o Persons who distrust the government 



o LGBTQ persons 



o Persons with mental or physical disabilities  



o Elderly persons who 



 We have made funding awards of over $300,000 to the following community non-profits: 



o Community Action Commission of Santa Barbara County 



o City of Carpinteria 



o City of Goleta 



o City of Santa Maria Coalition 



o Future Leaders of America 



o Girls Inc. of Greater Santa Barbara 



o Housing Authority of City of Santa Barbara 



o Immigrant Hope Santa Barbara 



o Independent Living Resource Center of Santa Barbara 



o Isla Vista Community Services District 



o Lompoc Valley Community Health Care Organization 



o Mixteco/Indigena Community Organizing Project 



o People's Self-Help Housing 



o Pacific Pride Foundation, Inc. 



o Cuyama Valley Family Resource Center 



o Fr. Virgil Cordano Center 



o St. Vincent's 



o Santa Ynez Valley PHP 



o Family Services Agency SBC 



o Isla Vista Youth Projects 



Timeline-See Attachment 



How You Can Help: 



 If you are an individual, fill out the form online and encourage everyone and anyone to fill it out. 











 If you work for a non-profit, connect with the County’s Complete Count Steering Committee to 



get materials and resources to outreach to your community. 



 In addition, educate your employees and those around you as well as using your platform to 



educate your neighbors and clients. 



For additional information, please contact: 



Pedro Paz-SB County Complete Count Census Committee Co-Chair 



Email: ppaz@sbfoundation.org 



Phone: 805-880-9353 
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Connect with us 
@uscensusbureau



For more information:



D-FS-GP-EN-022 June 16, 2020



2020 Census Operational 
Adjustments Due to COVID-19
The 2020 Census is underway, and more than 
half of the households across America have 
responded and more are responding every 
day. Online, phone, and mailed self-responses 
will continue throughout the data collection 
process. In light of the COVID-19 outbreak, the 
U.S. Census Bureau has adjusted 2020 Census 
operations in order to:



• Protect the health and safety of the American 
public and Census Bureau employees.



• Implement guidance from federal, state, and 
local authorities regarding COVID-19.



• Ensure a complete and accurate count of all 
communities. 



The Office of Management and Budget and the 
Office of Personnel Management have provided 
federal agencies with guidelines for resuming 
operations on an epidemiologically sound, 
data-driven basis, adhering to the latest federal, 
state, and local guidance. The Census Bureau 



continues to monitor the changing conditions at 
the state and local level, and in consultation with 
the appropriate officials, update its planned start 
dates for selected operations in selected states. 



The information the Census Bureau receives 
daily from FEMA and state and local authorities 
guides Census Bureau decisions on timing. As a 
result, selected field operations will resume on a 
phased schedule on a geographic basis.



Under the adjusted 2020 Census operational 
plan, the Census Bureau is conducting a series 
of preparatory activities so we are fully ready to 
resume field activities as we continue to advance 
the mission of the 2020 Census to ensure 
a complete and accurate count. In-person 
activities, including enumeration, office work, 
and processing activities, will always incorporate 
the most current guidance from authorities to 
ensure the health and safety of the public and 
Census Bureau employees.



Activity/Operation Original Schedule New Schedule



Self-Response Phase
Online, phone, and mailed self-responses continue 
throughout the data collection process. 



March 12–July 31 March 12– 
October 31



Group Quarters (e-Response and  
Paper Enumeration)
Many group quarters have already begun responding 
through our e-response enumeration option.



April 2–June 5 April 2– 
September 3



Remote Alaska
Early operation to reach parts of Alaska that may 
be difficult to reach later in the year and whose 
populations depart for other activities. The operation 
will be mostly completed on the original planned 
schedule, though some areas with year-round 
populations will be enumerated when it is safe to do so. 



January 21–April 30 January 21– 
August 31
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Activity/Operation Original Schedule New Schedule



Island Areas
Census takers interview households in American 
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands, Guam, and the U.S. Virgin Islands. This 
operation is coordinated with the local Island Areas 
governments. Census takers use paper questionnaires 
to interview households. 



February 3–June 30 February 3–
September 30



Field Offices at Peak Operations 
Managers and staff commence administrative, training, 
deployment, and support activities for peak data 
collection operations. This includes selecting and hiring 
field staff. 



March 1 Phased reopening 
occurred between 
May 4–June 12.



Update Leave—Stateside
Census takers drop off invitations to respond and 
paper questionnaires at the front doors of 5 million 
households stateside while updating the addresses. 



March 15–April 17 Phased reopening 
occurred between 
May 4–June 12.



Update Leave—Puerto Rico
Update Leave Operation for the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, approximately 1.7 million households, will 
be coordinated separately. 



March 15–April 17 May 22



Update Enumerate
Census takers interview about 6,500 households in 
remote parts of northern Maine and southeast Alaska.



March 16–April 30 June 14–July 29



Nonresponse Followup (NRFU) 
Census takers will interview households in person.



May 13–July 31 August 11– 
October 31



In-Person Group Quarters Enumeration
Group quarters that remain a part of our in-person 
group quarters enumeration efforts will begin in July.



April 2–June 5 July 1–September 3



Service-Based Enumeration
We’re working with service providers at soup kitchens, 
shelters, and regularly scheduled food vans to count 
the people they serve.



March 30–April 1 September 22–
September 24



Mobile Questionnaire Assistance
Census Bureau staff assists people with responding 
online at places people gather (grocery stores, etc.).



March 30–July 31 Being modified to 
reflect the current 
environment.
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Activity/Operation Original Schedule New Schedule



Count of People Experiencing Homelessness 
Outdoors
Census takers count people under bridges, in parks, in 
all-night businesses, etc.



April 1 September 22–
Septmeber 24



Enumeration at Transitory Locations
Census takers count people staying at campgrounds, 
RV parks, marinas, and hotels if they do not usually live 
elsewhere.



April 9–May 4 September 3–
September 28.



Process Apportionment Counts
 After collection activities are complete, Census Bureau 
experts run and review output from programs to 
unduplicate responses, determine final housing unit 
status, populate any missing housing unit data on 
household size, and finalize the universe to be included 
in the apportionment count file.



July 31, 2020– 
December 31, 2020



October 31, 2020– 
April 30, 2021



Process Redistricting Data 
Census Bureau experts run and review programs to 
populate any missing demographic data for each 
household, run differential privacy programs to ensure 
confidentiality, and run tabulation programs for each 
state delivery.



January 1, 2021– 
March 30, 2021



May 1, 2021– 
July 31, 2021



Deliver Apportionment Counts to the President
By law, the Census Bureau will deliver each state’s 
population total, which determines its number of seats 
in the U.S. House of Representatives. 



By December 31, 
2020



Deliver by April 30, 
2021.



President Delivers Apportionment Counts to 
Congress 



Within 7 days of 
start of legislative 
session or approx-
imately 10–20 days 
after receipt.



Within 14 days of 
receipt.



Deliver Redistricting Counts to the States
By law, the Census Bureau will deliver the local counts 
each state needs to complete legislative redistricting.



By April 1, 2021 Deliver by July 31, 
2021.












10 de julio, 9-10am
 
Estimadxs colegas,
 
Les invitamos a usted y a su organización a participar en la junta semanal del recién formado Grupo de Trabajo de 
Respuesta al COVID-19 para Migrantes Latinx e Indígenas que se lleva a cabo cada otro viernes 9-10am. El 
objetivo de esta iniciativa es gestionar una colaboración fuerte entre el Departamento de Salud Pública del Condado 
de Santa Bárbara (SBCDPH por sus siglas en inglés) y Organizaciones Comunitarias (CBOs por sus siglas en 
inglés) que trabajan con comunidades migrantes Latinx e indígenas en el Condado de Santa Bárbara durante la 
pandemia COVID-19. 
 
 
Esta junta bi-mensual apoya el diálogo entre Dra. Van Do-Reynoso, directora del SBC DPH, y CBO’s, para 
compartir preocupaciones prioritarias, actualizaciones, recursos, y estrategias para enfrentar a esta pandemia 
COVID-19 en evolución.
 
Incluimos un vínculo de Zoom abajo para esta reunión. Estaremos proveyendo interpretación vía Zoom. Favor de 
contactar a nayra.a.pacheco@gmail.com si tiene preguntas sobre interpretación. 
 
Incluimos los siguientes documentos relevantes: 1. Propuesta de Agenda; 2. Una versión actualizada de nuestras 
Áreas de Acción Prioritarias; y 3. Recursos Comunitarios para participantes. Las minutas de la última reunión están 
pendientes.
 La Srta. Wendy Motta de la oficina del Congresista Carbajal nos acompañará este viernes para dar actualizaciones 
sobre la Prisión de Lompoc. Ella invita a que lxs participantes la contacten directamente si tienen preguntas por 
adelantado, o al futuro. (Wendy.Motta@mail.house.gov) También incluimos un anuncio aquí de Pedro Paz de la 
Fundación de Santa Bárbara sobre el Censo. Pedro dará una breve actualización sobre esto durante los anuncios. 
 
Favor dejarnos saber si el nombre de su organización tiene que ser agregado o cambiado en la lista de 
organizaciones participando en el Grupo de Trabajo enumeradas al fin de las minutas. Si tiene sugerencias para 
añadir a la agenda, favor de dejarnos saber antes de la junta el viernes  y déjenos saber si tiene preguntas, 
preocupaciones, o sugerencias enviando un correo a miembro de nuestro equipo del Grupo de Trabajo, Tania Reyes 
al tania@fundforsantabarbara.org. 
 
Finalmente, favor de compartir este enlace con otras organizaciones comunitarias que estén interesadas en integrarse 
a nuestra lista de contacto de participantes, para poder invitarlos a formar parte de nuestros esfuerzos colaborativos. 
 
 
Mejores deseos,
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Coordinadora Interina
Grupo de Trabajo de Respuesta a COVID-19 para Inmigrantes Latinx e Indígenas
 
 


Enlace para para reunion a las 9:00 am: 


https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289


ZOOM INVITATION for 9:00am MEETING:


Melissa Smith is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.


Topic: Immigrant Health Rapid Response Task Force
Time: Jul 10, 2020 09:00 AM Pacific Time (US and Canada)
        Every 2 weeks on Fri, until Sep 4, 2020, 5 occurrence(s)
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        Jul 10, 2020 09:00 AM
        Jul 24, 2020 09:00 AM
        Aug 7, 2020 09:00 AM
        Aug 21, 2020 09:00 AM
        Sep 4, 2020 09:00 AM
Please download and import the following iCalendar (.ics) files to your calendar system.
Weekly: https://ucsb.zoom.us/meeting/vJIlceysrDMjl74ondm8U3WGQxSyHyDFVg/ics?
icsToken=98tyKuiupj0vHtaduV_9e6oqE5X-bN_MiH0Z_qxTmBK9NnNkRTLuBftqK5ZZJt-
B


Join Zoom Meeting
https://ucsb.zoom.us/j/168654289


Meeting ID: 168 654 289
One tap mobile
+16699006833,,168654289# US (San Jose)
+13462487799,,168654289# US (Houston)


Dial by your location
        +1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
        +1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
        +1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
        +1 646 876 9923 US (New York)
        +1 301 715 8592 US (Germantown)
        +1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289
Find your local number: https://ucsb.zoom.us/u/ad340GMl24


Join by SIP
168654289@zoomcrc.com


Join by H.323
162.255.37.11 (US West)
162.255.36.11 (US East)
221.122.88.195 (China)
115.114.131.7 (India Mumbai)
115.114.115.7 (India Hyderabad)
213.19.144.110 (EMEA)
103.122.166.55 (Australia)
209.9.211.110 (Hong Kong SAR)
64.211.144.160 (Brazil)
69.174.57.160 (Canada)
207.226.132.110 (Japan)
Meeting ID: 168 654 289


-- 
Melissa Smith, M.D.
Director, Health Equity Initiatives
University of California, Santa Barbara
Santa Barbara, CA, 93106-2150
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Email: melissasmith@ucsb.edu


Women's Health, Gender and Empowerment Center of Expertise
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From: Jackie Botts
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Crowded H-2A housing & coronavirus in Santa Maria
Date: Thursday, July 16, 2020 4:58:08 PM


Hey Gloria, How's it going? Thank you again for taking the time to speak with me last week.
Following the outbreak and death at Betteravia/Alco, I got the greenlight from my editors to
write a piece about the outbreaks waiting to happen among H2A workers across the state. I'm
wondering if you've learned anything new about steps that SBPH might take to prevent more
of these, or if you're aware of any other cases among H2A workers in the county? Or anything
else I should be paying attention to? 


Best,
Jackie


On Mon, Jul 6, 2020 at 1:44 PM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Great!


805-314-5033


On Jul 6, 2020, at 1:41 PM, Jackie Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:


Yes, that's excellent! What's the best number to reach you at?


Best,
Jackie


On Mon, Jul 6, 2020 at 1:36 PM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
wrote:


HI Jackie,


Does tomorrow at 11am work for you?


On Jul 5, 2020, at 1:20 PM, Jackie Botts
<jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:


Thank you so much for getting back to me and being willing to
speak with me. If at all possible, I'm wondering if you might be
available on either Monday or Tuesday for a phone call? I'm in
Santa Barbara county early this week and hoping to get in as
much on-the-ground reporting as possible, so touching base with
you early on would be really helpful. Totally fine if not —
Wednesday any time also works for me!


Best,
Jackie


On Fri, Jul 3, 2020 at 11:51 AM Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:



mailto:jackie@calmatters.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:jackie@calmatters.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:jackie@calmatters.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org





Hi Jackie,


I accidentally sent you an email that was meant for a resident. 


I am happy to jump on a call with you. Does Wednesday of
next week work for you? 


-Gloria 


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 11:49 AM, Gloria Soto
<gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:


 Dear Jackie,


Thank you for your email. My priority during this
pandemic is to protect public health and support
the recommendations of our local public health
officials. 


During this Fourth of July weekend, please take
the necessary precautions to keep yourself, family,
and community safe.


-Gloria


Sent from my iPhone


On Jul 3, 2020, at 10:04 AM, Jackie
Botts <jackie@calmatters.org> wrote:



Hello Councilmember Soto,


I hope you're as well as one can be
right now. I'm a journalist covering
economic inequality for CalMatters, a
nonprofit newsroom that covers
California state politics and policy. 


We recently published a series on the
link
between crowded housing conditions
and COVID-19. I'm now looking into
the issue of crowded housing for H-
2A farmworkers, following the
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outbreak in the Oxnard farmworker
housing facilita Villa Las Brisas. 


I'm very curious to learn more about
H-2A farmworker housing in Santa
Maria. My basic question is how high
is the risk that what happened in
Oxnard repeats itself in other H-2A
housing facilities? What bodies are
charged with making sure H-2A
workers are in safe working/living
conditions, normally and during the
virus? How accountable are they?


Do you happen to have a spare 20
minutes to speak on the phone over
the next few days? I'm actually
driving down to the Santa Barbara
county area today to see family and
wondering if there might be more
opportunity to do more digging early
next week. I know this is a very
complex issue that Santa Maria has
been tackling in various ways over the
past few years, so I'd really appreciate
any ideas, leads or tips on doing this
sensitively that you can share. Happy
to speak on the record or on
background.


Feel free to call me anytime at 805-
722-5353 or let me know when's a
good time for you to talk.


Very best,
Jackie


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
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-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts


-- 
Jackie Botts
Reporter
805-722-5353
@jackie_botts



http://www.calmatters.org/

http://www.calmatters.org/

http://www.calmatters.org/






From: Latino Journal Digital
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: James E. Campos, Director, Office of Economic Impact & Diversity, Department of Energy
Date: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 5:02:24 AM


North American - U.S.A. - Mexico - Canada
Founded in 1996 - Non-partisan


Hispanic Latino Latinx Chicano Mexican American Boricua


Public Policy - Business - Energy - Health - Insurance - Education - Employment - Civic Engagement - Finance


Click on Images & Links


JAMES E. CAMPOS DIRECTS EQUITY IN ENERGY
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY


Read Exclusive Interview
James E. Campos, DOE


Inclusion and Diversity
"A Matter of US National Security"


Washington D.C. — Leading the drive for inclusion
and diversity in America's three trillion dollar
energy industry is the charge of the Office of
Economic Impact and Diversity within the U.S.
Department of Energy. The Director of the office is
appointed by the president and confirmed by the
senate. It is the only office of its kind in the entire
federal government.


James E. Compos, its current Director appointed
by President Trump, is leading Equity in Energy on
behalf of the Department of Energy.
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on Equity in Energy
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EXPLORE ALL 17 NATIONAL LABORATORIES
Ames Laboratory
RESEARCHING THE 2ND DIMENSION: Science fiction talks about the fifth dimension, but Ames
scientists are more fascinated by the second dimension and their ability to see individual atoms.
Argonne National Laboratory
IN THE ARMS OF T-REX: The extremely bright X-rays from the Advanced Photon Source, a giant
synchrotron light source nearly a mile around, will give scientists an unprecedented look inside the arm
bones of SUE, which is the largest and best-preserved T. rex skeleton ever found.
Brookhaven National Laboratory
FIRST VIDEO GAME?: More than 50 years ago, before either arcades or home video games, visitors
waited in line at Brookhaven National Laboratory to play “Tennis for Two,” an electronic tennis game that
is unquestionably a forerunner of the modern video game.
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory
THE ART OF FERMILAB: The interplay of art and science has been an essential part of the U.S.
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Department of Energy’s Fermilab throughout its 50-year history. Nowhere is that more apparent than in
the work of the legendary Angela Gonzales, the laboratory’s 11th employee and first and only full-time
artist.
Idaho National Laboratory
NUCLEAR PIONEERS: The technology for the world’s first nuclear-powered submarine was pioneered in
the desert of Idaho. Today, the lab’s Advanced Test Reactor supports a wide variety of government and
privately sponsored research.
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
MATERIALS MAGIC: Berkeley Lab’s Materials Project is using supercomputers to calculate the
properties of every existing inorganic compound on Earth -- along with many more that don’t exist yet --
to spark a materials science revolution.
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
PLANETARY DEFENDERS: Asteroids headed for a collision with the Earth, if found early enough, can
be acted upon to prevent the potentially devastating consequences of an impact. One way to do that?
With a nuclear explosive.
Los Alamos National Laboratory
WILDFIRE WIZARDRY: Understanding and predicting wildfire behavior is a difficult scientific problem,
but Rod Linn’s team is tackling research that could save lives using Los Alamos supercomputing power.
National Energy Technology Laboratory
FREEING REEs: Contrary to their name, Rare earth elements aren’t actually very rare, but they’re
incredibly useful. Cell phones, computers, satellites -- all kinds of things use rare earth elements. And
one place you can find them is in coal.
National Renewable Energy Laboratory
SUPER HEATING: NREL teamed with Hewlett-Packard (HP) and Intel to develop the innovative warm-
water, liquid-cooled Peregrine supercomputer, which not only operates efficiently but also serves as the
primary source of building heat for NREL's Energy Systems Integration Facility offices and laboratories.
Oak Ridge National Laboratory
POWERING SPACE EXPLORATION: For the first time in decades, Oak Ridge scientists are producing
plutonium-238, a specialized radioactive fuel that will provide power for NASA and other missions into
deep space.
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory
SOUND OF SCIENCE: In the 1970s, PNNL invented a technique called optical digital recording that
stores information as a track of dots about one micron in diameter. This innovation served as the critical
design element for compact discs and DVDs.
Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory
A STAR ON EARTH: Fusion is created using plasma, the fourth element of matter, and it’s the process
that powers the sun and the stars. PPPL is working to create and harness the power of a star right here
on Earth.
Sandia National Laboratories
ROBOT RODEO: Welcome to the annual Western National Robot Rodeo, a thrilling four-day event where
civilian and military bomb squad teams get practice using robots to defuse diverse, dangerous situations.
Savannah River National Laboratory
VIRTUAL REACTOR: How do you decommission a Cold War-era production nuclear reactor that’s more
than 60 years old? With virtual reality, Savannah River Lab scientists have found a powerful tool to help
with this sensitive work.
SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory
FEMTOSECOND: Linac Coherent Light Source X-ray laser and other advanced lasers to capture some
of nature’s speediest processes that occur in just femtoseconds, or quadrillionths of a second.
Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility
UNIVERSAL GLUE: Our visible universe is built mostly of glue, which generates roughly 98 percent of
visible mass. Now, an experiment is gearing up to study novel manifestations of that glue.
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Joseph Dominguez, CEO, ComEd in Chicago and
Board Chair, Hispanics In Energy; Director James
Campos, DOE; and, President & CEO Jose L.
Perez, Hispanics In Energy.


Campos Regularly Speaks Before
Energy Policy Forums


Campos spoke at the 2020 Energy Legislative
Summit in Washington D.C. and the Illinois Energy
Policy Summit in Chicago. He has invited diverse
communities to discuss Equity in Energy including
the American Association of Blacks in Energy
(AABE), Asians in Energy, Environment and
Commerce (AE2C) and, Hispanics In Energy
(HIE).


Pillars of Equity in Energy


STEM Enhacement
Develop and cultivate relationships and resources
to advance the next generation of STEM educated
professionals.


Supplier Diversity
Enhance the productivity of the energy sector
supply chain by identifying areas where diversity
can add meaningful value


Workforce Development
Maximize the efficiency and vibrancy of the energy
sector, which provides jobs to millions of
Americans, and fuels our continued economic
prosperity and security


Energy Affordability
Enhance and promote the efficient and
sustainable production and delivery of energy,
especially to vulnerable and under-served
communities.


Technical Assistance
Provide practical hands-on workshops and
seminars to assist businesses and individuals to
gain access to the opportunities within the energy
sector.


Equity in Energy aims to establish critical
linkages to bridge the gap to ensure everyone can
participate in the energy economy.
In under-served communities, there is often a
disconnect when it comes to generating interest in
entering the energy sector and then in the
awareness and the ability to access the
opportunities available.


Minnesota Public Utility Commission Reaffirms
Approval of Line 3 Project: $8.2 billion and 4,200 jobs


St. Paul, MN - The Minnesota Public Utilities Commission reaffirmed its approval for Enbridge's Line 3
Pipeline replacement project today. The Commission upheld the project's certificate of need, route permit
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Michelle Lujan Grisham, Governor, New Mexico Select


Rep. Val Demings, Florida Select


Elizabeth Warren, Senator, Massachusetts Select


Kamala Harris, Senator, California Select


Susan Rice, former National Security Advisor to Obama Select


Rep. Karen Bass, California Select


and the project's environmental impact statement.


The Commission approved the project two years ago but was challenged in court. Another challenge is
possible.


The new multi-billion-dollar Line 3 Replacement Program will comprise the newest and most advanced
pipeline technology and support Canadian crude oil production growth. The Canadian component is set
at $5.3 billion and $2.9 billion for the American component. The project plans to employ 4,200 workers
beginning later in 2020 and will take two years to build.


WHO WOULD BE BIDEN'S
BEST PICK FOR VICE PRESIDENT?


PLEASE VOTE HERE
Former Vice President Joe Biden, presumed presidential nominee for the Democrat Party, is vetting up to
ten women to be his running mate. Although, mentioned occasionally by the media, New Mexico
Governor Michelle Lujan Grisham is the first Latina to be seriously considered for this position by the
Party. However, several formidable women are being considered and we ask our readers to select their
favorite candidate. The results will be reported on July 7.


Who should Joe Biden pick for Vice President?


Your vote will be held in the strictest confidence and not shared with any other party.


DRAMATIC DECLINE IN COVID-19 U.S. DEATHS
HIGHEST DAY - 2,749 DEATHS ON APRIL 21, 2020
LOWEST DAY - 271 DEATHS ON JUNE 21, 2020
YESTERDAY - 346 DEATHS
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SELECT STORIES - Week of June 29, 2020


COVID-19
World's latest count by country


USA latest count by state - Dramatic drop in COVID-19 fatalities despite Increase in Infections
Canada
Mexico - Dramatic increase in both infections and fatalities


Getting realistic about the coronavirus death rate
Media Ignores 90% Coronavirus Death Collapse In Country
Where are the deaths?
Spiking coronavirus cases threaten fragile recovery
Houston Methodist hospitals see triple the number of COVID-19 patients in expanding pandemic
The virus that shut down the world
Latino House Democrats demand answers on government coronavirus contracts with Palantir


ECONOMY & BUSINESS
COVID-19 is erasing decades of economic gains achieved through globalization
State Economies Most Exposed to Coronavirus
Washington state discovers fraudulent unemployment claims in the hundreds of millions of dollars
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WASHINGTON D.C.
Think Twice About Why the Media Attacks Barr
The Democrats Indulge in a Death Wish
Bolton Confirms Central Impeachmen Charge
When Black lives matter to Democrats, and when they don't
Fresh evidence Obama ordered up the phony Russiagate scandal


LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Minneapolis: A Staggering Number Of Homes Just Hit The Market And 43% Increase For Rentals
Buildings damaged in MInneapolis and St. Paul after riots
San Jose commission criticized for lack of diversity now led by Latinx
Individuals, businesses sue Seattle after violence in police-free protest zone
First Weekend Of Riots, Looting Damage In 20 Major Cities Exceeded $400 Million
The rise of coercive progressivism
Latino leaders demand Fla. governor apologize for linking 'Hispanic farmworkers' to COVID-19 rise


2020 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
From sleepy to senile: Inside the Trump campaign's effort to rebrand BIden
Biden's best vice-president pick is obvious, Duckworth of Illinois
Kamala Harris's Very Open Secret
For Biden VP, Black Democrats Are Torn Between Harris and Warren
Barr: Widespread Mail-In Voting Ripe for Fraud 'That Cannot Be Policed'
1 in 5 Ballots Rejected as Fraud is Charged in N.J. Mail-In Election
Trump Campaign Stands By Parscale Amid Shake-Up Push
Why Biden's Lead is Safer Than Clinton's


LOCAL POLICE
Most cops are heroes - don't defund and demonize them because of misconduct of a few
Individuals, businesses sue Seattle after violence in police-free protest zone
Chicago: 10 Year Old Gil, Toddler Among Dead in Wave of Violence
New York: 11 Shot in Under 12 Hours
Minneapolis gun violence soars amid crises of health, public trust, officer reluctance
St.Louis: 12 shot, 1 Dead in Spree
Exodus: 272 NYPD copes file for retirement


EDUCATION
Whistleblower: Education Department Killed Website That Made Applying for Loan Forgiveness Too
Easy
The End of Police in Schools
1-in-5 Teachers Unlikely to Return to Schools if Reopened in the Fall, Poll Says


ENERGY
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission Reaffirms Line 3 Approval
Chesapeake Energy files for bankruptcy
California takes 'bold step' toward zero-emission trucks
Pennsylvania grand jury report on fracking: DEP failed to protect public health
Democrats seek to extend tax breaks for wind and solar


MEXICO / CANADA
Mexico City police chief shot in assassination attempt, blames CJNG drug cartel
Powerful 7.4 magnitude earthquake rocks Mexico; at least six people dead
As the coronavirus hits grim global milestones, Canada's new cases, deaths drop


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL
RCP President Trump Job Approval
RCP Betting Odds


HIRING OPPORTUNITIES


Oracle: Opower | Manager of Regulatory Affairs and Market Development - Eastern US
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From: Jason Stilwell
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Help with finding a space
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 9:12:26 PM


Hi Gloria, Sorry we don’t have any open at this time as they are still closed due to the
pandemic.  Jason


------ Original message------
From: Gloria Soto
Date: Wed, Jun 10, 2020 1:20 PM
To: Jason Stilwell;
Cc:
Subject:Fwd: Help with finding a space


Hi Jason, 


Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.


Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:


From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>


Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow evening. As
you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation between Rancho Laguna
Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini. On Tuesday we were able to meet at
the county board room thanks to Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the
county is in budget hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we
need it. We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263
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A community forum focused on climate change advocacy during the pandemic and the inter-generational activism
that continues to build local momentum.


View this email in your browser


June 3, 2020


You're Invited Gloria
 


Our Climate Emergency During the Pandemic:


From: Sigrid Wright, Community Environmental Council
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Join us June 10 for a Virtual Community Forum on Our Climate Emergency During the Pandemic
Date: Wednesday, June 3, 2020 5:02:24 PM



https://mailchi.mp/cecmail.org/lwv-forum-invitation?e=a23c370130

https://cecsb.us2.list-manage.com/track/click?u=6e984b366297ce64347238270&id=d45f12ca21&e=a23c370130
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A Virtual Community Forum 
Wednesday, June 10 
4:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m.


Presented by Community Environmental Council and the League of
Women Voters of Santa Barbara.


Climate change is not slowing down and neither can we. The interracial,
intergenerational line-up of speakers will address the challenges of continuing the
climate movement during the pandemic and times of social unrest.


Featured speakers include:


CEC's CEO Sigrid Wright, (keynote speaker and moderator)
Irene Cooke of Society of Fearless Grandmothers
Madai Quevedo, San Marcos High School alumna and award-winning slam
poet
Ana Rosa Rizo-Centino, Senior Organizer for Food and Water Watch
Emily Williams, doctoral student of UCSB's Environmental and Energy
Transition Lab 


Discussions will focus on how our collective response to the pandemic – and the
need for environmental and social justice – can instruct our efforts to maintain a
livable climate and build community resilience. Participants will have opportunities to
engage in the conversation and provide feedback.


Register for the virtual forum (and share it with friends by forwarding this email or
inviting them on Facebook). 


We hope you'll join us – together, we can move our community toward climate
resilience.


More ways to connect, engage,
and learn.


Register Now
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CEC's Electric Vehicles 101 Webinar: All Your Questions
Answered – Thursday, June 4
12:00 p.m. - 1:00 p.m.
Join CEC's Director of Energy and Climate Programs, Michael Chiacos, and Sierra
Club Los Padres Chapter Chair, Katie Davis – both EV owners and industry experts
– to learn which 100+ mpge electric vehicle or plug-in hybrid might be best for you.
including available incentives, charging and range considerations, and how to pair
EVs with solar. Learn more.


The Santa Barbara Food System in Action: Transitioning from
Crisis to Forward-Thinking Strategy – Thursday, June 11
5:00 p.m. - 6:00 p.m.
Join Jesse Smith from White Buffalo Land Trust for a livestream event featuring
Shakira Miracle of the Santa Barbara Food Action Network, Kim Selkoe of Get
Hooked, Em Johnson of Blue Sky Sustainability Center, and Shelby Wild of Route 1
Farmers Market. This engaging conversation and Q + A will look at how our local
food system is evolving for a resilient future. Learn more.


TEDxSantaBarbara: The Pandemic Did Not Fix Our Climate
Problem – Wednesday, June 17
4:00 p.m.
As part of a new thought leadership series – Making Waves: Conversations with
Innovators and Disruptors – CEC's CEO Sigrid Wright will discuss how she's thinking
about transportation emissions, protecting our food system, and the underlying
issues of social equity as we come out of the pandemic. Learn more.


CEC In the News
Here's a sampling of articles that share what CEC has been involved in recently, in
case you missed them.


For The Community Environmental Council, The Show Must Go On.
Santa Barbara Foundation. May 20, 2020.


Virtual Community Forum to Address Climate Emergency During
Pandemic. Noozhawk. May 13, 2020.


Solarizing Made Simpler. Santa Barbara Independent. May 13, 2020.


Addressing Our Climate Emergency During a Pandemic. Citizens Journal.
May 13, 2020.


Community Rallies to Meet Food Resource Needs of Santa Barbara
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County Residents Affected by COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue Launches
Online Collaboration Hub. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.


La comunidad se reúne para satisfacer las necesidades de recursos
alimenticios para los residentes del condado de Santa Bárbara afectados
por COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue lanza un centro de colaboración en la
web. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.


Santa Barbara County Food Rescue Network expands efforts to feed
those in need during COVID-19 pandemic. KEYT. May 7, 2020.


Santa Barbara County’s Network of Nutrition. Santa Barbara Independent.
May 7, 2020.


Santa Barbara County Food Action Network Announces Shakira Miracle
as First Executive Director. Citizens Journal. May 6, 2020.


Solvang's Wildling Museum celebrates its 20th anniversary by going
solar. Santa Maria Sun. May 6, 2020.


DOUBLE Your Support for CEC's Critical Work
CEC creates sustainable solutions for climate resilience in our region. Donations
made by July 31, 2020 will be DOUBLED by CEC’s Leadership Match Fund.


Donate
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From: A. Irene de Barraicua
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: Re: Sup. Hart Letter to Consulate of Mexico
Date: Wednesday, May 20, 2020 6:45:16 PM


Thank you Gloria! 
Good question.  


Irene


On Fri, May 15, 2020 at 9:42 AM Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote:
Thank you, Ethan. I appreciate you share the response. I’ve cc’d Lideres Campesinas on this
email and Ivette Peralta who have been working on this issue. 


How can one report concerns of  a grower or an AG company if public health guidelines are
not being practiced? 


-Gloria 


On May 15, 2020, at 8:56 AM, Bertrand, Ethan <eBertrand@countyofsb.org>
wrote:


Good morning Councilmember Soto, 


I hope you are doing well. Please see the attached letter that Supervisor Hart
sent to the Consulate of Mexico. 


Best regards,
Ethan Bertrand
<Hart - Consulate of Mexico.pdf>


-- 
-- 
A. Irene de Barraicua
Public Relations Manager
(805) 767-0000 
LIDERESCAMPESINAS.ORG
 ~ Facebook ~ Instagram ~ Twitter
La misión de Lideres Campesinas es fortalecer nuestro liderazgo como campesinas para que
juntas seamos el puente que logre los cambios sociales, económicos y políticos que aseguren
nuestros derechos humanos.
*****
The mission of Líderes Campesinas is to strengthen the leadership of farmworker women so
that they can be agents of economic, social and political change so they can ensure their
human rights. 
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From: C PS
To: Gloria Soto; Alice Patino; Michael Moats; Mike Cordero
Date: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 8:13:35 PM


I’m concerned that not only FARMWORKERS are living in cramped living conditions but
thousand of Santa Maria CITIZENS are as well. The city council has allowed multi family
overcrowding in housing designed for single families for over a decade. In my eyes that makes
you directly responsible. 


https://www.ksby.com/news/coronavirus/santa-maria-farmworker-dies-after-contracting-
covid-19


~Carmen
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From: Lilianna Oustinovskaya
To: Gloria Soto
Cc: Danny Carrillo
Subject: SEIU Local 721: Support Schools and Communities First!
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 5:31:52 PM
Attachments: SCF One-Pager.pdf


SCF updated short faqs April 2020_PDF.pdf
Importance: High


Good afternoon,
 
My name is Lilianna Oustinovskaya and I am a Political Coordinator with SEIU Local 721 and
work with our Regional Director Danny Carrillo.
 
Next week, the Housing and Community Development Committee of the League of Cities will
be considering support of Schools & Communities First. We need your support in making sure
this is successful. I have attached a one-pager and a FAQ, and some highlights below.
 


•                 Schools & Communities First will reclaim $12 billion every year by closing a
longstanding commercial property tax loophole used by a fraction of corporations


•                 Now more than ever, we need to fund our essential local services like first
responders, public health workers, etc.


60% of the funds will be allocated to cities, counties and special districts (40% to
schools)
The measure includes tax incentives for small businesses
Exempts properties valued less than $3 million from reassessment
Does not impact residential property or agricultural land
Schools & Communities First is endorsed by the CA Dem Party


 
Can we count on you to VOTE YES is support of Schools & Communities First at the upcoming
League of Cities Committee meeting?
 
I look forward to connecting with you soon, please let me know if you have any questions or
concerns.
 
Thank you,
Lilianna Oustinovskaya
SEIU Local 721
Political Coordinator
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Paid for by Schools and Communities First - Sponsored by a Coalition of Social Justice Organizations 
Representing Families and Students. Committee major funding from:



Chan Zuckerberg Advocacy (Nonprofit (501(c)(4))
The San Francisco Foundation
California Teachers Association



Funding details at http://fppc.ca.gov



777 S. Figueroa St., Ste. 4050, Los Angeles, CA  90017



Text OUR FUTURE to 97779info@schoolsandcommunitiesfirst.orgSchoolsandCommunitiesFirst.org



Schools & Communities First will reclaim over $12 billion 
every year for schools and local communities.



Most of us want similar things: good schools for our children, a healthy family, and safe neighborhoods. But 
for more than four decades, big corporations have not been paying their fair share, leaving California’s 



school funding falling behind. California now has the most overcrowded classrooms in the U.S. and some of 
the worst ratios of counselors, librarians, and nurses per student. Schools & Communities First ensures that 
our schools and communities come �rst – with the resources to educate all of our kids and the services to 



support all of our families. It closes commercial property tax loopholes bene�ting a fraction of corporations 
and wealthy investors, without a�ecting homeowners or renters, and reclaims $12 billion every year to fund 



world-class schools and strengthen local economies to lift up all Californians. It’s time to invest in 
California’s future. 



Join a powerful and growing coalition of labor unions, small business owners, elected o�cials, 
teachers, students, housing advocates, social justice groups, and faith-based organizations in 



supporting the �rst structural and equitable tax reform in four decades.



1. Collect petition signatures



2. Spread the word to friends and family



3. Follow the campaign on social media @Schools1stCA



4. Donate to help power our movement



RECLAIMS over $12 billion per year for K-12 
schools, community colleges, and local 
communities. 



CLOSES commercial property tax loopholes 
and ends shady schemes that big corporations 
and wealthy investors use to avoid paying their 
fair share of property taxes. 



PROTECTS all homeowners and renters by 
maintaining tax protections for ALL 
residential property.



INVESTS in educating all of our kids and in 
the vital services necessary to support our 
families and communities.



PROVIDES one of the largest tax incentives 
in a generation to spur new investment in 
small businesses. 



ENSURES strict accountability so that money 
goes directly to our students and communities.  



LEVELS the playing �eld for all the businesses 
that already pay their fair share. 



Help Qualify Schools & Communities First for the November 2020 Ballot:



What does Schools and Communities First do? 













 
What is Schools & Communities First? 
Schools & Communities First (Schools & Communities First) is a measure that will appear on the November 2020 election ballot. 
 
What will Schools & Communities First do? 
Schools & Communities First will close corporate property tax loopholes, which have benefited a fraction of corporations and wealthy 
investors, to reclaim $12B every year for California’s schools and critical local services by closing a commercial property tax loophole 
that benefits a fraction of corporations and wealthy investors.   
 
Why is Schools & Communities First important? 
For more than four decades, many wealthy investors and big corporations have not been paying their fair share, causing California’s 
school and local community funding to fall behind -- including to tackle issues such as homelessness and affordable housing, safe 
drinking water, and public health services (to combat health crises).  California now has the most overcrowded classrooms in the U.S. 
and some of the worst ratios of counselors, librarians, and nurses per student. Meanwhile our local communities are on the front lines 
of big challenges like fire safety, housing and healthcare without the needed resources.  
 
Who will be impacted by Schools & Communities First?  
A handful of the largest corporations and wealthy investors – like oil giant Chevron – that will no longer be able to exploit property tax 
loopholes that shortchanges our schools and local communities. This ballot measure does not affect homeowners, renters, 
agricultural land, and the vast majority of small businesses.   
 
Where does the money go?  
Roughly 40% of the funds will go to education, likeK-12 and Community Colleges, and 60% will go to fund critical services in our local 
communities, such as affordable housing, reducing homelessness, disaster and emergency response, and other critical programs. 
 
How will Schools & Communities First impact small business?  
Schools & Communities First is good for small businesses -- it implements new tax relief for small businesses and exempts all small 
businesses whose property is worth $3 million or less.  And nearly half of small businesses are home based and since SCF exempts all 
homeowners, they would be completely exempt. Older, big corporations use loopholes to avoid paying current property tax rates and 
have an unfair advantage over new businesses.  
 
How will Schools & Communities First impact farms and agricultural lands? 
The Schools & Communities First measure exempts all agriculture and commercial agriculture from any changes. This means 
agricultural properties such as grazing land, barns, orchards, and more are completely exempt from any changes. It also exempts open 
space, so that farmland which is held without production would also be exempt.  
 
California is already a high tax state. Why do we need this change?  
This is inaccurate: California’s state and local business taxes are lower than the national average, lower than New York and Texas, and 
37th in the nation, according to the US Chamber of Commerce – and will stay that way when Schools & Communities First is 
implemented. Schools & Communities First maintains California’s low property tax rate – 1% of assessed value, one of the lowest in 
the nation. It’s important to remember that many of California’s most profitable and innovative companies already pay fair market 
value. When big corporations don’t pay their share to support our local schools and communities, we are the ones who get nickel and 
dimed with higher fees and taxes to make up the difference. Schools & Communities First will make sure corporations pay their share 
just like we pay ours.  
          
 
 
 
Won’t this be hard to implement?  
Nearly every other state in the country regularly assesses commercial property based on fair market value, meaning the Schools & 
Communities First initiative will finally bring California into the 21st Century.   
 
We carefully thought about implementation in consultation with the Assessors, the Board of Equalization, and local officials.  Schools 
& Communities First allocates funding for implementation, provides flexibility in roll out and will phase in implementation over the 
number of years that a state Task Force deems necessary. 
Schools & Communities First explicitly provides an outline for the changes. Namely:   











• The measure makes sure that assessors have sufficient resources to ensure the success of the measure. 
• Flexibility for local assessors to prioritize the relatively few older, larger properties that account for the vast majority of lost 



revenue.  
• Additionally, vast improvements in software and other technology have made assessments more efficient and cost-effective. 



Again, nearly every other state in the country regularly assesses commercial property at fair market value, so there’s no 
reason that California can’t do the same. 



 
How often will the property taxes be reassessed, and how is that different from now? 
Every 3 years. Again, this won’t affect homeowners.  Currently, all property in the state is assessed for tax purposes at its market value 
at the time of ownership change, generally the purchase price, plus an increase for inflation that is capped at 2% per year. 
 
 













From: Brianne Logasa
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: New WELL Annual Conference Date, UnTapped Continues, and More!
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 9:28:04 AM


Gloria -- 
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WELL 2020 Annual Conference: A New Date in a
New Paradigm


Save the date! WELL unfortunately had to postpone its Annual Conference
scheduled for March 20-21 due to the global COVID-19 pandemic. We are
excited to announce that we will be hosting this year's Annual Conference







virtually on Friday, November 13, 2020.  Stay tuned for more details and
registration. 


 


Letter from the Executive Director 


During these turbulent times with COVID-19 pandemic still on the horizon and
the recent events that have transpired because of the death of George Floyd,
we at WELL stand in solidarity with the world in supporting a peaceful resolution
to the civil unrest and are hopeful that there will be a vaccine to curve the
pandemic.


We are excited to continue serving our constituents with online programs on the
horizon. Come be part of our virtual webinars and conferences to learn more
about water topics and how to prepare for uncertain times. To express interest
in our WELL UnTapped Program for 2021, please fill out this form. I will
personally contact you to follow up with you. More information on our upcoming
webinars will be released soon on our website. I urge you to stay involved and
connected. 


Thank you.
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Alma Marquez
Executive Director


In Solidarity


WELL stands with black lives in solidarity and sadness at the senseless death
of another unarmed Black citizen at the hands of a police officer.


The death of George Floyd is not in isolation. Unfortunately, many others have
lost their lives as victims of violence and racism. 


Ahmaud Arbery. Breonna Taylor. Tamir Rice. Philando Castile. Eric Garner.
Sandra Bland. Michael Brown. 


The list goes on.


At WELL, we are committed to working, partnering, and leading that change
among Latino leaders and beyond. We stand with all black lives. We stand with
all of you dedicated to action and dismantling systemic racism in your
communities. 







As local elected leaders, we hope you continue to be role models for your
community and work together to end violence against black people and all
people of color. 


With Respect and In Solidarity, 


The WELL Team


WELL UnTapped Online!


Although the UnTapped Fellowship Program has moved online, it is better than
ever! This month, WELLos explored water as it relates to farmers and the
agricultural sector in California. They had the opportunity to interview Joe Del
Bosque, former Commissioner of the California Water Commission and current
Fresno farmer.  They discussed sustainable farming practices, issues at the
labor-water nexus, and the future of farming in the Central Valley. Although our
UnTapped Fellowship Program for elected officials moved online, the water
education and leadership development is moving forward.


WELLos interviewing Joe Del Bosque.







Session 5 group photo!


Consider Supporting WELL


In California, one out of every four jobs is in the nonprofit industry. Nonprofit
organizations keep our communities active, safe, engaged, and empowered.
Nonprofits like WELL are especially vulnerable to the economic fallout of this
pandemic, as much of our revenue comes from in-person events, programs,
and conferences that can no longer take place as planned. In order to keep
providing water education to Latino leaders across the state, we ask that you
consider donating to WELL. Every dollar counts, and every dollar goes back into
empowering elected officials throughout California to better serve their
communities. A donation of even $50 today will go a long way. We thank you for
your continued support and consideration.  


WELLo Spotlights: Leadership During the
Pandemic


Many of our WELLos have stepped up their leadership to respond to the many
consequences of the coronavirus in their communities. We commend these
WELLos for their dedication to the cities and communities they serve. 


Carmen Montano, Council Member for the City of Milpitas, has been working
hard making and distributing masks to front line workers in her community.
From her sewing machine to the hands of essential workers, Councilmember
Montano is ensuring that her at-risk community members have the support they
need. 


Donate to WELL
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Olivia Trujillo, Council Member for the City of Arvin, UnTapped Class of 2020,
has been on the front lines with United Way and the Department of Aging
Services to serve her community of those over 60. At a recent food distribution
event, Councilmember Trujillo and her colleagues delivered meals to over 600
Arvin residents. For Kern County overall, the United Way team intends to
distribute 60,000 meals in 30 days. The WELL community salutes the
Councilmember for her hard work and dedication to her city!







WELLo Highlight: Marta Cruz 


Councilmember Marta Cruz, UnTapped Class of 2020 and Councilmember for
the Town of Cloverdale, was recently appointed to the Sonoma County
Commission on the Status of Women. Congratulations to her! The purpose of
the Commission on the Status of Women for the County of Sonoma is to
promote equal rights and opportunities that enhance the quality of life for all
women and girls, and to address issues of discrimination and prejudice that
negatively affect women in Sonoma County. We wish Councilmember Cruz the
best of luck in her new leadership position! 


Follow WELL on Social Media!


Follow WELL on social media to get current California water news and updates
about WELL programs and events:


Facebook: Water Education for Latino Leaders


Twitter: @LatinosForWater


Water Education for Latino Leaders (WELL) educates local Latino elected
officials on California water policies to promote timely and equitable actions that
strive to develop a robust economy, healthy communities, and a resilient
environment for all Californians. Visit our website: www.latinosforwater.org.
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Best,


Brianne Logasa
Program Manager


http://latinosforwater.org/


Water Education for Latino Leaders · 930 Colorado Blvd, Bldg., 2, Los Angeles, CA 90041, United
States 
This email was sent to gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org. To stop receiving emails, click here.


Created with NationBuilder, software for leaders.
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From: Melissa Smith
To: Melissa Smith
Subject: Statement of support for Black communities from the Latinx and Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task


Force.
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 2:29:12 PM


** The Spanish translation of this statement will be forthcoming, included in this 
google doc version.
La traducción en español de esta declaración está por venir, será incluida en la 
versión del documento google.


Dear Colleagues:


In the past several months, we have witnessed with acute clarity the ongoing 
injustices faced by Black communities across this country. We have seen the COVID-
19 pandemic have a disproportionate impact on Black people, and we have seen 
Black lives senselessly destroyed by the effects of systemic racism which permeates 
every dimension of life. Racial discrimination limits people’s access to the 
opportunities and resources we all need for optimal health and well-being. Given the 
long history of police violence towards Black people—brought into sharp relief by 
recent events—we join public health experts and communities around the nation who 
consider racism in general and anti-black racism in particular to be a public health 
emergency. 


We write this message today to express our sadness and deepest sympathies to the 
families of victims of police brutality, and also to stand in solidarity with our Black 
community members, working alongside them in common struggles for change. We 
draw special attention to the recent organizing efforts of Black women who have 
focused our attention on pervasive anti-black racism in our Santa Barbara community, 
even among those who embrace equity-oriented goals. More specifically, we have 
concluded that we have been complicit with this antiblackness, and we have lacked 
an adequate response to the pressing concerns they have raised. 


While the mission of our task force has been focused on the impact of COVID-19 on 
Latinx and Indigenous migrant communities in Santa Barbara County, we recognize 
that Black communities throughout the United States are disproportionately impacted 
by long standing health inequities. As we have seen in the data from the Lompoc 
Prison, and throughout southern California, Black people suffer disproportionately 
from the pandemic as do Latinx/Indigenous people.


We support collaborative efforts to understand and address institutional racism and to 
work for equity in all social determinants of health in our communities, including 
violence against Black peoples and communities. We are dedicated to fully inclusive 
efforts towards health equity, which center the voices and leadership of those who 
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have been historically marginalized. 


With this in mind, our Task Force leadership is committed to the following immediate 
and longer-term actions, taken in collaboration with our community partners:


1. 
We will rename the Task Force to accurately describe its mission: The Latinx 
and Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response Task Force. This is in response to 
a clear demand that broadly naming this effort the “Immigrant” Task Force is a 
disservice to the broader, diverse immigrant community. This sharpened 
mission will vigorously include efforts to address the conditions of Black Latinx 
immigrants in our county, and gaps in services for Spanish speaking Black 
people. 


2. 
We will identify action steps to address immediate concerns of COVID-19 and 
racism as a public health crisis, and include the NAACP , Black Lives Matter, 
and Black Lives Matter Santa Barbara calls to action as examples. Our efforts 
will place special emphasis on:


a. 
Disproportionate Black suffering from the pandemic;


b. 
Racism against API communities that limits their mobility, mental health, 
and physical access to COVID-care; 


c. 
Accessing COVID-19 related data from the Lompoc Prison to determine 
how to support efforts to protect the majority Black, Latinx, Indigenous and 
immigrant inmates in their safety.


3. 
We will work with the Santa Barbara County Department of Public Health to 
achieve the following:


a. 
Provide updated demographic information on testing and who is 
contracting COVID-19, including race/ethnicity and other important data;


b. 
Work with community partners to enhance the existing pool of contact 
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tracers to hire additional Black/AA, Indigenous, and API contract tracers;


c. 
Build a broader county-wide “health equity roundtable”, gathering input 
from Black, API, LGBTQ, CBO’s and other agencies, ensuring diverse 
representation in leadership and planning of this initiative. This effort will 
include training for participants on health equity, institutionalized racism, 
anti-blackness and implicit bias. A data-driven process that considers 
health outcomes as well as social determinants of health will inform future 
policy efforts;


d. 
Seek funding to support community participation in these health equity 
efforts, including Black, API, LGBTQ, and other diversifying communities;


e. 
Hire a health equity coordinator within the Department and collaborate in 
the creation of a sustained equity vision for Santa Barbara County with 
appropriate institutional support and resources.


4. 
We will elevate our commitments reflected in this statement on all public 
platforms.


In solidarity,


The steering committee of The Latinx and Indigenous Migrant COVID-19 Response 
Task Force








While 2020 still has many unknowns, CEC's climate action is in full gear.


View this email in your browser


June 16, 2020


Dear Gloria,


Like you, we entered 2020 with a very different idea of how our work would unfold
this year. While California and the Central Coast are still facing many unknowns, at
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CEC one thing we do know is that the climate crisis is not on hiatus. 


We continue to combat the crisis and build climate resilience through our work by:


Preventing 60 tons of restaurant-quality produce and prepared food from
going to the landfill and instead directing it to organizations that feed people
facing hunger.
Successfully advocating for Santa Barbara's first wind farm now under
construction, which will double the county's renewable energy and
generate enough clean electricity for 43,000 homes.
Installing hydration stations that serve 37,136 students and staff in Santa
Barbara and Ventura County schools, allowing them to ditch single-use plastic
water bottles.
Supporting zero-emission transportation efforts by installing 1,000 public
electric vehicle charging stations and working with low-income communities
to increase access to electric vehicles.
Partnering with a dozen organizations in the Central Coast Climate Justice
Network to address root causes of the climate crisis and advance the welfare
of our region's most impacted communities.


As we look ahead, CEC is actively applying lessons to our work from other crises –
collectively protecting public health and grappling with the roots of racism,
oppression, and environmental degradation.


Massive, rapid change is possible – and the window to act is now.


CEC's Impact Report shares our successes and stories, including how
building community resilience is at the center of everything we do. Ultimately, this
comes down to ensuring that everyone is heard, cared for and prepared to weather
the literal and figurative storms ahead. If we can do this, it will be our region’s
superpower.


We hope you'll join us in this effort.


Wishing you health,


Sigrid Wright, CEO
John Steed, Board President
Community Environmental Council


Read The Impact Report
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More Ways to Connect, Engage,
and Learn.


TEDxSantaBarbara: The Pandemic Did Not Fix Our Climate
Problem – Wednesday, June 17
4:00 p.m.
As part of a new thought leadership series – Making Waves: Conversations with
Innovators and Disruptors – CEC's CEO Sigrid Wright will discuss how she's thinking
about transportation emissions, protecting our food system, and the underlying
issues of social and racial equity as we come out of the pandemic. Learn more.


DOUBLE Your Support for CEC's Critical Work
CEC creates sustainable solutions for climate resilience in our region. Donations
made by July 31, 2020 will be DOUBLED by CEC’s Leadership Match Fund.


More Ways CEC Is Moving the
Climate Discussion Forward


Local Lessons About Local Food: A Call to Invest in Local Food
Infrastructure. Montecito Journal. June 4, 2020.


CEC's Electric Vehicles 101 Webinar: All Your Questions Answered.
Webinar originally aired June 4, 2020, but is available to re-watch with info and
resources. 


Community Rallies to Meet Food Resource Needs of Santa Barbara
County Residents Affected by COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue Launches
Online Collaboration Hub. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.


La comunidad se reúne para satisfacer las necesidades de recursos
alimenticios para los residentes del condado de Santa Bárbara afectados
por COVID-19 SBC Food Rescue lanza un centro de colaboración en la
web. Santa Barbara Independent. May 7, 2020.


Donate
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From: The Land Trust for Santa Barbara County
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: The Lowdown from Your Local Land Trust
Date: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 11:32:14 AM
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The Lowdown Consider Giving Today July 2020
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video


Carrie Mullen Named Interim Executive
Director


The Board of Trustees has named Development Director Carrie Mullen the Interim Executive
Director of the Land Trust while the search for an Executive Director continues to go well. We look
forward to sharing more details in the fall! For now, the staff and board are working remotely and
connecting via Zoom and sometimes at physically distanced outdoor meetings. Your land trust is
forging ahead with multiple conservation projects throughout the county and we are grateful for your
ongoing support.



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fvimeo.com%2F436852125&cf=67089&v=f0b5abf97e3b149a1c80cb648fee80262b8c78af6b81541a15b18ea6b2f3df0d





In Farm & Ranch Magazine
Central Coast Farm & Ranch Magazine recently featured the success story of the conservation
easement at Campbell Ranch with the Land Trust and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Click
below to read the Campbell family's take on the process and the outcome that ensured the
futures of both their multi-generation family farm operations and that of endangered California
tiger salamanders.


Read Article


Summer Hours at Arroyo Hondo Preserve
1st & 3rd Weekends Monthly: 10am-4pm


Mondays & Wednesdays: 10am-1pm



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org%2Fland-trust-campbell-ranch-farm-ranch-magazine%2F&cf=67089&v=79b925c5a743cb8579c22e47fa2519bfa394ea634ccb760383597f89dd0482fb

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org%2Fland-trust-campbell-ranch-farm-ranch-magazine%2F&cf=67089&v=79b925c5a743cb8579c22e47fa2519bfa394ea634ccb760383597f89dd0482fb





Advanced reservations are required and
can be made online Monday-Friday. In an
effort to manage high demand, reservations
are limited to 30 visitors per open date time
slot through the summer.


Dates subject to change according to
CDC, state, and county guidelines.
Social distancing required.
No swimming in creek.
No pets.


Thanks for doing your part to keep Arroyo
Hondo open to the public this summer!


REGISTER NOW


Santa Barbara County Produce Guide



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org%2Fevent%2Fopen-weekend-arroyo-hondo-preserve-63%2F&cf=67089&v=1fc5a072470886140a71cb0fc20938625253660709b0898cddc0245f994a6f7d

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Finterland3.donorperfect.net%2Fweblink%2Fweblink.aspx%3Fname%3DE9622%26id%3D104&cf=67089&v=469a39f7c205225c4c06229d868ccf7e14b6de9e5aa579066f544f02d4881558





With long lines at grocery stores and public health officials recommending staying at home and
avoiding crowds, outdoor farmers markets and farm stands are some of the best sources for
healthy food that supports our local economies and reduces everyone's exposure. Weekly visits
to your closest local farm stand are a great way to get to know the farmers feeding your
community. Click on the farm stands below for more details- many farms have adapted their
stands for physical distancing and some also offer CSA boxes with no contact pick up or
delivery options.


Santa Barbara County Farm Stands & Markets


Orcutt Certified Farmers Market, Santa Maria


Blosser Urban Garden, Santa Maria


Campbell Ranches Produce Stand, Lompoc


Finley Farms, Santa Ynez


Something Good Organics, Buellton



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org%2Fopen-space-preserves%2F&cf=67089&v=05f8d06436c597d94ea61cd2a463de387f101624b4c10539c9c75aa1def9450e

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Forcuttcertifiedfarmersmarket%2F&cf=67089&v=f476b1f95689b7e0504117dab0f2e4829b2c72b5f57f9ffe8000d2819231d4c2

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.blosserurbangarden.com%2F&cf=67089&v=ffbcc0efebbd68a13bc6634710444efa4c6e077dde3ca18d179015eecaaa2aab

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fcampbellranchesproducestand%2F&cf=67089&v=b9e65b11a4c0b1e8530600527bae0b2eab7d027dcd9e368b7ee23ad52e9135e8

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FFinley-Farms-161984780560293%2F&cf=67089&v=a543b7c7238d1078f7a145fcdbab6344869af9a1ce54c294a9f180c0910d791b

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.somethinggoodorganics.com%2Ffarmstand.html&cf=67089&v=5d1e45f29e1cfa8d14de9f94c695abd77f84306c0f7b18c354082233b1f8afed





Folded Hills Farmstead, Gaviota


Santa Barbara Blueberries U-Pick, Gaviota


Fairview Gardens, Goleta


Lane Farms, Noleta


Santa Barbara Farmer's Market, Solvang, Goleta, Santa Barbara, Montecito, Carpinteria


Farm Cart Organics, Carpinteria


Trap Cam: Cooper's Hawk Close Up


video


Above, a Cooper's hawk perches and preens in front of Stuart and Callan Halewood's trap cam
along the lower creek at Arroyo Hondo. The Halewoods' motion-sensitive wildlife camera caught
plenty of great new footage that we've added to our Vimeo channel!


Check out the AHP Trap Cam Vimeo channel here.


Not a member? Click for information on membership options and benefits. Unsure if you
are current? Contact Jennifer Stroh: (805) 966-4520 jstroh@sblandtrust.org


The Land Trust for Santa Barbara County conserves
natural resources, agricultural land, and open spaces


for the benefit of present and future generations.



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Ffoldedhills.com%2Fthe-farmstead%2F&cf=67089&v=983d0dd1ec5e14b5f9081d082d6a44491d8c4cfe3963117fd5e660bac8b935dd

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fsantabarbarablueberries.com%2Fu-pick&cf=67089&v=e3fdef42f4f212d3968cdd0367f9d7ceabf82f6f6861c7d51959d27662af58ae

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Ffairviewgardens.org%2Ffarmstand%2F&cf=67089&v=173d39968ff0b9f7feacbea45ffcc4066ebc4ebade15139569928a0e9e0a7bc5

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.lanefarmssb.com%2Fproduce-stand%2F&cf=67089&v=bd67a5cb91f9a8d9e8bad3bf9da09af7dc49ffab02aad6f232eb454942dd22a0

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sbfarmersmarket.org%2F&cf=67089&v=a0dd493fadee7c1ce5f479f2d08b6c5166243bac1cc216c28a2c053c224345e5

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.farmcartorganics.com%2Ffarm-cart-hours&cf=67089&v=304191603d4ca84f9d432d5f0533c2b35bc85ae57cb67702e86ac1b7fae9e6e4

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fvimeo.com%2F435835240&cf=67089&v=3dd846d86daa237c0a23d9b7c964647caf79aee12185c49051bdfde951869b58

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fvimeo.com%2Fchannels%2Farroyohondopreserve&cf=67089&v=b54499256df963a97484ca8f106d1b7f901f2c1f4c19b19ac839a6f700974c1d

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fvimeo.com%2Fchannels%2Farroyohondopreserve&cf=67089&v=b54499256df963a97484ca8f106d1b7f901f2c1f4c19b19ac839a6f700974c1d

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org%2Fbecome-a-member-2%2F&cf=67089&v=a9396655f2e32007415a72e4067bfaf81def1fc4d6b09054bad3195c4b1d187f

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=http%3A%2F%2Fjstroh%40sblandtrust.org&cf=67089&v=bb8db50d9db9874384543c92d98e00fd55b6818dcab8478daff7697d145221a1





www.sblandtrust.org ~ 805-966-4520 ~ info@sblandtrust.org


Like us on Facebook @LandTrustSBCo landtrustsbco


Unsubscribe


This message was sent to gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org from kszabo@sblandtrust.org


The Land Trust for Santa Barbara County
PO Box 91830


Santa Barbara, CA 93190


- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -



https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.landtrustaccreditation.org%2F&cf=67089&v=aad867997d04564d5bb99cfb67d22148f31539eaaddf21a4efde265710115fd9

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.sblandtrust.org&cf=67089&v=4d5157d3e6c9f97b159925c476ef9e8f7c25b7d75ef62d05138327bd47c66988

mailto:info@sblandtrust.org

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2Fltsbc%2F&cf=67089&v=74c74b20978cbe32de3ecd3440e64fca1caeab3990159afe90480b428bd77fa8

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Ftwitter.com%2FLandTrustSBCo&cf=67089&v=f0bf00deab6d3d150a0122790757a9af6a9609379a4f64395e158793a2f60309

https://click.icptrack.com/icp/relay.php?r=127202194&msgid=994903&act=D7DA&c=496014&destination=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.instagram.com%2Flandtrustsbco%2F&cf=67089&v=b737619b9790e48417f802ccdc1da6a00e5d026c720ca58bb1fa2884fbb10b58

https://app.icontact.com/icp/mmail-mprofile.php?r=127202194&l=67089&s=D7DA&m=994903&c=496014

https://www.icontact.com/signup-trial?utm_medium=poweredby&utm_source=footerlink&utm_campaign=iC%20Footer&afid=144186






From: Sullivan, Hannah
To: Earnest, Carly; Maiden, Joni; Gloria Soto
Subject: Outreach Reports to June
Date: Friday, June 5, 2020 4:35:29 PM
Attachments: image001.png


Outreach Report- Up to 6_5_2020.xlsx


Hi Carly, 


Attached you will find the report. Though I am concerned we have not had everyone complete
it. I know Mark was unable to get to it.


Please let me know if there is anything else needed from us in the meantime. 


Best, 


Hannah Sullivan
District Representative
Office of Senator Hannah-Beth Jackson, SD 19
222 East Carrillo Street Suite 309
Santa Barbara CA 93101
(805) 965-0862(office)
Website | Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | E-Updates



mailto:Hannah.Sullivan@sen.ca.gov

mailto:cEarnest@countyofsb.org

mailto:Jmaiden@co.santa-barbara.ca.us

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org





INTRO





						Census Outreach Data Bulk Upload Template v5


						Instructions: please fill in this report for each completed outreach activity. Detailed, accurate and quality data will help us view progress and effectiveness, and re-plan if necessary to help ensure a complete count for California.

To submit a completed form, please visit https://cacensusreporter.azurewebsites.net/

Mandatory fields are highlighted in green. Hover over a column heading to view explanations/instructions for that specific field.

Please do not enter random rows of information after actual acivitities
Please do not enter no-conforming data into columns and the colapse columns.
This version has a data dictionary, please refer to this if there is any question about how the data should be entered.

You may list multiple activities as part of a single report but please keep the report to a single Reporter Name. If they come from the Field with multiple Reporter Names, you will have to split them up.  If you would like to upload supporting documentation (such as flyers, photos, agendas etc.) please submit your report through the Web Form: https://arcg.is/1WSuST
































						Version History


						Version			Published			Notes


						1			6/10/19			Internal Draft


						1.1			7/3/19			Updated for public roll out


						1.2			10/17/19			Updated for username and clarity


						1.3			1/24/20			Updated address field to now accept Tract or County for area activity types.


						1.4			2/20/20			Updated to support regular QAC reports - added new columns CT-CW. Added qak activity type. Added social_media and media_other


						1.5			4/10/20			Added social_media and media_other to drop downs, added support for multiple tracts. NO COLUMNS ADDED OR REMOVED.


						1.6			4/15/20			No material changes; merely notes that you may now report activities by city name


						1.7			4/28/20			No material changes; merely notes that you may now report statewide activities (NOTE: these are not sent to SwORD but are reported to the CCC HQ Database)



























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ACTIVITIES


			REPORT DETAILS


: Ben:
If the reporter is the same for all activities in this sheet, you may simply populate the first row or copy/paste the same data for each row.												ACTIVITY DETAILS																																																																																				IMPRESSION DETAILS


: Ben:
Which HTC categories were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by category. If the category was not covered, you may leave the field blank.																																																															IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE


: Ben:
Which language(s) were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by language. If the language was not covered, you may leave the field blank.																																																																																	FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION


: Ben:
Completing this section is optional but will greatly assist your parent organization, your Regional Program Manager (RPM) and the State. All feedback is extremely useful and can be used to improve effectiveness of activities across California.																																	FUNDING DETAILS


: Ben:
If you have the information available, please provide the funding source for this activity.																		QAC/QAK SPECIFIC FIELDS


: Ben:
These fields are required if you are reporting a QAC/QAK.


			Reporter Name*


: Frank Wright:
Provide one Full Name			username


: Frank Wright:
This is the SwORD username that these acitivies will be reported under. A single account for all org. activiities is suggested.			CBO Name*


: Ben:
The organization (e.g. CBO) responsible for completing the activity.			Parent Organization*


: Ben:
The name of the parent organization, if any, such as a County or ACBO.			Activity Type*


: Ben:
If not listed, please select "Other" and fill in Column E. 

If QAC/QAK, please complete columns CT-CW

Note: area/region activities: advertising, alert_sign_up, canvassing, collateral, flyers, nudgealert, phone_banking, pledge_cards, webinar, other			Activity Type (Other) Description


: Frank Wright:
Not required unless activity type is other			(Start) Date of Activity*


: Ben:
If the activity spanned more than a single day, please use this field as the start date.
			Activity End Date


: Ben:
If the activity spanned more than a single day, please add the end date here.

			Advertising End Date


: Ben:
When does the advertising end or expire? If you do not know, please enter your best guess.			Total Alert Sign-Ups			Total People Spoken To			Address / Census Tract(s) / County Name / City Name / Statewide*
Address MUST be in this format: Street Address, City. EXACT street address must be used, NOT "City Hall, Sacramento"
For cities and counties with the same name, e.g. Sacramento: you MUST include "County" or "County of" for the county to be chosen, otherwise the default is city.
You may also use "Statewide" (without the quotation marks) to indicate an area activity that is Statewide. Note - this will not be sent to SwORD but will be sent to CCC HQ's database.

CHECK NOTES FOR ACTIVITY TYPES THAT ARE AREAS/REGIONS.

YOU MAY LIST MULTIPLE CENSUS TRACTS IN THIS FIELD SEPARATING THEM BY A COMMA AND SPACE. FOR EXAMPLE: 06001400100, 06001400200 (LIMIT: 10 PER ACTIVITY)


: Ben:
If this was a specific event or an activity at, please fill in exactly where it was. If the activity was across a region (such as canvassing) please enter a central location or point that represents where the majority of the activity happens.
Area/region activities: advertising, alert_sign_up, canvassing, collateral, flyers, media_other, nudgealert, phone_banking, pledge_cards,social_media, webinar, other
			Description			Start Time


: Ben:
1:00 PM, 2:30 PM, etc.			End Time


: Ben:
1:00 PM, 2:30 PM, etc.
			Total Houses Canvassed


: Ben:
Total houses that were canvassed, even if there was no reply. For successful interactions, please include these as part of the total impression count.			How Assisted


: Ben:
E.g. phone/paper/online			Total Number Assisted			Event Name			Average Number of Miles Travelled


: Ben:
How many miles (roughly) would attendees have traveled to reach the event?			Speaker Details


: Ben:
The names and roles of the key speakers.			Audience Details


: Ben:
A summary of the type of audience.			Education Grade


: Ben:
Enter the grade of the students			Total Materials Distributed At Activity


: Ben:
Approximately how much promotional material was distributed as part of the activity? Note this field just expects a number. You can add detail in the "Activity Collateral Details" field
			Activity Collateral Details


: Ben:
Please describe any collateral (flyers, leaflets, booklets, other promotional materials etc.) that was distributed as part of the activity. 			Social Media Channels


: Ben:
List which channels were used (e.g. Twitter, Facebook) and where possible also list the accounts/pages/hashtags. Links/URLs to tweets, posts and other pages are also extremely helpful.			Total Paid Staff and Volunteers


: Ben:
How many paid staff and/or volunteers were involved in carrying out the activity?			Total Nudged/Alerted			Total Calls Made			Total Pledge Cards			Primary Organizer*


: Ben:
Who was the main organizer (e.g. CBO name) responsible for this activity?			Additional Organizers


: Ben:
Please list additional organizers, separated by commas or spaces, that assisted with the activity.			Total Impressions*


: Ben:
Impression: any message received by, or impact made to an individual, that could positively influence their opinion regarding the Census that, ultimately, will make them more likely to ensure their household completes the form and to influence others in their social circle and community to do the same.			Impression Data Accuracy Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of this data? If you captured attendee records or usage data, then the accuracy confidence should be "Exact".			Total HTC % Impressions*


: Ben:
How many of these impressions would you deem as being Hard To Count (HTC)?			HTC Data Accuracy Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of your HTC % score?			Immigrants & Refugees			Middle-Eastern and North Africans (MENA)			Homeless Individuals and Families			Farmworkers			Veterans			Latinos			Asian-Americans & Pacific Islanders (AAPI)			African Americans			Native Americans & Tribal Communities			Children Ages 0-5			Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Questioning (LGBTQ)			Limited-English Proficient Individuals and Families			People with Disabilities			Seniors/Older Adults			Low Broadband subscription rates and limited or no access			HTC Breakdown Data Confidence*


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific HTC breakdowns?			HTC Breakdown Methodology


: Ben:
Details on how you determined the HTC breakdown numbers.			Arabic			Armenian			Assyrian Neo-Aramaic			Cantonese			Chaldean Neo-Aramaic			Chinese			Farsi			Filipino			Hindi			Hmong			lu Mien			Japanese			Khmer			Korean			Mandarin			Min Nan Chinese			Portuguese			Punjabi			Russian			Spanish			Tagalog			Telegu			Thai			Ukrainian			Vietnamese			Other Language(s)


: Ben:
Note, this is a number. Number of impressions in other languages. You may add details of these languages in the description field, if required.						


: Ben:
Completing this section is optional but will greatly assist your parent organization, your Regional Program Manager (RPM) and the State. All feedback is extremely useful and can be used to improve effectiveness of activities across California.			


: Ben:
Total houses that were canvassed, even if there was no reply. For successful interactions, please include these as part of the total impression count.																																																																																																																																																																																																Language Breakdown Data Confidence


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific language breakdowns?			


: Ben:
E.g. phone/paper/online																																																																																																																																																																																																Activity Website


: Ben:
Did the activity have a website created? E.g. Eventbrite link.			Facebook Link


: Ben:
Was a group or event page created on Facebook?			Youtube/video Link


: Ben:
Is there a video recording available online?			


: Ben:
How many miles (roughly) would attendees have traveled to reach the event?			


: Ben:
The names and roles of the key speakers.			


: Ben:
A summary of the type of audience.			


: Ben:
Enter the grade of the students			


: Ben:
Approximately how much promotional material was distributed as part of the activity? Note this field just expects a number. You can add detail in the "Activity Collateral Details" field
																																																																																																																																																																																				Venue Rating			Participant Engagement			Interaction Quality			Overall Effectiveness			What Went Well


: Ben:
Provide a brief summary of what worked well with the activity, for example positive feedback received from the audience.			


: Ben:
Please describe any collateral (flyers, leaflets, booklets, other promotional materials etc.) that was distributed as part of the activity. 																																																																																																																																																																																																What Could Be Improved


: Ben:
Provide an honest summary of what could have been improved, based on any negative feedback received. You will not be assessed on this question; rather your answers will help the entire state improve in the future.			


: Ben:
List which channels were used (e.g. Twitter, Facebook) and where possible also list the accounts/pages/hashtags. Links/URLs to tweets, posts and other pages are also extremely helpful.																																																																																																																																																																																																Audience Questions & Concerns


: Ben:
List any questions that the audience / participants asked or concerns that they raised during the activity. Your answers will help the state prepare for future activities.						


: Ben:
If you have the information available, please provide the funding source for this activity.			


: Ben:
How many paid staff and/or volunteers were involved in carrying out the activity?												


: Ben:
Who was the main organizer (e.g. CBO name) responsible for this activity?						


: Ben:
Which HTC categories were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by category. If the category was not covered, you may leave the field blank.			


: Ben:
Please list additional organizers, separated by commas or spaces, that assisted with the activity.																																																																																																																																																																																																						


: Ben:
These fields are required if you are reporting a QAC/QAK.			


: Ben:
Impression: any message received by, or impact made to an individual, that could positively influence their opinion regarding the Census that, ultimately, will make them more likely to ensure their household completes the form and to influence others in their social circle and community to do the same.																																																																																																																																																																														Additional Notes			State Funds			County Direct Funds			ACBO Direct Funds			Foundations			Private Funding			Volunteer hours


: Ben:
If volunteers assisted with the activity, please enter the approximate total number of these volunteer hours.			


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of this data? If you captured attendee records or usage data, then the accuracy confidence should be "Exact".			


: Ben:
How many of these impressions would you deem as being Hard To Count (HTC)?			


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of your HTC % score?																																																


: Ben:
How confident are you in the accuracy of the specific HTC breakdowns?						


: Ben:
Which language(s) were covered by the activity? Please list the approximate number of impressions by language. If the language was not covered, you may leave the field blank.			


: Ben:
Details on how you determined the HTC breakdown numbers.																																																																																																																																							Total number of visitors who provided printed information and/or responded to questions but did not complete Census Questionnaire
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who completed a Census Questionnaire via tablet or desktop at QAC
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who completed a Census Questionnaire via phone at QAC
(total number for the day/date range)			Total number of visitors who contacted USCB via phone at QAC and requested an in-person enumerator
(total number for the day/date range)


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Census postcard mailed citywide			2020-03-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						16,308			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-05															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Census Flyers to Goleta Unified School District for distribution			2020-03-06															401 N Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-03-08															130 Cremona Dr. Suite B, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Noozhawk.com Banner Ad			2020-03-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			SBIndependent.com Banner Ad			2020-03-09															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			media_other			ParentSqare post 			2020-03-13															401 N. Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-30															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						59			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-15															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						287			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-25															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-04-01															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						76			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-31															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						51			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-03-31															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-23															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						42			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-03-10															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						56			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			media_other			ParentSqare post 			2020-04-01															401 N. Fairview Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						3,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-02-12															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						64			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-01-30															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						42			exact


			Cara Meche						City of Buellton			County of Santa Barbara			social_media			Facebook post			2020-01-14															Buellton, CA 93427																																																									City of Buellton						76			exact


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-04-11															130 Cremona, Dr. Suite B, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Press Release promoting Census			2020-04-29															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			other			Monarch Press Article 			2020-05-08															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						10,000			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			KEYT advertising 			2020-03-18															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						30,000			medium			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover 						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			advertising			Rincon Broadcasting advertising			2020-03-23															Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						30,000			medium			10			high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the United Boys and Girls Club Santa Barbara			2020-04-17															5701 Hollister Avenue, Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Kelly Hoover						City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the Isla Vista Youth Project			2020-04-17															6842 Phelps Rd. Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of Goleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


									City of Goleta			County of Santa Barbara			flyers			Flyers and other Census promotional material passed out to families at the Isla Vista Youth Project			2020-04-20															6842 Phelps Rd. Goleta, CA 93117																																																									City of GOleta						300			high			10			high																																																high																																																																																				high


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			flyers			Tabling in Isla Vista 			2020-01-03


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			flyers			Isla Vista Youth Projects food distribution events			2020-02-02


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Mailing			 UCSB department			2020-02-02															UCSB																																																									UCSB						258			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			OSL 6 team meeting			several dates 															UCSB																																																									UCSB						30			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			OSL cluster/15 people			1/24/2020															UCSB																																																									UCSB						30			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			Presentation			Student Affaris Exectuve Group/10 administrators			2020-02-03															UCSB																																																									UCSB						10			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			54 department chairs/1,000 faculty			2020-02-29															UCSB																																																									UCSB						1,000			very_high


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			24,000 UCSB parents			2020-03-20															UCSB																																																									UCSB						24,000			very_high


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			26,000 UCSB graduate & undergraduate students			2020-03-13															UCSB																																																									UCSB						26,000			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			24,000 UCSB parents			2020-03-26															UCSB																																																									UCSB						24,000			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			26,000 UCSB graduate & undergraduate students			2020-03-26															UCSB																																																									UCSB						26,000			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			Individual emails to 50 parents with concerns about reporting			2020-04-02															UCSB																																																									UCSB						50			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			Several communications with house mothers and managers in Greek houses on how to complete GQ forms, 120 contacts			several dates 															UCSB																																																									UCSB						120			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			26,000 UCSB graduate & undergraduate students			2020-05-01															UCSB																																																									UCSB						26,000			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			54 department chairs/1,000 faculty			2020-05-01															UCSB																																																									UCSB						1,000			very_high


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			Announcement and link on Gaucho Space, student class platform, 661,758 visits
			2020-05-01															UCSB																																																									UCSB						661,758			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			IVCSD Instragram page, 7,179 contacts			2020-05-14															Isla Vista																																																									IVCSD						7,179			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			IVCSD webpage, 417 followers, x 4= 1,715 contacts			2020-04-16															Isla Vista																																																									IVCSD						1,715			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			social_media			Our Story-IVCSD, 200			2020-05-01															Isla Vista																																																									IVCSD						200			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			booths			Tabling at different locations in Isla Vista before COVID-19, 14 different occasions, 410 contacts																		Isla Vista, different locaitons																																																															410			exact


			Viviana Marsano						UCSB & Isla Vista			UCSB & IVCSD			phone_banking			1,276 calls (847 voice messages & 260 conversations, 69 bad numbers			2020-05-01															Isl Vista																																																									IVCSD						1,276			exact







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































http://noozhawk.com/http://sbindependent.com/


Dictionary


			Item			Req 
(Yes/No)			Section			Field Label			Namespace			Datatype			Examples			Comments


			1			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			Reporter Name			reporter_name			string			Carol Danvers			One name. This is not for credit, you can add that to comments.


			2			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			username			username			string			jon.dough_census2020_hub			one master account is suggested for an organization working together


			3			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			CBO Name			cbo_name			string			City of Los Angeles


			4			Yes			REPORT DETAILS			Parent Organization			parent_organization			string			County of Los Angeles			Or could be the same as CBO Name


			5			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Type			activity_type			enumerated: booths, event, other			booths, event, other			Use the select list


			6			Yes/No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Type (Other) Description			activity_type_other			string			twitter post			Required if activity_type is other


			7			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			(Start) Date of Activity			date_of_activity			date			Enter: 9/9/2019 or better: 2019-09-09			Just enter it in and the format is taken care of.


			8			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity End Date			activity_end_date			date			Enter: 9/9/2019 or better: 2019-09-09


			10			Yes			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Address			activity_address			string			1234 Main Street, Sacramento, CA, 95676			Single line or multiple line of one address. Can be a tract, block group, or county name


			11			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Description			description			string			Operated a booth during the 29th Annual Fall Faire


			12			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Start Time			start_time			string			Good examples: 5:00PM, 3:00AM, 16:00:00


			13			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Houses Canvassed			total_number_of_houses			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank			Please, no: "x" or any other character. Blank is fine


			14			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Event Name			event_name			string			Alameda County Fair


			15			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Speaker Details			speaker_details			string			Bob Fring who is the SME of Inuit outreach activities


			16			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Audience Details			audience_details			string			Ranchers, farmers, workers and their families.


			17			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Materials Distributed At Activity			activity_total_material_dist			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank


			18			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Activity Collateral Details			activity_collateral_dtls			string			fliers, inserts and paper hats shaped like chickens.


			19			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Social Media Channels			activity_social_media_chan			string			twitter, facebook


			20			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Total Paid Staff and Volunteers			total_number_of_paid_staffvolun			integer			0, 1, 20, 100 or blank


			21			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Primary Organizer			primary_organizer			string			Known org, partner or other third party


			22			No			ACTIVITY DETAILS			Additional Organizers			additional_organizers			string			Weave was another event sponsor


			23			Yes			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Total Impressions			total_number_of_impressions			integer			1, 20, 100


			24			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Impression Data Accuracy Confidence			impression_data_accuracy_confid			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			25			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Total HTC % Impressions			total_htc_of_impressions			integer between: 1-100			You can enter 10 or 10% and we will handle


			26			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			HTC Data Accuracy Confidence			htc_data_accuracy_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			Use the values in the select


			27			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Immigrants & Refugees			immigrants_refugees			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			28			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Middle-Eastern and North Africans (MENA)			middle_eastern_and_north_africa			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			29			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Homeless Individuals and Families			homeless_individuals_and_famili			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			30			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Farmworkers			farmworkers			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			31			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Veterans			veterans			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			32			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Latinos			latinos			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			33			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Asian-Americans & Pacific Islanders (AAPI)			asian_americans_pacific_islande			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			34			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			African Americans			african_americans			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			35			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Native Americans & Tribal Communities			native_americans_tribal_communi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			36			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Children Ages 0-5			children_ages_0_5			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			37			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and Questioning (LGBTQ)			lesbian_gay_bisexual_transgende			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			38			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Limited-English Proficient Individuals and Families			limited_english_proficient_indi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			39			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			People with Disabilities			people_with_disabilities			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			40			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Seniors/Older Adults			seniorsolder_adults			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			41			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			Low Broadband subscription rates and limited or no access			low_broadband_subscription_rate			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			42			No						HTC Breakdown Data Confidence			htc_data_accuracy_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			43			No			IMPRESSION DETAILS			HTC Breakdown Methodology			htc_breakdown_methodology			string			We know that the boat starts listing when there are more than 100 people onboard.			Or some more logically approach (tickets, badges, random sampling,…)


			44			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Arabic			lang_arabic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			45			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Armenian			lang_armenian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			46			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Assyrian Neo-Aramaic			lang_assyrian_neo_aramaic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			47			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Cantonese			lang_cantonese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			48			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Chaldean Neo-Aramaic			lang_chaldean_neo_aramaic			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			49			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Chinese			lang_chinese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			50			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Farsi			lang_farsi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			51			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Filipino			lang_filipino			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			52			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Hindi			lang_hindi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			53			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Hmong			lang_hmong			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			54			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			lu Mien			lang_iu_mien			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			55			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Japanese			lang_japanese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			56			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Khmer			lang_khmer			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			57			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Korean			lang_korean			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			58			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Mandarin			lang_mandarin			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			59			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Min Nan Chinese			lang_min_nan_chinese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			60			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Portuguese			lang_portuguese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			61			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Punjabi			lang_punjabi			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			62			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Russian			lang_russian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			63			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Spanish			lang_spanish			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			64			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Tagalog			lang_tagalog			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			65			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Telegu			lang_telugu			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			66			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Thai			lang_thai			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			67			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Ukrainian			lang_ukrainian			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			68			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Vietnamese			lang_vietnamese			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			69			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Other Language(s)			lang_other_info			integer			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank


			70			No			IMPRESSIONS BY LANGUAGE			Language Breakdown Data Confidence			lang_breakdown_data_confidence			enumerated: very_low, low, medium, 			very_low, low, medium,			Use the values in the select


			71			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Activity Website			activity_website			string			http://examplehere.com


			72			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Facebook Link			facebook_link			string			http://examplehere.com


			73			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Youtube/video Link			youtubevideo_link			string			http://examplehere.com


			74			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Venue Rating			venue_rating			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			75			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Participant Engagement			participant_engagement			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			76			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Interaction Quality			interaction_quality			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			77			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Overall Effectiveness			overall_effectiveness			integer between: 1-5			You enter an integer between 1 and 5, with 5 meaning the highest


			78			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			What Went Well			what_went_well			string			The booth was well placed


			79			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			What Could Be Improved			what_could_be_improved			string			We were understaffed on Sunday


			80			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Audience Questions & Concerns			audience_questions_concerns			string			Trump, ICE


			81			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Additional Notes			additional_notes			string			Typo on one of the flyers 


			82			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			State Funds			funding_state_allocated			boolean			Yes, No


			83			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			County Direct Funds			funding_county_direct			boolean			Yes, No


			84			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			ACBO Direct Funds			funding_acbo_direct			boolean			Yes, No


			85			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Foundations			funding_foundation			boolean			Yes, No


			86			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Private Funding			funding_private			boolean			Yes, No


			87			No			FEEDBACK & DOCUMENTATION			Volunteer hours			funding_private			0, 1, 20, 100			or leave blank
























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































http://examplehere.com/http://examplehere.com/http://examplehere.com/


REFDATA


			activity_type			Level			Boolean


			advertising			exact			YES


			alert_sign_up			very_high			NO


			booths			high


			canvassing			medium


			census_action_kiosk			low


			collateral			very_low


			curriculum


			convening


			education_forum


			event


			flyers


			form_filling_assistance


			implementation_planning_worksho


			media_other


			meeting


			nudgealert


			phone_banking


			pledge_cards


			qac


			qak


			school_rally


			social_media


			speaking_engagement


			training_delivery


			webinar


			other




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































From: Holly Nolan-Chavez
To: Holly Nolan-Chavez
Subject: VirtualCommunityProsperitySummitMay28-29-Program.pdf
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 5:46:59 PM
Attachments: VirtualCommunityProsperitySummitMay28-29-Program.pdf


Community Prosperity Stakeholders:
Many of you learned about the USDA Rural Prosperity Initiative at the September 2019 Rural
Prosperity forum held at Allan Hancock College. A larger Community Prosperity Summit
as a partnership between Allan Hancock College, EconAlliance, and the USDA Office of
Partnerships & Public Engagement (OPPE) will be held as a virtual event on May 28th-29th,
as a series of Zoom sessions for interested community stakeholders. Please see the attached
agenda and invitation for additional information which includes the links to each session.
Session topics include:
Business and Community Opportunities
Housing needs
Wellness and Quality of Life
Broadband Enhancement
Economic and Workforce Development
 
I hope you can join us in this very important event.
 
Holly Nolan Chavez, M.S.
Regional Director | Employer Engagement- Agriculture, Water, & Environmental Technology
Allan Hancock College
800 S. College Dr.
Santa Maria, CA 93454
805-225-6540
hchavez@hancockcollege.edu
 


 
 
 
 
 



mailto:hchavez@hancockcollege.edu

mailto:hchavez@hancockcollege.edu

mailto:hchavez@hancockcollege.edu
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Community Prosperity Virtual Summit



AGENDA THURSDAY/FRIDAY
May 28-29, 2020



Allan Hancock College



EconAlliance



United States Department 
of Agriculture (USDA)



Purpose: The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Rural Community Prosperity Summit is an event 
designed to foster hope and opportunity, asset building, and wealth creation in communities across the 
country. The Summit will convene state, federal, Hispanic Serving Institutions, tribal colleges, faith 
leaders, veterans, and other strategic partners to:



• Assist communities in the development of local prosperity councils, create wealth and
build assets



• Illustrate successful practices for developing key partnerships
• Connect attendees to USDA and other relevant federal programs, and
• Model success for communities and future generations of communities



DAY ONE
THURSDAY 



May 28, 2020



DAY TWO
FRIDAY 



May 29, 2020 



AGENDA: 
The following agenda and individual webinars planned are part of the two-day online Summit on 
May 28 and 29:



8:30 a.m. – 10:45 a.m. (Agenda detail begins on page 2) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/98283872138  
Summit Opening Presentations and Keynote



11:00a.m. – 12:30 p.m.
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/99996206700
Business and Community Opportunities (Federal Agency presentations); Q&A 



1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m. 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/93686781987 
Panel and Roundtable: Housing



9:00 a.m. – 10:30 a.m. (Agenda detail begins on page 4) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/92851582602 
Wellness and Quality of Life 



11:00 a.m. – 12:30 p.m.
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/91367457075 
Regional Broadband Enhancement 



1:30 p.m. – 3:30 p.m.
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/95567697434 
Economic and Workforce Development and Innovation 



1



Please pre-register for the sessions.  If you have attempted to register for or join any session of the Community
Prosperity Summit and Zoom has alerted you the webinar is at max capacity, you may also view the live stream of 
this event on the EconAlliance Facebook page:  https://www.facebook.com/EconAlliance-349806265077902 or 
simply search for “EconAlliance” on Facebook.  
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8:30 AM 



9:00 AM



9:15 AM



10:00 AM



10:40 AM



Community Prosperity Summit Introductory Presentations and Keynote 
(8:30 - 10:45 AM)
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/98283872138



Community Prosperity Summit Welcome
The Honorable Alice Patino, Mayor, City of Santa Maria
Kevin Walthers, PhD, President/Superintendent, Allan Hancock College



Introduction of Mike Beatty, Director
USDA Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement Director
Joe Halsell, President, EconAlliance Board of Directors



Introduction of USDA State Food and Agriculture Council 
Mike Beatty, Director, USDA Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement (OPPE)



Opening Remarks (Speakers introduced by USDA/OPPE Director Mike Beatty)
Connie Conway, Farm Service Agency (FSA), State Executive Director
Carlos Suarez, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), State Conservationist
Kim Vann, Rural Development (RD), State Director



Keynote Presentation:
Glenda Humiston, Vice President, UC Agriculture & Natural Resources



Preview of Virtual “Break-Outs”



AGENDA DETAIL  |  DAY ONE  |  THURSDAY  |  MAY 28, 2020



11:00 AM



Business & Community Opportunities
Federal Agency presentations, Q&A 
(11:00 AM - 12:30 PM)
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/99996206700
Facilitator: Brenda F. Estrada, County Executive Director, Farm Service Agency 



Business and Community Opportunities (Federal Agency presentations); Q&A     
Rocky Chenelle, General Field Representative Rural Utilities
USDA Rural Development



Terri L. Billups, Assistant District Director, Economic Development
U.S. Small Business Administration



Jamika Lopez, Community Outreach, Resources and Planning Specialist 
U.S. Department of Labor



Pauline Louie, Senior Analyst
U.S. Housing and Urban Development 



Malinda Matson, Economic Development Rep, Northern/Coastal California
U.S. Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration



Erica Romero, Assistant Vice President for State Advocacy
Hispanic Association of Colleges and Universities (HACU)



Ray Bowman, Director 
Ventura/Santa Barbara Counties Small Business Development Center



Scott Hillis, Advisor
San Luis Obispo SCORE



Greg Loosvelt, Vice-Chair
Santa Barbara SCORE
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1:30 PM



2:00 PM



2:30 PM



3:15 PM



Housing: Needs; Infrastructure & Other Challenges; Potential Models and Solutions 
(1:30 - 3:30 PM)
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/93686781987
Facilitator:  Eddie Taylor, CEO, United Way



Housing Needs Panel & Roundtable 
Sandra Dickerson, CEO, Your People Professionals
John Fowler, CEO, Peoples Self-Help Housing
Bob Havlicek, Executive Director, Housing Authority Santa Barbara County
Claire Wineman, President, Grower-Shipper Association Santa Barbara/San Luis Obispo Counties 
Hon. Jenelle Osborne, Mayor, City of Lompoc



Infrastructure and Other Challenges
Morgen Benevedo, Director, Multi-Family Housing Development, People’s Self-Help Housing 
Joe Halsell, CEO, Halsell Builders
Derek Hansen, Executive Vice President, Towbes Group



Panel & Roundtable: Potential Models and Solutions, Model Projects
Cruz Avila, CEO, Homebound Services CA.
Eddie Taylor, Director, Home for Good Santa Barbara County
Frank Thompson, Principal, Frank Thompson Housing Consultants



Matching Opportunities with Resources
Pauline Louie, Senior Analyst, U.S. Housing and Urban Development



AGENDA DETAIL  |  DAY ONE  |  THURSDAY |  MAY 28, 2020



See Day Two Agenda Detail on Page 4 (next page)
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9:00 AM



Wellness and Quality of Life (9:00 - 10:30 AM)
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/92851582602
Co-Facilitator:  Hilda Zacarias, CPA/MPA, other co-facilitator TBA



What are the key health and wellness needs/gaps in our area?
Ed Braxton, Chief HR Officer, Lompoc Valley Med Center
Sue Andersen, President/CEO, Dignity Health/Marian RMC



What are the key elements of a good quality of life and how do we improve those elements for all 
area residents?
Vilma Contreras, Executive Director, Community Partners in Caring
Michelle Graham, Children’s Resource & Referral, Santa Barbara County 
Luke Viscusi, Rural Community Designer, Blue Sky Center, Cuyama



AGENDA DETAIL  |  DAY TWO  |  FRIDAY  |  MAY 29, 2020



11:00 AM



11:30 AM



Regional Broadband Enhancement (11:00 AM - 12:30 PM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/91367457075



Agency participant:  Angela Huang, US Housing and Urban Development, Management Analyst; 
Malinda Matson, US DOC/EDA Rep, Northern and Coastal California
Facilitator: Chris Chirgwin, Chairman, Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast (BCPC) – North; CEO Lanspeed



Broadband Needs Now in Greater Focus
Chris Chirgwin, Chairman, Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast - North



Overview: Broadband Consortium Pacific Coast (BCPC)
Bill Simmons, PhD, Executive Director, BCPC



Northern Santa Barbara County Fiber Ring Network Concept
Chris Chirgwin



Local and Regional Broadband Efforts in Development or Proposal Stage
Paul Chounet; Vicki Conner; Bill Simmons, PhD



1:30 PM



Economic and Workforce Development and Innovation (1:30 - 3:30 PM) 
Webinar Link: https://cccconfer.zoom.us/j/95567697434 



Agency Participants invited: Terri Billips, US SBA/Economic Development Asst. District Director; 
Jamika Lopez, US DOL/Community Outreach Resources & Planning Specialist; Erica Romero, 
Hispanic Assn. of Colleges and Universities, Asst. VP, State Advocacy; Malinda Matson US DOC/EDA 
Rep, Northern and Coastal California
Facilitator: Victoria Conner, Initiatives Director, EconAlliance



How well do the Rural Prosperity Initiative focus areas (e-connectivity, innovation/technology, 
economic development, workforce, and quality of life) align with your local economic development 
priorities?
Tracy Beard, Executive Director, Solvang Chamber of Commerce
Jocelyn Brennan, President/CEO, South County Chambers, San Luis Obispo County
Sam Cohen, President, Santa Ynez Chamber/VP Governance & Operations, SY Band Chumash
Glenn Morris, CEO, Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce
Kathy Vreeland, Executive Director, Buellton Chamber of Commerce
Amber Wilson, President/CEO, Lompoc Valley Chamber of Commerce



Discussion: 
 • What are the economic and workforce opportunities to be highlighted?
 • What are the barriers or obstacles to addressing those opportunities?
 • What immediate actions could leverage our ability to prosper from our opportunities?
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Mike Beatty
Director, Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement



Mike Beatty joined USDA as the Director of Office of Partnerships and Public Engagement November 2018. In this 
capacity, Mike leads the department's efforts to develop and maintain partnerships focused on solutions to challenges 
facing rural and underserved communities in the United States, and connects those communities to the education, tools, 
and resources available to them through U.S. Department of Agriculture programs and initiatives.



Before joining USDA, Mike Beatty served as President & CEO of Great Promise Partnership, Inc. where he focused on 
addressing persistent poverty and workforce development needs around the state of Georgia. Prior to this, he was 
appointed to serve as Commissioner of the Georgia Department of Community Affairs by Governor Sonny Perdue in June 
2003 and reappointed to by Governor Nathan Deal in January 2011. Known for his leadership skills in education, business 
and government, Commissioner Beatty’s background provided him a unique perspective of the challenges facing local 
communities.



Mike has served as an educator, businessman, and state legislator within his own community. As an educator, Mr. Beatty 
taught history and coached football for eight years in Northeast Georgia schools. As a businessman, he and his wife Judy 
started and operated several small businesses, including a poultry and cattle farm. His initial government service was as 
an elected leader. As a state legislator, Commissioner Beatty served northeast Georgia in both the state House of 
Representatives and the state Senate. During his tenure in the Georgia General Assembly, his hard work on numerous 
issues was recognized by his constituents and several organizations, including the Georgia Family Council and the 
Georgia Bureau of Investigation.



Connie Conway
Principal Consultant, Conway Consulting Group



Results-driven leader who has strategically grown a small business; managed, recruited and trained teams of employees;
and understands how to effectively navigate state, local, and federal government.



Dr. Glenda Humiston (KEYNOTE SPEAKER)
Vice President, UC Agriculture and Natural Resources



Dr. Glenda Humiston was appointed vice president of UC Agriculture and Natural Resources Aug. 3, 2015.



Humiston was born in California and raised on a cattle ranch in Colorado, where she was a member of 4-H. She came to 
UC ANR with more than 25 years of experience working on public policy development and program implementation 
supporting sustainability.



She served as a Peace Corps volunteer in Tunisia, as executive director of a nonprofit organization advocating farmland 
preservation and value-added agriculture development, and several years as a consultant on environmental and 
agricultural issues throughout the West.



She served President Clinton as deputy undersecretary for natural resources and environment at USDA from 1998 to 
2001. She managed the Sustainable Development Institute at the 2002 World Summit for Sustainable Development in 
South Africa and the 2006 World Water Forum in Mexico City. In 2009, Humiston was appointed by President Obama to 
serve as the California State Director at the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), Rural Development.



Humiston produced a widely acclaimed guidebook on “Access to Capital” and has led efforts to bring rural issues to the 
forefront of the state’s Economic Summit and policymakers throughout California.



Humiston earned her Ph.D. from UC Berkeley in Environmental Science, Policy and Management in 2009 with research 
focused on U.S. Farm Bill policy. She has a master’s degree in international agricultural development from UC Davis and a 
bachelor’s degree in animal science from Colorado State University.











Kim Dolbow Vann
State Director, United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Rural Development (RD) 
California



Appointed by the Trump Administration in November 2017, Vann brings more than 20 years of experience and dedication 
to economic development and the improvement of rural life. Most recently, Vann spent eleven years as a Colusa County 
Supervisor representing the first district. During her tenure she served as the chair of Rural Counties Representatives of 
California, and led the charge on all federal and state issues that affect rural counties. In addition, Vann spent two years as 
the chair of Sites Reservoir Joint Powers Authority, leading the new public private partnership in creating an 
above-ground water storage facility in rural Colusa County.



Vann hails from a 6th generation farming family and is a lifelong California resident.  As State Director, Vann will use her 
leadership experience to oversee Rural Development programs in a customer-focused manner to restore prosperity in 
rural California.
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Carlos Suarez
California State Conservationist, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service



Carlos began his career with NRCS in the summer of 1990 as a student trainee in Puerto Rico. Mr. Suarez has extensive 
experience serving in a number of technical and leadership positions, domestically and internationally, including
serving in the following capacities:
 • State Conservationist in Florida
 • Deputy State Conservationist in Nebraska and California
 • Assistant State Conservationist for Field Operations in Wisconsin
 • Watershed Advisor for the U.S. Embassy and U.S. Agency for International Development in Nicaragua
 • Farm Bill Program Manager in Indiana
 • Soil Conservationist and District Conservationist in West Virginia and Pennsylvania.



Mr. Suarez also temporarily held two USDA-level positions: Acting Director for the Pacific Islands Area and the Acting 
Director for the Stewardship and Community Development Division at USDA Headquarters.



From October 2017 – August 2018, Mr. Suarez served as the lead post-hurricane assistance coordinator to Puerto Rico and 
U.S. Virgin Islands representing USDA Secretary Sonny Perdue. Mr. Suarez was the head liaison between USDA and the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) as well as with multiple agencies and cabinet members of PR and 
USVI. USDA provided multifaceted assistance to the island on issues as diverse as erosion control, watershed restoration, 
rural development, disaster assistance to farmers, nutrition, and more.



Mr. Suarez has been a member of numerous national-level teams and has served on multiple occasions as an 
international environmental consultant to the U.S. Agency for International Development and The Millennium Challenge
Corporation. He has represented USDA on various international mission trips to The Netherlands, Israel, Australia and 
Mexico providing his expertise on water conservation and water quality. In 2009, Mr. Suarez served as Acting
Deputy Country Director for the U.S. Agency for International Development at the U. S. Embassy in Mexico.



A native of San Juan, Puerto Rico, Mr. Suarez holds a Bachelor of Science degree in Agricultural Mechanization 
(Engineering) Technology from the University of Puerto Rico-Mayaguez, a Master of Science degree in Geoenvironmental 
Studies from Shippensburg University of Pennsylvania and a Graduate Certificate in Public Policy and Leadership from 
American University in Washington, D.C.



Mr. Suarez received his SES certification in 2010 through the OPM Senior Executive Service (SES) Candidate Development 
Program. Mr. Suarez is blessed to be the father of three children.













From: Maiden, Joni
To: "Abad, Kathy"; "Alarcon, Christie"; "Alarcon, Natalia "; "Anderson, James"; "Andrea


(andrea@cityofbuellton.com)"; "Armann, Claudia"; "Audelo, Mimi"; Bantilan, Cory; "Barragan, Sophie "; "Beard,
Tracy"; "Bechtel"; Michael Becker; "Bianchi Klemann, Lauren"; "Bigelow, Timothy"; "Blackerby, Hillary "; "Bodem,
Todd"; Boss, Lucille; "Brabo"; "Cantella, Valerie"; "Carlisle"; Casey, P; "ceder, Paula"; "Costa"; "Dean"; DePinto,
Gina; "Dr. Lewis"; "Duarte, Samuel H."; D, Dave; Earnest, Carly; Elliott, Darcel; "Espinosa, victor"; "Fenzi,
Charles"; "Flores-Haro, Genevieve"; "Fredericks, Rob"; "Freedland, Anna"; "Gaona Macedo, Edner"; "Gerrett,
Clif"; "Gerrett, Judy"; Gilchrest, Don; "Gil-Reynoso"; "Gray, Allison "; Greene, M; Joyce, James; "Heidi"; "Hoover,
Kelly "; Hudson, Brad; "Imhof"; "Inda, Jacqueline"; "Johnson, Rachel"; "Juarez, Nancy"; "Kashyap, Ankita";
"Kashyap, Ankita"; "Keelean"; "Killebrew, Jordan"; "Kirn"; "Lander Goodman, Lori"; "Lara, Julia"; Lavagnino,
Steve; "Lawrence, Kembra N."; "Lemberger, Jennifer"; "Lesner-Buxton, Jacob"; Lippman, Joyce Ellen (HiCap);
Lopez, Vianey; "Luevanos, Nancy"; "Lynn"; "Marsano V"; "Martinez"; "Marysol Smith
(Marysols@ci.carpinteria.ca.us)"; "Meche, Cara"; "Metzger, Jessica"; "Mirman"; "Mora, Daniel"; "Morales,
Gabriel"; "Morales, Maricela"; "Morales, Viviana"; Motta, Wendy; "Neumann"; "Ortiz, Steve"; "Ovalle, Chanel";
"Pardo, Elisa"; "Paz, Pedro"; "Pimentel"; "Quiroz"; "Ramos"; "Ramos, Mayra"; Robertson, Michelle; "Rodriguez,
Sandra"; "ruiz, regina"; Salcido, Susan; "Schiff, Molly"; "Schmidt, Kristy"; "Schwartz, Jarrod"; "Scott Wolfe";
"Scroggin, Samantha "; "Shaw, Jamie"; "Silvia Uribe"; Sims-Moten, Wendy; "Skeen, Bill"; Gloria Soto; Jason
Stilwell; Sullivan, Hannah; "Thompson, Joe"; "Throop"; Mark van de Kamp; "Vargas"; "Vazquez-Topete, Patricia";
Viker, Sharol; Pat Walsh; Ann Wells; "Wilkins, Paul"; Williams, Das; "Wittrock";
"gaguirre@venturacountycounts.org"; "julia@juliapr.com"; "angelam@pshhc.org"; Gonzalez, Sara; "Primitiva
Hernandez"


Subject: 05/28 CCC meeting Agenda
Date: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 8:50:26 AM
Attachments: May 28 Agenda.docx


Document1 [Compatibility Mode].docx
May 7 meeting minutes.docx


Hello Everyone,
Attached is the agenda for tomorrow’s meeting, a screen shot of what the HTC map looks like (link is
on agenda) and the minutes from our May 7 meeting.
 
Tomorrow’s meeting is from 9:00 am – 10:00 am, here is sign/call in info (sent previously in email
from Kathy):
 
 
 


Join Skype Meeting      
Trouble Joining? Try Skype Web App


Join by phone
 


+1 (805) 681-5448 (SBC)                    English (United States)
 


Find a local number
 


Conference ID: 605894


 Forgot your dial-in PIN? |Help    
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SANTA BARBARA COUNTY AND COMMUNITY


2020 CENSUS COMPLETE COUNT COMMITTEE AGENDA


THURSDAY, MAY 28, 2020





Agenda items:


I. State and Federal Census Update


a. State 


· Update Leave messaging


b. Federal


· New initiative: “How To Reach the Hard to Count"


II. Committee Reports


a. Report out: organizations’ status since our last meeting (hurdles, events, challenges, and updates).


b. Thoughts/plans as County re-opens.


c. County response rates as of 05/25/20; U.S. = 60.1%, CA = 61.3% and 


SB County = 64.4%  


III. Resources


a. Hard to Count Map: www.censushardtocountmaps2020.us to 


IV. Marketing Report – Julia & Lauren


V. Questions


VI. Adjourn – next meeting is on 06/18/20
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SANTA BARBARA COUNTY AND COMMUNITY


2020 CENSUS COMPLETE COUNT COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES


THURSDAY, MAY 7, 2020





State and Federal Census Update


State:


· Non Response Follow Up (NFRU) template was streamlined, has been distributed to partners and due date extended.


· Reminder that CA Census is conducting Peer Learning sessions every Friday- let Joni know if you would like to attend.


· CA Census will send messages out as information about Update Leave is obtained.


Federal:


· Enumerators for nonresponse are being trained online, unknown when they will start.


· Update Leave - Paper deliveries of census to rural areas (e.g. Alaska) are happening now – no attempt to reach residents, just left at the door


· For now, those in Group Quarters can complete Census online; Paula will keep us updated, as process/timelines are decided. 


Committee Reports


· Response rates as of 5/5/20:   U.S. = 57.3%, CA = 68.5% and . . . SB County = 61.7% 


· PDI/Phone Banking


i. Jonathan from IV reported that they made over 100 calls last week, have room for four callers, and looking for more volunteers. Said the PDI system is limited because it gives only one phone number for each address (some addresses in IV could have 10 residents). Response rate was 41% pre-calling, saw a jump to 45% after calling.


ii. Rob from Housing Authority is just getting started. They have been calling using their own list of 3,000+ client households in county. Both their list and PDI does not note if household is Spanish language, so that is an issue.


· There are issues of long wait times on the Spanish Census phone line. Joni will follow up with Paula (Paula had mentioned at the last meeting there were more staff going to be added to U.S. Census call center).


· Kelly in Goleta reported they have SWAG (coloring books and other items) that they are distributing at Goleta Boys & Girls Clubs, Sunday Goleta Farmers Market, and in IVYT food distribution. Their commercial is still running.


· Mark in Santa Maria is still running ads on social media, City TV, Spanish TV, and YouTube. Count Your Children t-shirts are being distributed at local laundromats in HTC areas. They will make coffee cup sleeves for Community Colleges when they reopen.


· Ashley in Lompoc said that their local (closed) movie theatre has Census message on the marquee (good idea). Census news is going out in city newsletters and they are taping PSAs/videos with councilmembers and mayor for local radio and Spanish TV. They have 500 backpacks with supplies for Lompoc distribution back to school.


· People’s Self Help has sent fliers/info to all their properties and will try PDI.





Marketing Report 


· Julia/Lauren continuing work with State/JP Marketing to keep moving forward with marketing needs for census. 


· Flyers for food distribution are being printed – some have Food Bank logo others do not, let Joni know if you want some.


· County website has been updated with content/materials. If you need help/info regarding marketing contact Julia, she is happy to help. 





· Adjourn – next meeting is on 05/28/20










From: Diana Reed
To: Alice Patino; Mike Cordero; Michael Moats; Gloria Soto; Etta Waterfield
Cc: Toni Lane; City Manager - City Clerk
Subject: Public Comments Received
Date: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 3:41:29 PM
Attachments: FW Fireworks in the city.msg


FW My public comment for tonight"s City Council Meeting.msg
FW Public Comment - Covid 19.msg
FW Public Comment for 07-07-2020 Meeting - Gerardo Lorenz.msg


Good afternoon,
 
Please find attached emails received for public comment at tonight’s meeting.  There
will be hard copies of these on the dais for each of you as well.
 
Thank you,
 
Diana Reed
Secretary to the City Manager/City Manager’s Office/City of Santa Maria
110 E. Cook St, Room 1/Santa Maria, CA  93454/805-925-0951 Ext. 2202/  dreed@cityofsantamaria.org
Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective, and courteous manner
possible.”
 



mailto:dreed@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:apatino@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:mcordero@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:mmoats@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:ewaterfield@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:tlane@cityofsantamaria.org

mailto:CityManager-CityClerk@cityofsantamaria.org



FW: Fireworks in the city


			From


			Beth Cleary


			To


			Diana Reed; Toni Lane


			Recipients


			dreed@cityofsantamaria.org; tlane@cityofsantamaria.org





I will print these and make copies for the Council meeting if you'd like to forward....or wait until we have a bunch to combine.  







Beth Cleary, CMC



Deputy City Clerk / City of Santa Maria / Records-City Clerk Division / 110 E. Cook Street, Rm. 3, Santa Maria, CA 93454



Phone: 805-925-0951, Ext. 2305 / Fax: 805-925-2243 / Email:bcleary@cityofsantamaria.org



Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and courteous manner possible.”















-----Original Message-----



From: Deborah Jonas [mailto:drjonas1995@att.net] 



Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 10:44 AM



To: Web-City Clerk <clerkweb@cityofsantamaria.org>



Subject: Fireworks in the city











This 4th of July was the worse we have seen since moving here in 2014.  Actually as everyone knows, it’s been going on for months now.  The illegal fireworks are unbelievable.  We confronted our back neighbor on Friday the 3rd, as he was setting off fireworks.  He then accused us of “picking” on just him.  He was letting them off in the early evening and our dog was going crazy.   This has to stop.











Debbie Jonas



643 El Acebo



Santa Maria, CA  93455



8056238049



 












FW: My public comment for tonight's City Council Meeting


			From


			Beth Cleary


			To


			Diana Reed; Toni Lane


			Recipients


			dreed@cityofsantamaria.org; tlane@cityofsantamaria.org





 







 







Beth Cleary, CMC
Deputy City Clerk / City of Santa Maria / Records-City Clerk Division / 110 E. Cook Street, Rm. 3, Santa Maria, CA 93454
Phone: 805-925-0951, Ext. 2305 / Fax: 805-925-2243 / Email:bcleary@cityofsantamaria.org







Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and courteous manner possible.”







 







 







 







From: Cliff Solomon [mailto:cliff_solomon@msn.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 2:38 PM
To: Web-City Clerk <clerkweb@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: My public comment for tonight's City Council Meeting







 







City Council should show leadership:







My message is simple. All City Council members should show leadership in these dangerous times, by wearing masks when in public. Since our leaders don’t follow the recommended guidelines for prevent the spread of Covid-19, how can we expect our community to be safe.







 







--Cliff Solomon







 







Sent from Mail for Windows 10







 
















FW: Public Comment - Covid 19


			From


			Beth Cleary


			To


			Diana Reed; Toni Lane


			Recipients


			dreed@cityofsantamaria.org; tlane@cityofsantamaria.org





 







 







Beth Cleary, CMC
Deputy City Clerk / City of Santa Maria / Records-City Clerk Division / 110 E. Cook Street, Rm. 3, Santa Maria, CA 93454
Phone: 805-925-0951, Ext. 2305 / Fax: 805-925-2243 / Email:bcleary@cityofsantamaria.org







Our Mission: “To provide the highest quality service in the most efficient, cost-effective and courteous manner possible.”







 







 







 







From: Audralyn Macdonald [mailto:macdonald.audy@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 2:58 PM
To: Web-City Clerk <clerkweb@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Public Comment - Covid 19







 







Hello,







 







The number of Covid cases in Santa Maria is staggering.  We have close to 1000 more cases than the city of Santa Barbara, with "community transmission" being the top method in which it is spread.  This directly translates to people not not wearing masks when within close proximity of others.  Many businesses are now open, but if we don't require AND HOLD ACCOUNTABLE employees and customers alike, then we are collectively adding to the problem.  Please figure out ways to combat this, we need to hear more from the City of Santa Maria regarding the importance of wearing masks and social distancing.  Too many people out there are either not understanding the gravity of Covid, or are ignoring it.  Please do more to help our community lower our numbers! 







 







Thank you.







Audy Macdonald
















FW: Public Comment for 07-07-2020 Meeting - Gerardo Lorenz


			From


			Beth Cleary


			To


			Diana Reed; Toni Lane


			Recipients


			dreed@cityofsantamaria.org; tlane@cityofsantamaria.org





From: Gerardo Lorenz [mailto:gerardo.lorenz@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 2:57 PM
To: Web-City Clerk <clerkweb@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Public Comment for 07-07-2020 Meeting - Gerardo Lorenz







 







Hello, 







Below is a public comment I would like to submit for today's meeting. 







 







--------







Through my work that is focused on communicating with farm workers because of the type of format of the radio station I work in, I’ve become aware of what I consider to be one of the reasons  for the increase in the number of COVID-19 cases in farm workers.







 







We know that locally based on occupation, agricultural workers make up to 20% of the Santa Maria COVID-19.







 







I would like to call two things to your attention. Some farm workers  have pointed out to me that their employers are not following safety procedures, and that what they are most concerned about is harvest productivity and not about practicing measures to avoid contagion. (Of course not every employer, but these testimonials have been frequent). I have learned about employers that are following the safety protocols, but every employer should, not just some. You need to hold them accountable. 







 







If the employers and local leaders are not following safety protocols themselves, such as wearing masks, then the general public disbelieves the coronavirus is real, at least that's been the argument that some people have used to excuse themselves for not wearing a mask. 







 







There are several people with whom I have spoken of different agricultural companies that allude to the fact that President Trump does not wear a mask, and that they see that as “proof” that the coronavirus doesn’t  exist, because if it did, then why isn’t the president wearing one? 







 







Therefore, I propose that the city carries out a trilingual media campaign, and share the testimonies of people who have had the coronavirus, who were in intensive care and managed to recover, and to introduce themselves like this:







 







"My name is:   ————.







I had the coronavirus and this was my experience, etc. Then have them close by saying something along these lines: “The coronavirus is real. Let’s avoid getting infected by practicing social distance and the measures that prevent the spreading and that the health authorities indicate". 







 







Sharing the testimonies of those who have recovered from coronavirus validates their experience and I think will encourage people to practice safety measures to prevent the number of cases from growing. 







 







I volunteer to carry out video/audio productions, if the city helps me connect with those who want to share their story, so they can be published as soon as possible.







 







###







 







Gerardo Lorenz







(818) 231 9380



















From: Meyers Nave
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: White House Executive Order Seeks Acceleration of Infrastructure Projects by Streamlining Compliance with Federal


Environmental Laws
Date: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 5:38:47 PM


Visit
MeyersNave.com


MEYERS NAVE LEGAL ALERT
TRANSPORTATION & INFRASTRUCTURE


White House Executive Order Seeks Acceleration of Infrastructure
Projects by Streamlining Compliance with Federal Environmental Laws


On June 4, President Trump signed an Executive Order (EO) urging federal agencies “to use their lawful
emergency authorities” to expedite approvals for transportation and infrastructure projects throughout
the country. In what is likely to have the most immediate and most effective impact, the EO specifically
calls for streamlining environmental review and compliance under key environmental laws including the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the Clean Water Act
(CWA). The EO encourages federal agencies to expedite projects by taking advantage of emergency
provisions in several federal laws that ordinarily mandate environmental review. The EO provides local
and state agencies, as well as private developers partnering on projects with those federal agencies, with a
new tool to push for expedited project development.


According to the Trump Administration, the EO is necessary to stimulate economic growth in light of the
downturn caused by the COVID-19 pandemic. The EO’s Purpose (Section 1) also notes the Trump
Administration’s ongoing focus to “reform and streamline an outdated regulatory system that has held
back our economy with needless paperwork and costly delays.” 
 
Streamlining Federal Environmental Review and Compliance
The EO includes multiple provisions intended to accelerate infrastructure projects by streamlining
compliance with key federal environmental laws, including NEPA, ESA and CWA. Section 6 of the EO
notes that the Council for Environmental Quality has provided “appropriate flexibility to agencies for
complying” with NEPA in emergency situations, including through existing regulations. The provisions
allow “alternative arrangements” when necessitated by emergency circumstances to approve actions with
significant environmental impacts without fully complying with NEPA’s requirements. The EO describes
these emergencies broadly: “not only natural disasters and threats to the national defense, but also
threats to human and animal health, energy security, agriculture and farmers, and employment and
economic prosperity.” 


Under the EO, all federal agencies have 30 days from the signing of the EO to identify “planned or
potential actions to facilitate the Nation’s economic recovery” that may be subject to NEPA streamlining
via alternative arrangements, statutory exemptions, categorical exclusions, coverage by prior NEPA
analyses, or otherwise using “concise and focused” NEPA review. The EO also requires federal agencies to
provide updated status reports every 30 days for the duration of the national emergency.


With regard to the Endangered Species Act (ESA), Section 7 of the EO requires all federal agencies to use
the ESA regulation on consultation in emergencies to facilitate national economic recovery. Section 7
directs all agencies to identify planned or potential actions to facilitate economic recovery that may be
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subject to that emergency consultation regulation. Similar requirements are imposed in Section 8 of the
EO with regard to the Clean Water Act and other statutes administered by the Army Corps of Engineers
which facilitate use of emergency regulations and nationwide permits for projects under the jurisdiction
of the Army Corps.


The EO directs authorities to expedite completion of the following authorized and appropriated projects:
(1) highway and other infrastructure projects within the authority of the Department of Transportation,
(2) civil works projects within the authority of the Army Corps of Engineers, and (3) all infrastructure,
energy, environmental, and natural resources projects on federal lands (except Indian trust lands) within
the authority of the Departments of Defense, Interior, and Agriculture.
 
Accelerating Delivery of Transportation and Infrastructure Projects
The EO also includes other directives to accelerate federal projects more broadly than just minimizing
environmental review and permitting requirements. As provided in Section 2 of the EO (titled Policy),
federal agencies are required to “take all reasonable measures to speed infrastructure investments and to
speed other actions in addition to such investments that will strengthen the economy and return
Americans to work,” while ensuring protection to people and the environment, as required by law.


Section 3 of the EO (titled Expediting the Delivery of Transportation Infrastructure Project) authorizes
the Secretary of Transportation to use all emergency and other authorities to expedite the work and
completion of “all authorized and appropriated highway and other infrastructure projects that are within
the authority of the Secretary to perform or to advance.” Similarly, Section 4 of the EO authorizes the
Secretary of the Army to speed up and complete “all authorized and appropriated civil works projects”
within the authority of the Army Corps of Engineers.  


The EO also provides for expediting the delivery of infrastructure and other projects on federal
lands. Section 5 authorizes the Secretaries of Defense, Interior and Agriculture to expedite work on “all
authorized and appropriated infrastructure, energy, environmental, and natural resources projects on
Federal lands.” In addition, Section 9 requires all federal agency heads to identify with 30 days “all
statutes, regulations, and guidance documents that may provide for emergency or expedited treatment …
pertinent to infrastructure, energy, environmental, or natural resources matters,” as well as projects that
may be subject to expedited treatment.  The EO directs federal agencies to use such statutes and
regulations “to the fullest extent permitted to facilitate the Nation’s economic recovery.”
 
Impact of Executive Order on Existing and New Projects
The EO largely relies on existing laws and regulations to encourage expediting infrastructure projects to
stimulate economic recovery. Nonetheless, the broad scope of the EO, as well as the 30-day deadlines for
all federal agencies to identify opportunities for streamlining projects and activities, reflect a significant
push from the executive branch to remove or reduce environmental review and permitting as obstacles to
new investments. 


Whether the EO succeeds in its goal of turning the COVID crisis into infrastructure opportunity will likely
depend on the responses by the Department of Transportation and the Army Corps of Engineers. While
the EO provides local and state agencies and private developer partners with a newly sanctioned federal
environment for accelerating project development, all parties need to understand that the EO does not
waive compliance with approval and permitting obligations. Instead, the EO allows the use of alternative
procedures to comply with existing statutory requirements. Project opponents will continue to scrutinize
compliance with environmental review procedures or processes that may be changed pursuant to the EO.
Environmental organizations and community groups may also challenge the EO’s use of emergency
provisions to bypass statutory protections for the environment in the name of economic recovery.
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Amrit Kulkarni leads Meyers Nave's statewide Land Use, Environmental Law, and
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1. Executive Summary


The state government substantially reduced funding for affordable


housing a decade ago during the Great Recession and funding has never







been reinstated.


Some state legislators, ignoring the lack of funding, have pursued local


zoning practices as the cause of the affordable housing crisis.


Numerous bills with state-wide incentives and exemptions have been


passed to stimulate affordable housing production. It hasn't worked to


date.


The most recent housing bills charting their way through the California


Assembly and Senate have switched focus from affordable to moderate


and higher-income housing brackets. The state sets affordable housing


production targets for cities, but meanwhile produces bills that undermine


affordable housing efforts.


The most egregious bill enables developers to pay a much-reduced fee in


lieu of building affordable housing while still granting the developer


the upzoning opportunity. 


Only two bills address the current economic reality of stretched city


budgets: Senator Portantino's SB-1299 and Senators Caballero's and


Rubio's SB-1385. 


2. State Funding For Affordable Housing: Anemic for
a Decade
During the Great Recession, the state terminated most of its funding for


affordable housing when it shut down the local Redevelopment Agencies


(RDAs). At the time, RDAs were providing 80% of the state funding for


affordable housing through the redeployment of local property taxes. Facing a


budget deficit, Governor Brown froze local redevelopment activities in


2011 then shuttered the agencies in 2012, diverting their property tax resources


to schools and local services to backfill the state funding shortfall (see Fig. 1).







Figure 1. Sharp Decline in State Funding for Affordable Housing*


Even during the economic boom that just ended, the state never resumed


funding for affordable housing at the same level, despite a doubling of income


tax revenue. The state collected almost $100 billion dollars in income tax last


year, up from just over $40 billion a decade ago. But spending on affordable


housing still languished, despite a number of voter-approved propositions that


allowed the state government to take on debt for affordable housing (Fig 2).


Figure 2. State Income Tax Revenue Doubles While Its Spending on Affordable
Housing Stagnates*







3. Federal Funding Has Proven More Reliable 
Fortunately, and perhaps surprisingly, the federal government's commitment to


California’s affordable housing crisis has remained robust (see Fig. 3).


Figure 3. Return on Income Tax Dollars for Affordable Housing*







Ignoring the decline of state funding, some state legislators have blamed local


zoning practices for the affordable housing crisis and have introduced state-


mandated density bonuses and incentives to spur affordable housing


development. SB-330 (2019), AB-1763 (2019), SB-35 (2017), SB-375 (2008)


as well as recent amendments to the Housing Density Bonus Law (Orig 1979),


all now law, were designed to stimulate affordable housing production through


the:


1) streamlining of approval processes


2) provision of additional density bonuses as incentives







3) creation of CEQA exemption tracks  


Although it is still too soon to assess the impact of the bills passed in 2019,


these incentive approaches do not appear to be working. The state is building


less new affordable housing now than it was in the 2000s (see Fig. 4). Data and


slides for all figures are available at The Defunding of Affordable Housing in California


 


 


4. New Construction of Affordable Housing Still
Languishes


Figure 4. New Construction of Affordable Housing Has Been Sluggish for Over a
Decade*
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In a new twist, the current raft of bills appears to step away from the lower-


income housing challenge in favor of housing for higher earning brackets.


Development incentives that were in place to encourage low-income housing


are now being extended to the market-rate housing segment. This, despite the


fact that the state is on track to exceed its market-rate housing targets for the


5th housing element cycle.*


Figure 5. Affordable Housing Languishes While Market-Rate Presses Full Steam
Ahead*







The Housing Bills: Legislation in an Age of Uncertainty
With so much economic uncertainty, new work-from-home trends, and a
wariness of public transit-use that comes on the heels of years of declining
ridership and will likely jeopardize billions of dollars of transit capital, this isn't
the time to defund affordable housing and focus on market-rate housing.
Unfortunately, many of the current housing bills do just that.


The good news is that while most of the bills making their way through the
legislature seem inured to current economic realities, there are two bills that
distinguish themselves: SB-1299 (Portantino) and SB-1385 (Caballero and
Rubio). Both of these bills acknowledge the pressure on retail/commercial real
estate and the housing opportunity it presents for cities. Portantino’s bill, in
particular, stands out as the only bill that addresses local funding challenges,
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offering an innovative economic incentive for cities to create workforce housing
(see bill highlights below)
 


5. Incentives in the Latest Housing Bills: But Not for
Low Income
Streamlining and incentives originally put in place to encourage low-income
housing are now on offer for higher income brackets in the current bills. These
new incentives add further complexity to an already complex system of
incentives and have the effect of overriding current law and pitting the
production of higher-income housing against lower-income housing—an unfair
fight. 


The bills are color-coded RED, YELLOW or GREEN based on our analysis. 
For more in-depth analysis of the bills go to Legislation in an Age of Uncertainty


SB-995 (Atkins, Wiener, Caballero, Rubio) 
Existing law


In 2008, SB-375 introduced a CEQA fast-track for infill affordable housing built
near transit. SB-375 is now part of the California Public Resource Code. The
law requires a developer to include affordable units within a housing
development, in order to qualify for CEQA fast-tracking: either 20% moderate-
income units, 10% low-income units or 5% very-low-income units.   


SB-995


SB-995, attempts to reduce the qualifying standard for a CEQA fast-track,
lowering the affordable percentage to 15% moderate-income. While a project
is still required to be infill, there is no requirement that it be within a certain
distance of public transit.


ISSUE 1: SB-995 lowers the percentage of affordable units a developer
must include to qualify for CEQA fast-track — this, even as the state
comes up short on affordable housing. Lowering the state’s requirement
for moderate-income units to 15% is at odds with state affordable housing
goals set by the Department of Housing and Community Development
(HCD) at 60% (40% low and very low-income housing units + 20%
moderate-income units). SB-995 erodes inclusionary standards for
affordable yet without a rationale. If legislators believe incentives are the
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path to building sustainable affordable housing, and they believe in the
targets set by the HCD they should align incentives with those targets. 


ISSUE 2: This bill is in conflict with HCD’s established Regional Housing
Needs Allocations (RNHA) and is also in conflict with California's Public
Resource Code.


SUGGESTED FIX: The bill is unnecessary given existing law.


SB-1085 (Skinner and Caballero) 
Modifies existing density bonus law. Current law rewards developers with larger
housing projects than zoning allows, if developers provide affordable units.
Density bonuses are awarded on a sliding scale based on the percentage of
affordable units in the development. SB-1085 lowers the affordability standard
developers must meet to qualify for certain density bonuses.


Existing  law 


Grants density bonuses to developers, allowing them to enlarge a housing
project by 20-35% depending on the percentage of affordable housing units in
the project. The 35% density bonus is reserved for projects that include
either 11% very-low-income units, 20% lower-income units, or 40% moderate-
income units.  


SB-1085 


Awards the 35% density bonus to a developer when the development includes
only 20% moderate-income units, as opposed to 40% moderate-income
units under current law. 


ISSUE: SB-1085 makes elements of the density bonus law obsolete. It
discourages lower-income housing development, by pitting lower-income
housing against moderate-income housing, rewarding them equally. If a
developer can build 20% moderate-income housing or 20% low-income
housing for the same incentive, the economics dictate only the former will
be built. 


SUGGESTED FIX: Remove “or moderate” from clause Govt Code 65915
(b)(H) “Twenty percent of i) the units is for households of low or
moderate incomes”. 
 







6. Low In-Lieu Fees: A Boon for Market-Rate Housing 
Perhaps even more damaging to the cause of affordable housing are new in-lieu
fees (fees developers can pay instead of building the required affordable housing).
The fees suggested in-lieu of building affordable housing are far below the actual
cost of building the units, creating an attractive arbitrage for developers of market-
rate housing. Fees that are set far below the cost of on-site performance inherently
result in little affordable housing. 


AB-1279 (Bloom)


This bill introduces “opportunity areas”, a term currently in use by the California
Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC). TCAC, part of the state treasury,
awards tax credits to affordable housing projects and the maps are used to
identify areas that are suitable for the construction of low-income housing
based on resources available. Some of the factors that are considered are job
proximity, high school graduation rates, unemployment rates, math, and
reading proficiency. AB-1279 states “opportunity areas” will potentially align
with the TCAC opportunity maps, but notes final definition of the areas will be
made at a later date, after the passage of the bill, and by unspecified
“academics”. The “opportunity maps used by TCAC are posted here: TCAC
Affordability maps.


As with the failed bill SB-50, AB-1279 allows the development “by right” of up to
10 housing units in R1 zoning with the requirement that EITHER all 10 units are
designated as moderate-income housing (affordable to a household earning
100% of Area Median Income — AMI). OR a developer can pay a fee and
instead build 10 market-rate housing units. The fee calculation differs if the
housing units are for ownership or rental


The fee to be paid in lieu of building rental housing is set at twice the difference
between 12 months of market-rate rent and 12 months of affordable rent
(where affordability is based on 30% of  60% Area Median Income (AMI) ). 


In real numbers: 


In San Francisco, market-rate rent for a 2-bedroom apartment is
$3,600/month (1).


 Rent for an affordable apartment for a 4 person household at 60% of the
Area Median Household Income is $1,921 (based on U.S. Dept of
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Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 2020 Maximum Income by
Household Size by Metro Area Tables)


 Thus a developer in San Francisco could pay a one-time fee for the right
to build 10 market-rate units in R1 zoning in the amount:


Twice the difference between 12 months of market-rate and
affordable rent:
2 x 12 x ($3,600 - $1,921) = $40,296/unit


For a 10 unit development that’s $402,960


For a $400,000 fee, a developer can purchase the ability to upzone to 10
market-rate units. The present value (PV) of the difference between the market-
rate and affordable income streams for 10 units is approximately $3 million
(2). In this case, the city would give away $3 million of value in exchange for
$0.4 million. In San Francisco, the in-lieu fee is less than the cost of
construction of one affordable housing unit (3).


The in-lieu fee in the case of ownership units is set at 10% of the
difference in sales price between a market-rate unit sale and an
affordable unit sale - affordable meaning it must be affordable to a
household earning up to 100% of the Area Median Income and paying
a maximum of 30% of income in housing costs. 


The average sale price for a 2-bedroom unit in SF in March 2020
was about $1.4M


30% of 100% Area Median Income is $3,200/month (per 2020 HUD
charts mentioned above). That’s the allowable monthly cost for
housing and would include property tax and utilities. That monthly
housing cost translates to an affordable home of approximately
$430,000 to $450,000. 


The difference between the sale of a market rate unit and an
affordable unit would be $1.4M - $0.45M = $0.95M


So a developer would pay 10% of that which is  $95,000 per unit or
$0.95M in fees to build 10 market-rate units. 


The market value of 10 units would be around $14M but the
developer pays less than $1M in in-lieu fees. In San Francisco, that
would cover the construction costs of two affordable housing units.
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ISSUE 1. ”Opportunity Areas” need to be defined upfront before the bill
can be considered. The impact cannot be properly assessed if the areas
are not defined. A larger issue is that the state should settle on the map of
choice for land-use. Cities are required by Gov. Code 65583(a)(3) to
develop site inventories as part of the RHNA process. There are now
three competing definitions - local site inventories, opportunity areas, and
last year's "transit-rich".  The state cannot expect cities and local planning
agencies to participate in the development of their RHNA targets and
then sideline their planning efforts. Everyone needs to be working towards
a common goal.


ISSUE 2. The sale of upzoning opportunities to developers for market-
rate housing in areas deemed “Opportunity Areas” by TCAC undermines
affordable housing efforts. The in-lieu fees are set so low that the clause
in the bill that pertains to 10 or fewer units seems designed to produce
market-rate housing under the guise of incentivizing affordable housing.
The economics of the deal also incentivizes the construction of ownership
units over rental units at a time when the rental market is particularly tight.
"Opportunity areas" were identified as suitable sites for affordable housing
but AB-1279 instead encourages the development of market-rate housing
in these areas, undermining the original purpose of the map.


SUGGESTED FIX: Opportunity areas should be clarified upfront and
should be consistent with areas identified for housing development in the
RHNA process. All possibility of paying in-lieu fees instead of building
affordable housing should be struck from the text. If upzoning to 10 units
is allowed it should only be allowed for developments that reflect the
state-mandated RHNA affordable housing targets: 40% low and very low-
income units, 20% moderate units, 40% market-rate units. 


7. Up-Zoning: Pits Market-Rate Against  Affordable
Housing  
Other housing bills in this legislative session that fall into the up-zoning
category are


SB-902 (Wiener) 







Allows 10 units of market-rate housing to be developed on almost any parcel
(areas remain undefined) with the support of the local city council. 


Enables city councils to roll back voter-approved land-use initiatives.


ISSUE: Antithetical to democratic principles. The bill grants city councils
the right to override general plans that are the culmination of community
outreach, public hearings, and debate. Granting the ability to override
voter-approved initiatives to a city council raises the specter of future legal
challenges for the state.  The bill will likely have the effect of further
politicizing local elections as city council seats become a path to
upzoning. The bill accomplishes nothing for low-income housing, focusing
as it does, solely on market-rate housing.


SUGGESTED FIX: Since the state’s Regional Housing Needs
Assessment has set targets of 40% market-rate, 20% moderate, and 40%
low-income, upzoning should be favored only if developments reflect
those percentages. This bill favors market rate over affordable housing,
undermining the ability of any city that might adopt this law, to reach their
state-required RHNA affordable housing quotas. Cities, as seen in Figure
1, are not struggling with their market-rate RHNA quotas.


 
SB-1120 (Atkins, Caballero, Wiener) 
 
Allows lot-splits and duplex development “by right” in single-family
neighborhoods with 1 parking space per unit — or none, if transit is within
½ mi.  Requires that any rental unit created pursuant to this bill has a rental
restriction of 30 days or longer.


ISSUE: Per Figure 1, above, the state is on track to exceed its market-
rate housing quotas for the 5th housing element cycle. There is no need
to incentivize market-rate housing with a reduced parking requirement or
a streamlined approval process. Reduced parking requirements should be
exclusive to low-income housing developments. Parking for market-rate
housing should follow local zoning rules. Currently, the state has an
average of over two registered cars per household, a number that has
only increased over the last several years, despite previous forecasts of
peak car. It remains to be seen how the current decline in public transit
ridership and the recession will affect vehicle ownership, but in the







majority of the state, it is unlikely to fall below two cars per household
anytime soon. As such the removal of parking minimums should once
again be kept for low-income developments. In addition, urban lot splits
should still be open to local discretionary review and local subdivision
ordinances. There are many considerations that factor into a subdivision
and it should follow the standard local approval processes.


SUGGESTED FIX: Upzoning in of itself is an enormous incentive for
market-rate housing. California is on track with its market-rate housing.
No additional incentives are required. Remove language that
reduces parking requirements and remove the designation of these
projects as “ministerially approved”. Require these market-rate projects to
follow the standard local approval processes. Also to clarify the intention
of the bill and avoid the misinterpretation that the bill enables duplexes on
both lots, it should say that the lot split is only for the purpose of
supporting the development of a 2 unit housing project.
On a positive note, the 30-day minimum rental restriction discourages the
creation of units for short-term Airbnb stays, although, in reality, the rule
may be difficult to enforce.


SB-1385 (Caballero, Rubio) 
Allows residential development as an authorized use on sites zoned for
commercial and office if 50% of the square footage has been without a tenant
for three years or more.  


ISSUE: No issues. This is one of two bills that acknowledge current
economic realities. No affordable housing is created but it does create
more housing without giving away the farm. Seems to be a win/win. 


SUGGESTED FIX: None


SB-1299 (Portantino) 
Creates an incentive to convert idle big-box retail to moderate-income work-
force housing by providing grants to cities that are tied to the average sale use
tax generated by the idle property over the past 7 years.


ISSUE: NONE. This is the only bill that addresses funding challenges for
cities. It creates an innovative economic incentive for cities to convert big-
box to housing. The carrot versus the stick approach.







SUGGESTED FIX: None. Unfortunately, this bill will likely struggle in the
legislature because it requires state funding and the state has proved
remarkably reluctant to meaningfully support affordable housing, which
state leaders cite as a top priority


 
8. Notes and Sources
*The Dept of Housing and Community Development (HCD) is responsible for
determining regional housing needs (segmented by income levels). The
regional housing need is determined using demographics projections from
California’s Dept of Finance and a formula that takes into account household
formation rates, demographics, income, and jobs etc. Local planning bodies
separately calculate their housing needs and then conferring with HCD their
regional housing need is finalized. The local planning body then allocates that
housing need by jurisdiction. These final allocations are referred to as the
Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) plan. These plans are then reflected
in the housing element of a local government’s general plan. In some cases,
access to state and federal funding for affordable housing requires a compliant
housing element. As such, there is an incentive for local jurisdictions to comply
with these state processes. 


The cycle to update the housing element happens on a 5 or 8-year cycle, the
cycle length chosen by the local planning body. Typically, larger urban areas
are on an 8-year cycle.  California is currently in its 5th housing element cycle.
The smaller regions on a 5-year plan completed their cycle at the end of 2019,
the larger urban regions are due to complete in the 2021 to 2023 timeframe.


Note: Statewide, approx 40% of the housing need in the 5th housing element
cycle has been determined to be very low and low income, 20 % moderate-
income, and 40% market-rate. 


Sources: All source data are available on the website
 


Figure 1. Sharp Decline in State Funding for Affordable Housing


Note: Affordable Funding totals do not include mortgage revenue bond
financing for affordable housing.


Dept of Housing and Community Development (HCD): Annual Reports (2005 to
2019)
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Redevelopment Housing Activities Financial Reports (2005 to 2011), HCD
public request under the FOIA


California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (CTAC) Annual Reports (2008 to
2019)


California Business Community and Housing Agency, HEAP annual report
(2018-2019)


California Dept of Social Services CDSS: CalWORKS Annual Reports (2008 to
2019) and CDSS public request under the FOIA


California Office of Emergency Services (CalOES): Joint Legislative Budget
Committee Report (2005 to 2019) (CalOES public request under the FOIA)


Dept. Health Care Services (DHCS): Mental Health Care Act Expenditure
Reports (2005 to 2019)


California Housing Finance Agency (CalHFA): Comprehensive Annual Reports
(2008 to 2019), 


 


Figure 2. State Income Tax Revenue Doubles While Its Spending on
Affordable Housing Stagnates


Note: Affordable Funding totals do not include mortgage revenue bond
financing for affordable housing.


Sources as in Figure 1 and in addition


California State Controller’s Office: State of California Comprehensive Annual
Financial Reports (2005 to 2019)


 


Figure 3. Return on Income Tax Dollars for Affordable Housing - Federal
vs State


Sources as in Figures 1& 2  and in addition


U.S. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development (HUD): 


Source: HUD Exchange: State Grants from 2005 to 2019


Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) including Economic
Development and Disaster Recovery Initiative (CDBG-ED, CDBG-DRI); Federal
Emergency Shelter Grant Program/ Emergency Solutions Grant Program







(ESG); Home Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) including Drought
Tenant based Rental Assistance (HOME-DRI); Housing Assistance Program
(HAP); Housing Trust Program (HTP); Neighborhood Stabilization Program
(NSP)


Source: HUD portal datasets on rental assistance covering the following
programs


Public Housing, Housing Choice Vouchers, Project-Based Section 8, Mod
Rehab, S236/BMIR, 202/PRAC, 811/PRAC, MF/Other


U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services (HHS)


Source: SAMHSA State Summaries 2014 to 2019, Public Request under FOIA
SAMHSA 2000 to 2014 data (pending), FYSB State Allocation Tables – Basic
Center and TLP; SMHS Supplement to the Medi-Cal Estimate November
Reports 2000 to 2019, SAMHSA – Projects for Assistance in Transition from
Homelessness (PATH); Family and Youth Services Bureau – Basic Center
Program and Transitional Living Programs; Medi-Cal Specialty Mental Health
Services Program 


U.S. Dept of Agriculture (USDA) 


Source: USDA Rural Housing Program Funding Activity Year-End Report (2008
to 2019)


521 Rental Assistance; 523 Self Help TA Grants; 504 Repair and Rehab
Grants; MFH Tenant Vouchers; 533 Housing Preservations Grants; 516 Farm
Labor Housing grants


Dept Of Housing and Community Development (HCD) – Federal grants to
HCD 


Source: HCD Annual Reports (2004 to 2019) cross-referenced with HUD
Exchange reporting


Community Development Block Grant (CDBG), Emergency Solution Grants
(ESG), Home Intervention Partnerships (HOME), Homelessness Prevention
Re-Housing Program (HPRP), Housing Assistance Programs (HAP) until 2012,
National Housing Trust Fund (HTF), Neighborhood Stabilization Program (NSP)


California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (CTAC)


Source: CTAC Annual Reports (2000 to 2019); 4% and 9%  Federal Low
Income Housing Tax Credits for Affordable Housing 







State Controller’s Office


Source: State of California Comprehensive Annual Financial Reports; State of
Revenues, Expenditures and Changes in Fund Balances 20015 to 2019


Internal Revenue Service


Source: IRS Tax Statistics: Historical Table State Tax - California 2005 to 2017


 


Figure 4. New Construction of Affordable Housing Has Been Sluggish For
Over a Decade


California Tax Credit Committee:(CTAC) Annual Report data on project awards
by type of construction type  - includes 4% and 9%  tax credit projects


Figure 5. Affordable Housing Languishes While Market-Rate Presses Full
steam Ahead


Source: Regional Housing Need Assessments as determined and reported by
the Dept of Housing and Community Development (HCD). The cycles last
between 5 and 8 years so targets have been prorated based on the percent of
the cycle completed at the time of the most recent HCD progress reports
(2019). Permit Progress data is from  HCD’s 5th cycle Annual Progress Report
Summary.


1.Data from Rent Cafe
2.City of Pasadena: Affordable Housing: In-lieu Fee Study, Pasadena (2018)
3.Terner Center:The Cost of Affordable Housing Production ,March 2020


Copyright © 2020 Embarcadero Institute, All rights reserved.
You are receiving this email because you either opted in at our website or are a public official in the state


of California


Our mailing address is:
Embarcadero Institute


P.O. Box 203
Palo Alto, CA 94302



https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=b6ac475b49&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=930ad801a3&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=4e54aa95a2&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=1a5e8efc44&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=ac095aae58&e=aa408e2a0e





Add us to your address book


Or sign up here for our newsletter
Want to change how you receive these emails?


You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.



https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/vcard?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=b8fd563dfc

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/track/click?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=6a38c992b4&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/profile?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=b8fd563dfc&e=aa408e2a0e

https://embarcaderoinstitute.us3.list-manage.com/unsubscribe?u=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&id=b8fd563dfc&e=aa408e2a0e&c=36060d9d97

http://www.mailchimp.com/email-referral/?utm_source=freemium_newsletter&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=referral_marketing&aid=2be5338b8936422eafd975fed&afl=1






From: Hazel Davalos
To: Web-City Clerk; City Council
Subject: Public comment for today"s meeting
Date: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 2:09:28 PM


Hello my name is Hazel Davalos, organizing director with CAUSE. I’ve been alarmed by the 
growing rate of cases here and it’s concerning that over 25% of cases in the city are 
agricultural workers. My organization in partnership with MICOP (Mixteco Indigenous 
Community Organizing Project) sent a joint statement to the board of supervisors last week 
because we fear things could get much worse, especially for farmworkers if the county and 
city don’t act quickly. We asked county supervisors, public health department and 
agricultural commission to take steps to increase regulation of the agricultural industry. Ag 
is the largest employer of essential workers in our county, if we’re going to get serious 
about stopping workplace transmission of the virus this is the first place that you should 
look. I’ve forwarded this statement to you because the City of Santa Maria has an important 
role to play here. 


Last week there was a major outbreak in Ventura County where 176 out of 200 h-2a 
farmworkers housed at a Reiter owned facility tested positive for COVID-19. This shouldn’t 
come as a surprise, when you have that many people living in dormitory style housing, the 
risk of spread is great. I come today to ask that you all heed this warning, two of the 
companies housing workers at that facility, Elkhorn and Royal Oaks both have operations in 
Santa Maria, and as you know Santa Maria is one of the number one destinations for h-2a 
workers in the state, we are literally a ticking time bomb. 


Aside from H-2A it’s important to note the role agriculture plays in general. We have heard 
from workers that initial safety precautions have become lax.  We were recently contacted 
by workers at a packing house in Guadalupe, residents of Santa Maria, who learned of 
positive COVID cases amongst co-workers, they requested better screening and 
temperature checks and the company’s response was to tell workers that if they didn’t like it 
they could leave and be easily replaced. When workers aren’t getting clear direction from 
employers about how to stay safe and are even retaliated against when they request better 
standards, we have a problem. 


It’s critical that the industry does its part to slow the spread.  Due to low wages, 
farmworkers often have to live in crowded housing and carpool to work, this means that if a 
worker gets sick on the job, they risk going back home and infecting even more people. We 
must do all we can to stop workplace transmission in the fields and packing houses. 


One suggestion for where you as a council can make a difference is revising your h-2a 
housing farmworker ordinance. You could amend this policy to state that when a grower 
applies for a permit to house more than 6 h-2a workers in an R-1 zone, that they must 
provide a COVID safety protocol plan, have a public health officer walk through their facility 
prior to housing workers there and require that employers test h-2a workers as soon as 
they arrive to the community. 


Taking these steps right away is crucial. We have approximately 2,000 h-2a workers in the 
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City of Santa Maria alone. Many companies bring in a new group of h-2a workers for the fall 
harvest. We need you to act now. 


-- 
Hazel Davalos


Community Organizing Director


p: (805) 922-4447 


a: 120 E. Jones St. Santa Maria,CA 93454 


w: www.causenow.org e: hazel@causenow.org


pronouns: she/ her/ella 


   


Continue your commitment for CAUSE in your estate planning. 



http://www.causenow.org/
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From: Cliff Solomon
To: Gloria Soto
Cc: Abe Melendrez; Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt; Pam Gates
Subject: Will the Santa Maria Police investigation be on the council agenda?
Date: Friday, May 29, 2020 2:47:32 PM
Attachments: 45124CEC949B4FC0988547E6FC888246.png


Gloria: as you can see from the email thread below, I have asked Abe and Lawanda for their opinions about the
Santa Maria police investigation of the arrest of Alejandro Meza last year. Given the recent events of the killings
of 3 African-Americans, I want to make sure that we hold our police accountable for their actions.
 
I saw the article in the SM Times that described the police’s actions as “minor use-of-force”. But it seems like the
public has yet to be given the Police’s report on the arrest. Is this going to be on the next City Council’s meeting
agenda? Thanks for any information you can provide.
 
--Cliff Solomon
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 


From: Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2020 2:08 PM
To: Abraham Cause; Cliff Solomon
Cc: Pam Gates
Subject: Re: Are you happy with the Santa Maria Police investigation?
 
Yes, why don't we ask Gloria?
 


Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt


President


Santa Maria-Lompoc NAACP


Phone: (805)-448-7869


Email: lyonspruitt@msn.com


 


"Democracy dies in Darkness." The Washington Post


 
From: Abraham Cause <abraham@causenow.org>
Sent: Friday, May 29, 2020 12:26 PM
To: Cliff Solomon <cliff_solomon@msn.com>
Cc: Lawanda Lyons-Pruitt <lyonspruitt@msn.com>; Pam Gates <pamegates@yahoo.com>
Subject: Re: Are you happy with the Santa Maria Police investigation?
 
Hi Cliff, Thanks for raising this up. Other than the SM Times article is there any more information? I talked with
the reporter and he told me there has been no press release or anything from SMPD but that they only informed
him because he reached out to them. I'm wondering if there is a report that will be presented to the city council.
For now the actual details seem to be private. It might be worthwhile asking for more information to be shared
with the community.
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I'm absolutely flooded at the moment with the farmworker stuff but would be happy to assist any way I can.
 
On Fri, May 29, 2020 at 10:30 AM Cliff Solomon <cliff_solomon@msn.com> wrote:


Given the recent deaths at the hands of police in Minneapolis and elsewhere, I wanted to check in with both of
you to see if you are satisfied with the Santa Maria Police investigation of last October’s use of force in the
arrest of Alejandro Meza. I’m conflicted as to whether these were “minor use-of-force” tactics or not. We have
to keep the police accountable for their actions.
 
What are your thoughts? Thanks.
 
--Cliff Solomon
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
 


 
--


Abraham Melendrez
Policy Advocate


p: (805) 253-3686
a: 120 E. Jones St. Santa Maria,CA 93454 
w: www.causenow.org e: abraham@causenow.org
pronouns: he/ him/ el


   
Continue your commitment for CAUSE in your estate planning. 
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From: Meg Desmond
Subject: Additional Handouts for tomorrow"s HCED Policy Committee Meeting
Date: Thursday, June 4, 2020 11:25:49 AM
Attachments: image002.png


2020-6-2-CAA-Oppose-SplitRoll.pdf
CSHPT Coalition List 6.4.20 (EXTERNAL).pdf


Dear HCED Policy Committee Members,
 
Attached are two more handouts for the HCED policy committee meeting being held tomorrow
morning.
 
Best –
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.


  


www.SupportLocalRecovery.org
Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn
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Stanislaus County 
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Calaveras County 
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CALIFORNIA ASSESSORS' ASSOCIATION 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 



June 2, 2020 



Assembly Committees 
Revenue and Taxation 
Local Government 



RE: Initiative Constitutional Amendment to Increase Funding for Public Schools, 



Community Colleges, and Local Government Services by Changing Tax Assessment 



of Commercial and Industrial Property (#1870) 



Dear Committee Members, 



After careful consideration the California Assessors' Association must oppose The 
California Schools and Local Communities Funding Act of 2020 (initiative No. 19-
0008-Amendment 1 ). 



Since 2017 The California Assessors' Association (CAA), has monitored and analyzed 
the administrative complexities and estimated costs of implementing two proposed 
initiatives commonly referred to as "split-roll initiatives." These initiatives generally 
would require regular reassessment of Commercial and Industrial prope1iy at current 
market value, and would eliminate Proposition 13 protections for significant numbers 
of those prope1iies. "The California Schools and Local Communities Funding Act of 
2020", the most recent version of "Split-Roll" has now qualified for the November 3, 
2020 ballot. 



The implementation costs and administrative issues raised by our analysis have only 
become more problematic due to pending budget cuts and hiring freezes which are 
being implemented by counties across the State. Current local budgetary realities will 
make implementation of the initiative extremely difficult. 



The CAA, through our Split-Roll Ad Hoc Committee has surveyed the various 
California Assessors' Offices to obtain projected costs of substantial staff increases 
and technology costs to implement this initiative, if passed by the voters. To obtain 
the most accurate projection of costs, the CAA commissioned an in-depth analysis of 
the data by Capitol Matrix Consulting. The CAA undertook this project to provide 
information to our members, to policy makers and to the public for use in their overall 
evaluation of the Split Roll initiative. 



The "Policy Briefing Paper on Split Roll Initiative" prepared by the CAA and the 
"Split Roll Implementation - Estimated Costs to County Assessors" provided by 
Capitol Matrix Consulting are the result of CAA research and analysis. Both reports 
are attached to this statement. 
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CALIFORNIA ASSESSORS' ASSOCIATION 



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 



The major discussion points below are discussed in detail in the attached documents. 



• Cost to implement is projected at $1.01 Billion during the three-year phase in period
• Implementation would require a trained workforce that is not available today and would not be



available for many years.
• Exclusions with complicated rules to review and approve requiring coordination with all counties
• Disparate impacts on the States Counties and likelihood that the initiative would trigger negative roll



growth in small and rural counties due to exemptions and exclusions



The Assessors of California are committed to fair and impartial implementation of the of the Constitution 
and the laws of the State of California and, as always, Assessors will faithfully implement the will of the 
people. 



However, given the immense anticipated Statewide implementation costs and complexities, as well as the 
disparate impacts to the various California counties we are compelled to oppose this initiative. 
The California Assessors' Association advises a no vote on The California Schools and Local Communities 
Funding Act of 2020 (initiative No. 19-0008-Amendment 1) on the November 3, 2020 ballot. 



Sincerely, 



Don H. Gaekle, President 
California Assessors' Association 



CC: Members of the Assembly Revenue and Taxation Committee 
Members of the Assembly Local Government Committee 
Rob Grossglauser, CAA Advocate 
CAA Members 



Art. Policy Briefing Paper on Split Roll Initiative (CAA) 
Split Roll Implementation - Estimated Costs to County Assessors (Capitol Matrix Consulting) 
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www.StopHigherPropertyTaxes.org 
 



 
 



Ad paid for by Californians to Save Prop 13 and Stop Higher Property Taxes, sponsored by California homeowners, 
taxpayers, and businesses 



Committee major funding from 
Vornado Realty Trust 



Western Manufactured Housing Communities Association 
California Taxpayers Association  



Funding details at www.fppc.ca.gov 



We OPPOSE Initiative 17-0055 and Initiative 19-0008, the special interest-backed 
split-roll property tax measures that attack Prop 13. 



 
Statewide Organization
American Legion, Department of California 
AMVETS Department of California 
AMVETS Service Foundation 
Asians in Energy 
Association of California Life and Health Insurance 
Companies 
Building Owners and Managers - California 
Building Owners and Managers - International 
California Asian Pacific Chamber of Commerce 
California Assisted Living Association 
California Association of Sheet Metal and Air 
Conditioning Contractors  
California Association of Winegrape Growers 
California Attractions and Parks Association 
California Bankers Association 
California Black Chamber of Commerce 
California Building Industry Alliance  
California Business and Industrial Alliance 
California Business Properties Association 
California Business Roundtable 
California Citrus Mutual 
California Chamber of Commerce 
California Cotton Ginners and Growers 
Association 
California Craft Brewers Association 
California Delivery Association   
California Distributors Association 
California Farm Bureau Federation 
California Fresh Fruit Association 
California Fuels and Convenience Alliance 
California Grocers Association 
California Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
California Hotels and Lodging Association  
California Independent Petroleum Association  
California Infill Builders 
California Journal for Filipino Americans 
California League of Food Producers 
California Manufacturers and Technology 
Association 
California Metals Coalition 
California Mortgage Bankers Association 
California Rental Housing Association 
California Restaurants Association 
California Retailers Association 
 



California Self Storage Association 
California Senior Advocates League 
California Small Business Association 
California State Conference of the NAACP 
California State National Action Network 
California Taxpayer Protection Committee 
California Taxpayers Association 
California Taxpayers’ Coalition  
California Women’s Leadership Association 
Coalition of Small and Disabled Veteran Businesses 
Family Business Association of California 
Far West Equipment Dealers Association 
Filipino-American United States Marine Association  
Guatemalan American Chamber of Commerce  
Hispanic 100 
Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association 
International Association of Black Professional 
Firefighters 
International Council of Shopping Centers 
International Warehouse Logistics Association 
Jewish War Veterans, Department of California  
Latin American & Caribbean Business Chamber of 
Commerce 
Marine Corps Veterans Association 
Military Officers Association of America, California 
Council of Chapters 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - California  
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - Commercial Real Estate Development 
Association 
National Association of Real Estate Investment 
Trusts 
National Federation of Independent Business - CA 
National Self Storage Association 
National Tax Limitation Committee 
Nicaraguan American Chamber of Commerce of 
Northern California  
Plumbing-Heating-Cooling Contractors Association 
of California 
Pro Small Biz CA 
Reserve Organization of America, Department of 
Golden West 
Scottish American Military Society  
 











 



*As of June 4, 2020 



United Latinos Vote 
Vietnam Veterans of America, California State 
Council  
West Coast Lumber & Building Material Association 
Western Agricultural Processors Association 
Western Growers Association 



Western Manufactured Housing Communities 
Association 
Western Propane and Gas Association  
Western United Dairies 
Wine Institute 
Women’s Veteran Alliance



  
Regional Organizations 
African American Chamber of Commerce of San 
Joaquin County 
AIR CRE 
Alliance of Contra Costa Taxpayers 
Angeles Mesa Presbyterian Church 
Apartment Association of Greater Los Angeles 
Apple Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Asian Business Association of Los Angeles  
Associated Builders and Contractors, Northern 
California Chapter 
Association of the United States Army, Northern 
California 
Association of the United States Army, Southern 
California 
Bay Area Council 
Bay Area Salvadorian Chamber of Commerce 
Brea Chamber of Commerce  
Building Owners and Managers - Greater Los 
Angeles 
Building Owners and Managers - Inland Empire 
Building Owners and Managers - Oakland East 
Bay 
Building Owners and Managers - Orange 
County 
Building Owners and Managers - Sacramento 
Building Owners and Managers - San Diego 
Building Owners and Managers – San 
Francisco 
Building Owners and Managers – Silicon Valley 
Burbank Chamber of Commerce 
Calaveras County Taxpayers Association  
Camarillo Chamber of Commerce 
Carlsbad Chamber of Commerce 
Carmel Chamber of Commerce 
Carson Chamber of Commerce 
Cedar Grove Baptist Church 
Central City Association of Los Angeles 
Central Valley Business Federation 
Central Coast Taxpayers Association 
Central Valley Taxpayers Association 
Cesar E. Chavez Chapter of the American GI 
Forum, Sacramento 
Community Repower Movement 
Contra Costa Taxpayers Association 
Crenshaw Chamber of Commerce 



Community Repower Movement 
Dinuba Chamber of Commerce 
Dublin Chamber of Commerce 
El Dorado Hills Chamber of Commerce 
El Monte/South El Monte Chamber of 
Commerce 
Elk Grove Chamber of Commerce  
Faith Fellowship Christian Church  
Fontana Chamber of Commerce 
Fremont Chamber of Commerce 
Fresno Asian Business Institute and Resource 
Center 
Fresno Chamber of Commerce 
Fresno County Farm Bureau 
Fullerton Association of Concerned Taxpayers 
Genesis Church Sacramento  
Glendora Chamber of Commerce 
Gold Country Taxpayers Association 
Goleta Chamber of Commerce  
Greater Bakersfield Chamber of Commerce 
Greater Coachella Valley Chamber of 
Commerce 
Greater Conejo Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Greater Faith Baptist Church 
Greater Maranatha Church of God in Christ 
Hayward Chamber of Commerce  
Hispanic Chambers of Commerce, San 
Francisco 
Huntington Park Chamber of Commerce 
Inland Empire Economic Partnership 
Institute of Real Estate Management - Central 
Coast 
Institute of Real Estate Management - Greater 
Los Angeles 
Institute of Real Estate Management - Orange 
County 
Institute of Real Estate Management - 
Sacramento Valley 
Institute of Real Estate Management - San 
Diego 
Institute of Real Estate Management - San 
Francisco Bay Area 
Institute of Real Estate Management - San 
Joaquin 
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Institute of Real Estate Management - Southern 
California Inland Empire 
Kern County Farm Bureau 
Kern County Taxpayers Association 
La Verne Chamber of Commerce  
Laguna Niguel Chamber of Commerce 
Lodi Chamber of Commerce 
Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce 
Los Angeles County Business Federation 
Los Angeles Mesa Presbyterian Church 
Los Molinos Chamber of Commerce 
LULAC Santa Ana 
Madera County Farm Bureau 
Malibu Chamber of Commerce 
Manteca Chamber of Commerce 
Merced County Farm Bureau 
Modesto Chamber of Commerce 
Murrieta Wildomar Chamber of Commerce 
NAACP – Beverly Hills / Hollywood Branch  
NAACP – Coastal Area Branch  
NAACP – Hayward / South Alameda County 
Branch 
NAACP – Fresno Branch  
NAACP – Modesto / Stanislaus Branch  
NAACP – Stockton Branch 
National Action Network LAX 
National Action Network Sacramento  
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - Inland Empire 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - Sacramento 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - San Diego 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - San Francisco Bay Area 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - Silicon Valley 
National Association of Industrial and Office 
Properties - Southern California 
Newport Beach Chamber of Commerce 
Nor Cal Rental Property Association 
North Orange County Chamber of Commerce 
North Sacramento Chamber of Commerce 
North Valley Property Owners Association 
Norwalk Chamber of Commerce  
Oceanside Chamber of Commerce 
Orange County Business Council 
Orange County Hispanic Chamber of 
Commerce 



Orange County Taxpayers Association 
Oxnard Chamber of Commerce 
Pacific Grove Chamber of Commerce 
Pasadena Chamber of Commerce  
Placer County Taxpayers Association  
Pleasanton Chamber of Commerce  
Regional California Black Chamber of 
Commerce of San Fernando Valley 
Regional Chamber of Commerce of San Gabriel 
Valley 
Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
Rosemead Chamber of Commerce 
Sacramento County Farm Bureau  
Sacramento Regional Builders Exchange 
Sacramento Taxpayers Association  
San Diego Regional Chamber of Commerce 
San Diego Tax Fighters 
San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 
San Joaquin County Farm Bureau 
San Luis Obispo County Farm Bureau 
San Marcos Chamber of Commerce  
Santa Barbara County Farm Bureau  
Santa Barbara County Taxpayers Association 
Santa Maria Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Seaside Taxpayers Association 
Silicon Valley Leadership Group 
Silicon Valley Taxpayers Association 
Solano County Taxpayers Association   
Sonoma County Farm Bureau 
South Bureau Ministerial Alliance 
Southwest California Legislative Council 
Sutter County Taxpayers Association 
Taft District Chamber of Commerce 
Taxpayers Association of El Dorado County 
The Men’s Cancer Network 
The Performing Arts for Life and Education 
Foundation 
Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce 
Tulare Chamber of Commerce 
Tulare County Farm Bureau 
United Chambers of Commerce - San Fernando 
Valley Region 
Valley Industry and Commerce Association 
Ventura County Taxpayers Association 
Vernon Chamber of Commerce 
Wilmington Chamber of Commerce  
Yolo County Farm Bureau



 
Elected Officials  
Bonnie Gore, Supervisor, County of Placer Daron McDaniel, Supervisor, County of Merced 



Dennis Townsend, Supervisor, County of Tulare 
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Don Wagner, Supervisor, County of Orange 
Janice Rutherford, Supervisor, County of San 
Bernardino 
Jeff Hewitt, Supervisor, County of Riverside 
Joe Neves, Supervisor, County of Kings 
John Peschong, Supervisor, County of San Luis 
Obispo 
Kirk Uhler, Supervisor, County of Placer 
Kuyler Crocker, Supervisor, County of Tulare 
Lynn Compton, Supervisor, County of San Luis 
Obispo 
Michelle Steel, Supervisor, County of Orange 
Mike Leahy, Supervisor, County of Yuba 
Robert Williams, Supervisor, County of Tehama 
Steve Brandau, Supervisor, County of Fresno 
Sue Frost, Supervisor, County of Sacramento  
Andrew Kotyuk, Mayor, City of San Jacinto  
April Verlato, Mayor, City of Arcadia 
Beth Haney, Mayor, City of Yorba Linda  
Bill Wells, Mayor, City of El Cajon 
Cameron Smyth, Mayor, City of Santa Clarita 
Deidre Bennett, former Mayor, City of Colton 
Greg Raths, Mayor, City of Mission Viejo 
Jim Price, former Mayor, City of Atwater 
Joe Henderson, Mayor, City of Wheatland 
Joe Vinatieri, Mayor, City of Whittier 
John Cruikshank, Mayor, Rancho Palos Verdes 
John Inks, former Mayor, City of Mountain View 
John Minto, Mayor, City of Santee 
Judy Nelson, Mayor, City of Glendora 
Larry, McCallon, Mayor, City of Highland  
Margarita Rios, Mayor, City of Norwalk 
Nancy Lyons, Mayor, City of Diamond Bar 
Naresh Solanki, Mayor, City of Cerritos  
Paul Creighton, Mayor, City of Atwater 
Raymond Dutton, Mayor, City of Bellflower 
Richard Montgomery, Mayor, City of Manhattan 
Beach 
Rudy Mendoza, Mayor, City of Woodlake 
Russ Utz, Mayor, City of San Jacinto 
Samuel Kang, Mayor, City of Duarte 
Sho Tay, Mayor, City of Arcadia 
Steve Hofbauer, Mayor, City of Palmdale 
Steve Tye, Former Mayor, City of Diamond Bar 
Tim Shaw, Mayor, City of La Habra  
Todd Campbell, former Mayor, City of Ontario 



Tom Means, former Mayor, City of Mountain 
View 
Tony Wu, Mayor, City of West Covina 
W. Bruce Lee, Former Mayor, City of Loomis 
Doris Gentry, Vice Mayor, City of Napa 
Ed Scott, Mayor Pro tem, City of Rialto 
James Bozajian, Mayor Pro tem, City of 
Calabasas  
Michael Zuccolillo, Vice Mayor, City of Paradise 
Rachelle Arizmendi, Mayor Pro tem, City of 
Sierra Madre 
Alexander Blackburn, Councilmember, City of 
Monrovia 
Ara Najarian, Councilmember, City of Glendale 
Austin Lumbard, Councilmember, City of Tustin 
Barbara Delgleize, Councilmember, City of 
Huntington Beach  
Bill Halldin, Councilmember, City of Rocklin 
Brian Raymond, Councilmember, City of 
Atwater 
Bret Daniels, Councilmember, City of Citrus 
Heights 
Bruce Barrows, Councilmember, City of Cerritos 
Cathy Warner, Councilmember, City of Whittier 
Cheryl Maki, Councilmember, City of Auburn 
Chris Cate, Councilmember, City of San Diego 
Chuong Vo, Councilmember, City of Cerritos 
Dean Grose, Councilmember, City of Los 
Alamitos 
Deborah Pauly, Former Councilmember, City of 
Villa Park 
Denise Diaz, Councilmember, City of South 
Gate 
Dennis P. Zine, Former Councilmember, City of 
Los Angeles 
Ed Sachs, Councilmember, City of Mission Viejo 
Ernesto Gutierrez, Councilmember, City of 
Cathedral 
Fernando Vasquez, former Councilmember, City 
of Downey 
Fred Gaines, Councilmember and Former 
Mayor, City of Calabasas  
Gary Boyer, Councilmember, City of Glendora 
George Chen, Councilmember, City of Torrance 
Greig Smith, former Councilmember, City of Los 
Angeles 
Henry Chang, former Councilmember, City of 
Oakland 
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Holly Andreatta, Councilmember, City of Lincoln 
Jacquie Sullivan, Councilmember, City of 
Bakersfield 
Janice Keating, Former Councilmember, City of 
Modesto 
Jim Edwards, Councilmember, City of Cerritos  
Joe Angel Zamora, Councilmember, City of 
Santa Fe Springs 
Joe Camicia, Former Councilmember, City of 
Alameda  
Joe Patterson, Councilmember, City of Rocklin 
Juan Garza, Councilmember, City of Bellflower 
Kevin Muldon, Councilmember, City of Newport 
Beach 
Letty Lopez-Viado, Councilmember, City of 
West Covina                                                   
Luis Marquez, Former Councilmember, City of 
Downey 
Margaret Finlay, Councilmember, City of Duarte 
Martin Devine, Councilmember, City of Hanford 
Mike Griffiths, Councilmember, City of Torrance 
Mike Judge, Councilmember, City of Simi Valley 
Mike Posey, Councilmember, City of Huntington 
Beach  
Patrick Brendan, Councilmember, City of 
Huntington Beach 
Pedro Aceituno, Councilmember, City of Bell 
Gardens 



Peggy Huang, Councilmember, City of Yorba 
Linda 
Pete Constant, Former Councilmember, City of 
San Jose 
Peter Amundson, Councilmember, City of 
Arcadia 
Randy Pope, Councilmember, City of Oakley 
Rick Rodriguez, Councilmember, City of 
Downey 
Samuel Kang, Councilmember, City of Duarte 
Sharon Kalani, Councilmember, City of 
Torrance 
Shellie Milne, Former Councilmember, City of 
Hemet 
Sho Tay, Councilmember, City of Arcadia 
Stephanie McKenzie, Councilmember, City of 
Marysville  
Tara Campbell, Councilmember, City of Yorba 
Linda 
Tim Onderko, Councilmember, City of Loomis 
Todd Rigby, Councilmember, City of Eastvale 
Walt Allen, Councilmember, City of Covina 
Andrew Hayes, Governing Board Member, 
Lakeside Union School District  
Zeke Hernandez, Trustee, Rancho Santiago 
Community College District  
Gordon Galvan, President, Eden Healthcare 
Hospital District 
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Importance: High


Dear Housing, Community and Economic Development policy committee members:
 


Wanted to remind everyone that the HCED Policy Committee will be meeting on Thursday, June 17th


at 9:30 a.m.   There are two remaining action items that need a committee recommendation.  Please
see the attached agenda and information packet.   Also, the registration information is below.  Thank
you very much for participating. 
 
Register in advance for this meeting:
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the
meeting.
 
Jason Rhine
Assistant Legislative Director
League of California Cities
p. 916-658-8264 | c. 916-606-2458
jrhine@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn


 
 
 
Meg Desmond 
Legislative and Policy Development Specialist
League of California Cities
Direct: 916-658-8224 | Cell: 916-837-6822
mdesmond@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


Join the coalition to support local recovery. 
Californians depend on it.
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HOUSING, COMMUNICATIONS & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT POLICY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, June 17, 2020 



9:30 a.m. – 11a.m. 



Register in advance for this meeting: 
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV  
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the 
meeting. 



AGENDA 



I. Welcome and Introductions
Speaker: Chair, Blanca Pacheco, Mayor, City of Downey
Marilyn Ashcraft, Mayor, City of Alameda



II. Public Comment



III. Legislative Agenda (Attachment A)   Action Item 
• SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps
• SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones



IV. Legislative and Budget Update (Attachment B)   Informational Item  



Next Meeting (tent.): Annual Conference, Long Beach, October 7 
Staff will notify committee members after August 17 if the policy committee will be meeting in October. 



NOTE: Policy committee members should be aware that lunch is served at these meetings. The state’s Fair Political Practices Commission takes the position that the value 
of the lunch should be reported on city officials’ statement of economic interests form. Because of the service you provide at these meetings, the League takes the position 
that the value of the lunch should be reported as income (in return for your service to the committee) as opposed to a gift (note that this is not income for state or federal 
income tax purposes—just Political Reform Act reporting purposes). If you would prefer not to have to report the value of the lunches as income, we will let you know the 
amount so you may reimburse the League.   



Brown Act Reminder: The League of California Cities’ Board of Directors has a policy of complying with the spirit of open meeting laws. Generally, off-agenda items may be 
taken up only if: 
1. Two-thirds of the policy committee members find a need for immediate action exists and the need to take action came to the attention of the policy committee after the 



agenda was prepared (Note: If fewer than two-thirds of policy committee members are present, taking up an off-agenda item requires a unanimous vote); or 
2. A majority of the policy committee finds an emergency (for example: work stoppage or disaster) exists. 
A majority of a city council may not, consistent with the Brown Act, discuss specific substantive issues among themselves at League meetings. Any such discussion is 
subject to the Brown Act and must occur in a meeting that complies with its requirements. 
Informational Items: Any agenda item listed for information purposes may be acted upon by the Policy Committee if the Chair determines such action is warranted and 
conforms with current League policy. If the committee wishes to revise League policy or adopt new policy for an item listed as informational, committees are encouraged to 
delay action until the next meeting to allow for preparation of a full analysis of the item. 
 





https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV








 HOUSING, COMMUNITY &ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Legislative Agenda 



June 17, 2020 



Staff:  Jason Rhine, Assistant Legislative Director (916) 658-8264 



1. SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Map (Full Text)



Bill Summary: 
This measure would require a local government to ministerally approve a housing development 
containing two residential units (duplex) in single-family zones.  Additionally, this measure would 
require local governments to ministerally approve urban lot split. 



Bill Description: 
Duplex Provision 
A proposed housing development containing two residential units shall be considered 
ministerially, without discretionary review or a hearing, in zones where allowable uses are 
limited to single-family residential development, if the proposed housing development meets all 
of the following requirements: 



• The parcel is located within a city the boundaries of which include some portion of either
an urbanized area or urban cluster, or, for unincorporated areas, a legal parcel wholly
within the boundaries of an urbanized area or urban cluster.  The Census Bureau
identifies urbanized areas as those with 50,000 or more people; and defines urban
clusters as areas with at least 2,500 and less than 50,000 people.



• The parcel cannot be located on any of the following:
o Prime farmland or farmland of statewide importance.
o Wetlands.
o Land within the very high fire hazard severity zone, unless the development



complies with state mitigation requirements.
o A hazardous waste site.
o An earthquake fault zone.
o Land within the 100-year floodplain or a floodway.
o Land identified for conservation under a natural community conservation plan, or



lands under conservation easement.
o Habitat for protected species.
o A site that has been placed on a national, state, or local historic register.



• The proposed housing development would not require demolition or alteration requiring
evacuation or eviction of an existing housing unit of any of the following types of
housing:



o Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that restricts
rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate, low, or very low
income.



o Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a public
entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



o Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past 15
years.



o Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.



ATTACHMENT A
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• The development is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or
local historic register.



• A city or county may impose objective zoning and design standards that do not conflict
with this measure.



• A city or county shall not require the development project to comply with an objective
design standard that would prohibit the development from including up to two units.



• A city or county may require offstreet parking of up to one space per unit as long as that
requirement doesn’t prevent the housing development from moving forward.



• A city or county shall not impose parking requirements if any of the following is true:
o The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public transit.
o The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant historic



district.
o There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel.



• A proposed housing development shall not require the demolition of more than one
existing exterior wall.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if a local ordinance allows.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if the site has not been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.



• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides
that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA.



Urban Lot Split Provisions 
A city or county shall ministerially approve a parcel map for an urban lot split that meets all the 
following requirements: 



• The parcel map subdivides an existing parcel to create two new parcels of equal size.



• Both newly created parcels are no smaller than 1,200 square feet, unless a city or
county adopts a smaller minimum lot size.



• The parcel being subdivided meets all the following requirements:
o The parcel is zoned for residential use.
o The parcel is located within an urbanized area or urban cluster.
o The parcel is not looked in any of the protected sites as listed above.
o The parcel does not contain any of the following types of housing:



 Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that
restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate,
low, or very low income.



 Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a
public entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



 Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past
15 years;
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 Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years. 
 



• The parcel is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or local 
historic register. 
 



• The parcel has not been established through prior exercise of an urban lot split as 
provided for in this section. 



 
• The owner of the parcel being subdivided has not previously subdivided an adjoining 



parcel using an urban lot split as provided for in this section. 
 



• An application for an urban lot split shall be approved in accordance with the following 
requirements: 



o A local agency shall approve or deny an application for an urban lot split 
ministerially without discretionary review. 



o A local agency shall not impose regulations that require dedications of rights-of-
way or the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created as a condition of issuing a parcel map for an urban lot split. 
 



• A local agency may require any of the following conditions when receiving a request for 
an urban lot split: 



o Easements. 
o A requirement that the parcels have access to, provide access to, or adjoin the 



public right-of-way. 
o Offstreet parking of up to one space per unit, except that a local agency shall not 



impose parking requirements in any of the following instances: 
 The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public 



transit. 
 The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant 



historic district. 
 There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel. 



 
• A city or county may impose objective zoning and objective design standards applicable 



to a parcel created by an urban lot split that do not conflict with this section. 
 



• A city or county shall not impose objective zoning or objective design standards that 
reduce the buildable area on each newly created parcel to less than 50 percent of the 
buildable area on the parcel being subdivided. 



 
• “Buildable area” means the area on the lot that remains after the application of zoning 



and design standards and regulations that require dedications of rights-of-way, 
easements, and the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created. 



 
• A city or county shall not be required to permit an accessory dwelling unit on parcels that 



have been subdivided and both parcels have a duplex. 
• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides 



that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA 
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Background: 
In recent years, the Legislature has past numerous bills that have paved the way for the 
construction of accessory dwelling units (ADU).  Cities are now required to ministerally approve 
up to three units on all residential lots - the main house, an ADU up to 1200 square feet 
(converted pool house or garage, etc.), and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU) (smaller in 
size and attached to the main house). 
 
The Legislature has also debated several bills that would have dramatically increased allowable 
building heights and density in single-family zones.  Some of these measures would have 
allowed up to six story apartment buildings along transits lines in single-family neighborhoods.   
None of these proposals advanced to the Governor’s desk.   
 
However, in January, following the defeat of SB 50 (Wiener), Senate President Pro Tempore 
Atkins pledged to work on a package of bills to help solve the housing crisis gripping many 
regions of the state.  On May 20, 2020, the Senate released their housing package.   
 
Senate President Pro Tempore Atkins made the following statement: 
 
“At the start of the year, my colleagues and I committed to developing a comprehensive, 
successful approach to housing production. We remain dedicated to that goal, but due to 
COVID-19 and the economic fallout that has accompanied it, we must pivot our approach,” 
Atkins said. “This package of legislation would make more housing production possible 
generating high wage jobs for skilled construction workers, even while we continue to work 
through the new realities and uncertain times caused by the pandemic and economic downturn. 
And it positions California to leap forward exponentially on affordable housing as times get 
better.” 
SB 1120 is one of the bills in the Senate housing package. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with approving duplexes and lot splits are likely to be covered by development 
fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Well-Planned New Growth 
Recognize and preserve open space, watersheds, environmental habitats, and agricultural 
lands, while accommodating new growth in compact forms, in a manner that: 



• De-emphasizes automobile dependency. 
• Integrates the new growth into existing communities. 
• Creates a diversity of affordable housing near employment centers. 
• Provides job opportunities for people of all ages and income levels. 



 
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
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Subdivision Map Act 
The League supports maximizing local control over subdivisions and public improvement 
financing. Discretion over the conditions and length of subdivision and parcel maps should be 
retained by cities. 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “SB 1120 promotes small-scale neighborhood residential development 
by streamlining the process for a homeowner to create a duplex or subdivide an existing lot in 
all residential areas.  This policy builds upon existing prior successful housing policies such as 
the state’s Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law, which led to a 63 percent increase in ADU 
permit requests statewide in the first two years alone.  Additionally, the policy leverages 
valuable but previously untapped resources, such as developed but underutilized land, while 
building valuable equity for homeowners.  The bill also respects the priorities of local 
governments in local land use decisions: such applications must meet a specific list of 
qualifications that ensure protection of local zoning and design standards, historic districts, 
environmental quality, and existing tenants vulnerable to displacement. 
 
“COVID-19 has dramatically exacerbated California’s already-severe housing crisis.  Essential 
workers are more likely to live in overcrowded housing, which is linked to an increased risk of 
contracting (and dying from) the disease.  Among households facing COVID-related loss of 
income, half were already struggling to afford rent pre-COVID and now face eviction, housing 
instability, and homelessness.  Finally, estimates show that homeless individuals are two to 
three times more likely to die from COVID-19 than their housed counterparts.  The best way to 
address these issues is to provide more housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income 
families by creating the environment and opportunity for small-scale neighborhood 
development.” 
 
As mentioned above, under existing law, cities are required to allow up to three units on all 
residential lots - the main house, an ADU, and a junior accessory dwelling unit.  Given existing 
law, the HCED policy committee may want to consider how much of a change is it to require 
cities to allow duplexes in single-family zones? 
 
It is important to note that under SB 1120, a developer could convert the existing single-family 
home into a duplex and then add an ADU and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU).  SB 
1120 prohibits this from happening only if the developer also splits the lot.  HCED policy 
committee may want to consider requesting an amendment to prohibit ADUs and JADUs on all 
lots that take advantage of SB 1120. 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
 
Support: 
California Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; Schneider Electric. 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
Livable California  
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1120 and make a recommendation to the Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
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Board Action: 
 
 
2. SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones. (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would create the Neighborhood Homes Act, which establishes a housing 
development project as an authorized use on a neighborhood lot, defined as a lot zoned for 
office or retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. 
 
Bill Description: 
Specifically, SB 1385 would require a housing development project on a neighborhood lot to 
comply with all of the following: 



• The density for the housing development shall meet or exceed the applicable density 
deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households (Mullin 
densities). 
 



• The housing development shall be subject to local zoning, parking, design, and other 
ordinances applicable to a housing development in a zone that meets the requirements 
of paragraph. 



 
• If the existing zoning designation for the parcel, as adopted by the local government, 



allows residential use at a density greater than that required in paragraph by this 
measure, the local zoning designation shall apply. 
 



• The housing development shall comply with any design review or other public notice, 
comment, hearing, or procedure imposed by the local agency on a housing development 
in the applicable zoning designation identified. 



 
• A city or county may exempt a neighborhood lot from this section in its housing element 



if the local agency concurrently reallocates the lost residential density to other lots so 
that there is no net loss in residential production capacity in the jurisdiction. 



 
• A local agency may reallocate the residential density from an exempt neighborhood lot 



pursuant to this subdivision only upon a finding by the local agency that the construction 
cost of the reallocated housing units will not be greater than the construction cost of 
housing units built under the applicable zoning standards. 



 
• This measure does not alter or lessen the applicability of any housing, environmental, or 



labor law applicable to a housing development authorized by this section, including, but 
not limited to, the following: 



o The California Coastal Act of 1976. 
o The California Environmental Quality Act. 
o The Housing Accountability Act. 
o The Density Bonus Law. 
o Obligations to affirmatively further fair housing. 
o State or local affordable housing laws. 
o State or local tenant protection laws. 
 



• All local demolition ordinances shall apply to a project developed on a neighborhood lot. 
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• An applicant seeking to develop a housing project on a neighborhood lot may request 
that a local agency establish a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, or may request 
that the neighborhood lot be annexed to an existing community facilities district. 



 
• An annexation to a community facilities district for a neighborhood lot shall be subject to 



a protest proceeding. 
 



• An applicant who voluntarily enrolls in the district shall not be required to pay a 
development, impact, or mitigation fee, charge, or exaction in connection with the 
approval of a development project to the extent that those facilities and services are 
funded by a community facilities district established pursuant to this subdivision. This 
paragraph shall not prohibit a local agency from imposing any application, development, 
mitigation, building, or other fee to fund the construction cost of public infrastructure 
facilities or services that are not funded by a community facilities district to support a 
housing development project. 



 
• Housing developments on neighborhood lots shall be eligible for SB 35’s streamlined 



ministerial approval process if it meets all of the following requirements: 
o The proposed project meets the objective zoning, design, and subdivision 



standards that apply to the neighborhood lot as a result of SB 1385. 
o The proposed project meets all of SB 35’s other requirements. 
o The site is zoned for office or retail commercial use and 50 percent or more of its 



total square footage has been vacant for a period of at least three years prior to 
the submission of the application. 



 
Background: 
In recent years, consumers have increasingly shopped more and more online.  This has put 
significant pressure on traditional brick and mortar stores.  Anchor tenants like Sears, Kmart, 
and Macy’s have closed physical stores and left large vacancies in commercial areas. 
 
According to an April 24, 2020, brief published by McKinsey and Company, the onset of COVID-
19 has aggravated the existing challenges that the retail sector faces, including: 



• A shift to online purchasing over brick-and-mortar sales. 
• Customers seeking safe and healthy purchasing options. 
• Increased emphasis on value for money when purchasing goods. 
• Movement towards more flexible and versatile labor. 
• Reduced consumer loyalty in favor of less expensive brands. 



 
With several large retailers such as Nieman Marcus, J.C. Penney, J. Crew, and Pier 1 filing for 
bankruptcy, store closings have already been announced or are expected in the future.  The 
investment firm UBS estimates that by 2025, 100,000 stores in the United States will close as 
online sales grow from 15 percent to 25 percent of total retail sales. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with redeveloping commercial and retail areas are likely to be covered by 
development fees. 
 
 
 
 



7











Existing League Policy:  
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Maximize Existing Infrastructure 
Accommodate additional growth by first focusing on the use and reuse of existing urbanized 
lands supplied with infrastructure, with an emphasis on reinvesting in the maintenance and 
rehabilitation of existing infrastructure 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “Large shopping malls, strip malls, and ‘big box’ retail stores are facing 
a new reality: consumers’ needs are being met online. Many shopping centers have struggled to 
remain viable as large anchor stores like Sears and Toys R Us have closed their doors or gone 
out of business, unable to keep up with major online retailers like Amazon. Now, many areas 
throughout California are left with struggling or vacant, often-times run-down, commercial 
centers without any interest in development from commercial business. 
 
“At the same time retail vacancies are growing, California’s housing crisis continues to worsen. 
According to the California Budget and Policy Center, over 50% of renters and nearly 40% of 
homeowners pay more than 30% of their income in rent. In addition, the Public Policy Institute of 
California recently reported that California’s housing shortage continues to grow as the number 
of residential building permits issued for 2018 and 2019 were far below the recommended 
annual average of new homes needed. While there is no single policy to fix California’s housing 
crisis, providing easy ways for cities to increase their housing supply is a step in the right 
direction, and SB 1385 will do just that. This bill allows for cities to approve residential 
development in commercially zoned retail and office spaces that are vacant or no longer viable. 
By doing so, we open up previously developed land that is a perfect opportunity to convert to 
residential or mixed-use purposes and expand California’s housing supply.” 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
 
Support: 
California Forward Action Fund (sponsor); Abundant Housing LA; Bay Area Council; California 
Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; California Building Industry 
Association; California Community Builders; California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley; 
California YIMBY; Facebook, Inc.; Habitat for Humanity California; Habitat for Humanity Greater 
San Francisco; Housing Land Trust of Sonoma County; North Bay Leadership Council; Office of 
Community & Economic Development at Fresno State; Orange County Business Council; 
People for Housing - Orange County; San Francisco Bay Area Planning and Urban Research 
Association (SPUR); San Francisco Housing Action Coalition; San Joaquin Valley Rural 
Development Center; Schneider Electric; Sierra Business Council; Silicon Valley At Home 
(SV@HOME); United Latinos Vote; Valley Industry & Commerce Association; Westfield; YIMBY 
Law. 
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Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
None on file 



Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1385 and make a recommendation to the Board. 



Committee Recommendation: 



Board Action: 
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Housing, Community and Economic Development Policy Committee 
Bills of Interest 



(As of May 30,2020) 



Planning and Zoning 



AB 725 (Wicks) Housing Element. Moderate-income and Above Moderate-income 
Housing. 
This measure would require incorporated areas within a metropolitan jurisdiction, at least 25% 
of the jurisdiction's share of the regional housing need for both the moderate-income and above 
moderate-income housing categories must be allocated to sites with zoning that allows at least 
two units of housing, but no more than 35 units of housing per acre. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1279 (Bloom) Housing Developments. High-resource Areas. 
This measure would require HCD to designate areas in this state as high-resource areas by 
January 1, 2021, and every 5 years thereafter. In any area designated as a high-resource area, 
this measure would require cities, at the request of a developer, to allow up to fourplexes in 
single-family zones and up to 100 units per acre in commercial zones.  These projects shall 
receive ministerial approval (use by right). 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1851 (Wicks) Faith-based Organizations.  Housing Developments. Parking 
Requirements. 
This measure would, upon the request of a developer of a housing development project, require 
a local agency to ministerially approve a request to that local agency to reduce or eliminate any 
parking requirements that would otherwise be imposed by that local agency on the development 
if the housing development project qualifies as a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. This measure would prohibit a local agency from requiring the 
replacement of religious-use parking spaces proposed to be eliminated by a faith-based 
organization’s housing project or from requiring the curing of any preexisting deficit of religious-
use parking as a condition of approval of a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2345 (Gonzalez) Planning and Zoning. Density Bonus. 
This measure would greatly expand Density Bonus law and allow developers to receive up to 
five concessions and incentives from local governments and up to 50% more density. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Motels and Hotels. Streamlining. 
This measure would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a 
development for the conversion of a motel, hotel, or commercial use into multifamily housing 
units to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process, provided that development 
proponent reserves at least 20% of the proposed housing units for persons and families of low 
or moderate income. The measure would require a local government to notify the development 
proponent in writing if the local government determines that the development conflicts with any 



ATTACHMENT B
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of those objective standards within 30 days of the application being submitted; otherwise, the 
development would be deemed to comply with those standards. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 3040 (Chiu) Local Planning.  Regional Housing Need. 
This measure would create a voluntary program to incentivize local governments to allow four 
units per parcel, by-right, in exchange for additional credit towards the city or county’s share of 
the regional housing need allocation for each site identified under these provisions.  The 
measure would prohibit the cumulative credit received by a city or county from exceeding more 
than 25% of the total units needed to meet its regional housing needs allocation. 
League Position: Support in concept. 
  
AB 3107 (Bloom) Planning and Zoning. Housing Developments. 
This measure would require, notwithstanding any inconsistent provision of a city’s or county’s 
general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or regulation, a housing development in which at 
least 20 percent of the units have an affordable housing cost or affordable rent for lower income 
households shall be an allowable use on a site designated in any element of the general plan 
for commercial uses. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 899 (Wiener) Housing Development. Nonprofit Hospitals or Religious Institutions. 
This measure would require that a housing development project be a use by right upon the 
request of a nonprofit hospital, nonprofit diagnostic or treatment center, nonprofit rehabilitation 
facility, nonprofit nursing home, or religious institution that partners with a qualified developer on 
any land owned in fee simple by the applicant if the development satisfies specified criteria. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 902 (Wiener) Neighborhood Multifamily Project.  Use By Right. 
This measure would also allow a local government to pass an ordinance, notwithstanding any 
local restrictions on adopting zoning ordinances enacted by the jurisdiction, including restrictions 
enacted by a local voter initiative, that limit the legislative body’s ability to adopt zoning 
ordinances, to zone any parcel for up to 10 units of residential density per parcel, at a height 
specified by the local government in the ordinance, and not be subject to CEQA. 
League Position: Watch 
 
SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. Housing for Lower-income Students. 
This measure would require a city or county to grant one incentive or concession for a project 
that will contain a specified percentage of units for lower income students in a student housing 
development. 
League Position: Pending 
 
SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps. 
This measure would build off state Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law that allows for at least 
three units per parcel to further encourage development in single-family neighborhoods by 
creating a ministerial approval process for duplexes and lot splits that meet local zoning, 
environmental and tenant displacement standards.     
 
SB 1138 (Wiener) Housing Element. Emergency Shelters. Zoning of Sites. 
This measure would revise the requirements of the housing element, as described above, in 
connection with identifying zones or zoning designations that allow residential use, including 
mixed use, where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use 
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or other discretionary permit.  This would also, for the 6th and each subsequent revision of the 
housing element, require that a local government that fails to adopt a housing element that the 
Department of Housing and Community Development has found to be in substantial compliance 
with state law within 120 days of the statutory deadline to complete the rezoning no later than 
one year (instead of three years under current law) from the statutory deadline for the adoption 
of the housing element. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 1299 (Portantino) Housing Development. Incentives. Rezoning of Idle Retail Sites. 
This measure would, upon appropriation by the Legislature, require HCD to administer a 
program to provide incentives in the form of grants allocated as provided to local governments 
that rezone idle sites used for a big box retailer or a commercial shopping center to instead 
allow the development of workforce housing. 
League Position: Support 
  
SB 1385 (Caballero) Local Planning. Housing in Commercial Zones. 
This measure, the Neighborhood Homes Act, would deem a housing development project, as 
defined, an authorized use on a neighborhood lot that is zoned for office or retail commercial 
use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. The measure would require the density 
for a housing development under these provisions to meet or exceed the density deemed 
appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households according to the type of local 
jurisdiction, including a density of at least 20 units per acre for a suburban jurisdiction. 
League Position: Watch 
  
Homelessness 
  
ACA 10 (Bonta) Personal Rights. Right to Housing. 
This measure would declare that the fundamental human right to housing exists in this state. 
The measure would declare that this right is exclusively enforceable by a public right of action. 
The measure would specify that it is the shared obligation of state and local jurisdictions to 
respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively implemented measures, consistent 
with available resources, within an aggressive but reasonable time frame. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 2405 (Burke) Housing. Homelessness. Children and Families. 
This measure would require local jurisdictions to, on or before January 1, 2022, establish and 
submit to the Department of Housing and Community Development an actionable plan to house 
their homeless populations based on their latest point-in-time count. 
League Position: Watch 
 
AB 3269 (Chiu) State and Local Homelessness Plans. 
This measure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, would require the Homeless Coordinating 
and Financing Council to conduct, or contract with an entity to conduct, a statewide needs and 
gaps analysis to identify, among other things, state programs that provide housing or services to 
persons experiencing homelessness and funding required to move persons experiencing 
homelessness into permanent housing.  This measure would also state the intent of the 
Legislature that each state and local agency aim to reduce homelessness within its jurisdiction 
by 90% by December 31, 2028. 
League Position: Pending 
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AB 3300 (Santiago) Homelessness Grant Funds. 
This measure would appropriate, commencing with the 2020–21 fiscal year and every fiscal 
year thereafter, without regard to fiscal year, $2 billion from the General Fund to the Department 
of Housing and Community Development for the purpose of providing local jurisdictions and 
other specified entities with ongoing grant funds to sustain or expand efforts to address their 
immediate and long-term homelessness challenges. The measure would require $1.1 billion to 
be distributed to counties and continuums of care, $800 million to be distributed to cities with a 
population of at least 300,000, and $100 million to nonprofit housing developers for specified 
purposes relating to the provision of housing. The measure would require the method of 
allocation to be based on a formula that considers specified data. 
League Position: Pending 
  
Mitigation Fees/Development Fees 
  
AB 1484 (Grayson) Mitigation Fee Act. 
This measure would prohibit a local agency from imposing a housing impact requirement 
adopted by the local agency on a housing development project unless specified requirements 
are satisfied by the local agency, including that the housing impact requirement be roughly 
proportional in both nature and extent to the impact created by the housing development 
project. 
League Position: Oppose 
  
Miscellaneous 
  
SB 795 (Beall) Affordable Housing and Community Development Investment Program. 
This measure would invests $2 billion annually for 5 years into the immediate construction of 
affordable housing units and programs that address and prevent homelessness. Additionally, 
this measure creates two new programs administered by the Office of Business and Economic 
Development Office (GoBiz) to help local governments with their economic recovery and natural 
disaster preparedness.  
  
Of the $2 billion, $1.15 billion shall be used to construct affordable housing, spur economic 
development and create jobs through infrastructure and employment programs. Funds will be 
distributed as follows: 1) Multi-family Housing Program—$500 million (25%); 2) Infill Incentive 
Grant Program-- $300 (15%) million; 3) Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant Program- 
$200 million (10%); 4) Cal Home Program $75 million (3.75%); 5) Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker 
Housing Grant Fund--$75 million (3.75%) 
League Position: Support 
  



13





http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB3300


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200AB1484


http://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=201920200SB795















  


www.SupportLocalRecovery.org
Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn


 



http://www.supportlocalrecovery.org/

https://twitter.com/CaCities

https://www.facebook.com/leagueofcacities

https://www.youtube.com/user/leagueofcacities

https://www.linkedin.com/company/league-of-california-cities/






From: Channel_division on behalf of David Mullinax
Subject: [Channel_division] ACTION ALERT: CARES Act Budget Request
Date: Monday, June 1, 2020 1:21:20 PM
Attachments: image001.png


CARESalloc1-200522mjgc.pdf
CARESalloc3-200522mjgc.pdf
SAMPLE city letter CARES Act funding to CA Cities Final.docx
ACTION ALERT CARES Act funding to CA Cities Final.docx
Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Frequently-Asked-Questions.pdf
Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Guidance-for-State-Territorial-Local-and-Tribal-Governments.pdf
ACTION ALERT CARES Act funding to CA Cities Final.pdf
ATT00001.txt


Importance: High


 


ACTION ALERT!!
 


 
CARES Act Budget Request


 
BACKGROUND:
 
Since the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, cities have been coordinating across
jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus
pandemic, taking action to protect residents and small businesses, and incurring significant
unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy.
 
These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions
come at a cost.
 
CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic faster, and
reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core city
services. 
 
The League requests that the Legislature and the Governor:


 
1.     Increase the state’s CARES Act funding allocation to cities to $500 million to support


local COVID-19 expenses; and
 


2.     Establish a minimum allocation of $50,000 to all cities.
 
ACTION:
All California cities, regardless of population, urgently need CARES Act funding to help
continue to fight COVID-19 and protect residents through the summer months and beyond.
No city can be left behind. Cities can help in the following ways:
 


1)     Send a formal city letter to your Assembly Member and Senator as soon as possible.
(See attached sample letter)
 


2)     Call your Assembly Member and Senator to inform them of the importance of
receiving CARES Act funding to continue to fight COVID-19. Please refer to the
talking points on the next page for additional guidance.
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Total fund $450,000,000
Total Group A Group B 50.0% Group C 50.0%



5/20/2020 $1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $225,000,000



Population 4/20 Allocation A Per Capita Allocation B Per Capita Allocation C Per Capita
LOS ANGELES 4,040,079 $706,500,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN DIEGO 1,420,572 $248,400,000 $174.86 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN JOSE 1,043,058 $182,400,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 883,869 $154,200,000 $174.46 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
FRESNO 536,683 $93,900,000 $174.96 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SACRAMENTO 508,172 $88,900,000 $174.94 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
LONG BEACH 475,013 $40,504,207 $85.27 $0 $0.00
OAKLAND 432,897 $36,912,989 $85.27 $0 $0.00
BAKERSFIELD 389,211 $33,187,898 $85.27 $0 $0.00
ANAHEIM 359,339 $30,640,722 $85.27 $0 $0.00
SANTA ANA 337,716 $28,796,936 $85.27 $0 $0.00
RIVERSIDE 328,101 $27,977,068 $85.27 $0 $0.00
STOCKTON 316,410 $26,980,180 $85.27 $0 $0.00
IRVINE 280,202 $0 $0.00 $2,828,762 $10.10
CHULA VISTA 271,411 $0 $0.00 $2,740,013 $10.10
FREMONT 232,532 $0 $0.00 $2,347,512 $10.10
SAN BERNARDINO 219,233 $0 $0.00 $2,213,253 $10.10
SANTA CLARITA 218,103 $0 $0.00 $2,201,845 $10.10
MODESTO 215,201 $0 $0.00 $2,172,548 $10.10
FONTANA 212,078 $0 $0.00 $2,141,020 $10.10
OXNARD 209,879 $0 $0.00 $2,118,820 $10.10
MORENO VALLEY 208,297 $0 $0.00 $2,102,849 $10.10
GLENDALE 206,283 $0 $0.00 $2,082,517 $10.10
HUNTINGTON BEACH 203,761 $0 $0.00 $2,057,056 $10.10
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 179,412 $0 $0.00 $1,811,243 $10.10
ONTARIO 178,268 $0 $0.00 $1,799,694 $10.10
OCEANSIDE 178,021 $0 $0.00 $1,797,200 $10.10
SANTA ROSA 175,625 $0 $0.00 $1,773,011 $10.10
GARDEN GROVE 175,155 $0 $0.00 $1,768,266 $10.10
ELK GROVE 174,025 $0 $0.00 $1,756,859 $10.10
CORONA 168,101 $0 $0.00 $1,697,053 $10.10
SALINAS 162,797 $0 $0.00 $1,643,507 $10.10
LANCASTER 161,604 $0 $0.00 $1,631,463 $10.10
HAYWARD 159,433 $0 $0.00 $1,609,546 $10.10
PALMDALE 157,854 $0 $0.00 $1,593,605 $10.10
SUNNYVALE 155,567 $0 $0.00 $1,570,517 $10.10
POMONA 154,310 $0 $0.00 $1,557,827 $10.10
ESCONDIDO 152,739 $0 $0.00 $1,541,967 $10.10
TORRANCE 148,054 $0 $0.00 $1,494,670 $10.10
PASADENA 146,312 $0 $0.00 $1,477,084 $10.10
FULLERTON 142,824 $0 $0.00 $1,441,871 $10.10
ORANGE 141,691 $0 $0.00 $1,430,433 $10.10
ROSEVILLE 139,643 $0 $0.00 $1,409,757 $10.10
VISALIA 138,207 $0 $0.00 $1,395,260 $10.10
CONCORD 129,889 $0 $0.00 $1,311,286 $10.10
THOUSAND OAKS 129,557 $0 $0.00 $1,307,935 $10.10
SANTA CLARA 128,717 $0 $0.00 $1,299,454 $10.10



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [1]
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Total fund $450,000,000
Total Group A Group B 50.0% Group C 50.0%



5/20/2020 $1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $225,000,000



Population 4/20 Allocation A Per Capita Allocation B Per Capita Allocation C Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [1]



SIMI VALLEY 127,716 $0 $0.00 $1,289,349 $10.10
VICTORVILLE 126,543 $0 $0.00 $1,277,507 $10.10
BERKELEY 123,328 $0 $0.00 $1,245,050 $10.10
VALLEJO 119,544 $0 $0.00 $1,206,849 $10.10
MURRIETA 118,125 $0 $0.00 $1,192,524 $10.10
EL MONTE 117,204 $0 $0.00 $1,183,226 $10.10
FAIRFIELD 117,149 $0 $0.00 $1,182,670 $10.10
CLOVIS 117,003 $0 $0.00 $1,181,197 $10.10
COSTA MESA 115,830 $0 $0.00 $1,169,355 $10.10
CARLSBAD 115,241 $0 $0.00 $1,163,408 $10.10
DOWNEY 114,212 $0 $0.00 $1,153,020 $10.10
ANTIOCH 113,901 $0 $0.00 $1,149,880 $10.10
TEMECULA 113,826 $0 $0.00 $1,149,123 $10.10
INGLEWOOD 112,549 $0 $0.00 $1,136,231 $10.10
CHICO 112,111 $0 $0.00 $1,131,810 $10.10
RICHMOND 110,436 $0 $0.00 $1,114,900 $10.10
DALY CITY 109,122 $0 $0.00 $1,101,634 $10.10
SAN BUENAVENTURA 108,170 $0 $0.00 $1,092,024 $10.10
WEST COVINA 108,116 $0 $0.00 $1,091,478 $10.10
SANTA MARIA 107,356 $0 $0.00 $1,083,806 $10.10
RIALTO 107,271 $0 $0.00 $1,082,948 $10.10
NORWALK 106,744 $0 $0.00 $1,077,627 $10.10
JURUPA VALLEY 106,318 $0 $0.00 $1,073,327 $10.10
BURBANK 105,952 $0 $0.00 $1,069,632 $10.10
EL CAJON 105,559 $0 $0.00 $1,065,664 $10.10
SAN MATEO 104,570 $0 $0.00 $1,055,680 $10.10
VISTA 101,987 $0 $0.00 $1,029,603 $10.10
VACAVILLE 98,807 $0 $0.00 $997,500 $10.10
COMPTON 98,711 $0 $0.00 $996,531 $10.10
SAN MARCOS 98,369 $0 $0.00 $993,078 $10.10
SOUTH GATE 96,777 $0 $0.00 $977,006 $10.10
MISSION VIEJO 96,434 $0 $0.00 $973,543 $10.10
HESPERIA 96,362 $0 $0.00 $972,817 $10.10
CARSON 93,604 $0 $0.00 $944,973 $10.10
SANTA MONICA 93,593 $0 $0.00 $944,862 $10.10
SANTA BARBARA 93,532 $0 $0.00 $944,246 $10.10
MENIFEE 93,452 $0 $0.00 $943,439 $10.10
REDDING 92,839 $0 $0.00 $937,250 $10.10
TRACY 92,800 $0 $0.00 $936,857 $10.10
WESTMINSTER 92,610 $0 $0.00 $934,938 $10.10
LIVERMORE 91,039 $0 $0.00 $919,079 $10.10
CHINO 89,829 $0 $0.00 $906,863 $10.10
SAN LEANDRO 89,825 $0 $0.00 $906,823 $10.10
INDIO 89,406 $0 $0.00 $902,593 $10.10
CITRUS HEIGHTS 88,095 $0 $0.00 $889,358 $10.10
HAWTHORNE 87,854 $0 $0.00 $886,925 $10.10
WHITTIER 87,526 $0 $0.00 $883,613 $10.10
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Population 4/20 Allocation A Per Capita Allocation B Per Capita Allocation C Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [1]



NEWPORT BEACH 87,180 $0 $0.00 $880,120 $10.10
MERCED 87,110 $0 $0.00 $879,414 $10.10
ALHAMBRA 86,931 $0 $0.00 $877,607 $10.10
LAKE FOREST 86,346 $0 $0.00 $871,701 $10.10
REDWOOD CITY 85,319 $0 $0.00 $861,333 $10.10
HEMET 84,754 $0 $0.00 $855,629 $10.10
CHINO HILLS 84,364 $0 $0.00 $851,692 $10.10
SAN RAMON 83,957 $0 $0.00 $847,583 $10.10
MANTECA 83,781 $0 $0.00 $845,806 $10.10
BUENA PARK 83,384 $0 $0.00 $841,798 $10.10
MOUNTAIN VIEW 81,992 $0 $0.00 $827,745 $10.10
TUSTIN 81,369 $0 $0.00 $821,456 $10.10
LAKEWOOD 81,352 $0 $0.00 $821,284 $10.10
PLEASANTON 80,492 $0 $0.00 $812,602 $10.10
FOLSOM 79,835 $0 $0.00 $805,969 $10.10
NAPA 79,490 $0 $0.00 $802,486 $10.10
ALAMEDA 79,316 $0 $0.00 $800,730 $10.10
UPLAND 78,481 $0 $0.00 $792,300 $10.10
BELLFLOWER 78,308 $0 $0.00 $790,554 $10.10
BALDWIN PARK 77,286 $0 $0.00 $780,236 $10.10
PERRIS 76,971 $0 $0.00 $777,056 $10.10
MILPITAS 76,231 $0 $0.00 $769,585 $10.10
UNION CITY 74,916 $0 $0.00 $756,310 $10.10
RANCHO CORDOVA 74,471 $0 $0.00 $751,817 $10.10
TURLOCK 74,471 $0 $0.00 $751,817 $10.10
APPLE VALLEY 73,464 $0 $0.00 $741,651 $10.10
PITTSBURG 72,541 $0 $0.00 $732,333 $10.10
REDLANDS 71,839 $0 $0.00 $725,246 $10.10
LYNWOOD 71,343 $0 $0.00 $720,239 $10.10
WALNUT CREEK 70,121 $0 $0.00 $707,902 $10.10
CAMARILLO 69,880 $0 $0.00 $705,469 $10.10
DAVIS 69,761 $0 $0.00 $704,268 $10.10
PALO ALTO 69,397 $0 $0.00 $700,593 $10.10
ROCKLIN 69,249 $0 $0.00 $699,099 $10.10
YORBA LINDA 68,706 $0 $0.00 $693,617 $10.10
REDONDO BEACH 68,473 $0 $0.00 $691,265 $10.10
LODI 68,272 $0 $0.00 $689,236 $10.10
YUBA CITY 67,536 $0 $0.00 $681,805 $10.10
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 67,078 $0 $0.00 $677,182 $10.10
TULARE 66,967 $0 $0.00 $676,061 $10.10
LAGUNA NIGUEL 66,748 $0 $0.00 $673,850 $10.10
MADERA 66,419 $0 $0.00 $670,529 $10.10
EASTVALE 66,078 $0 $0.00 $667,086 $10.10
SANTA CRUZ 65,807 $0 $0.00 $664,350 $10.10
SAN CLEMENTE 65,405 $0 $0.00 $660,292 $10.10
DUBLIN 64,577 $0 $0.00 $651,933 $10.10
MONTEBELLO 64,247 $0 $0.00 $648,602 $10.10
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PICO RIVERA 64,033 $0 $0.00 $646,441 $10.10
BRENTWOOD 63,662 $0 $0.00 $642,696 $10.10
LA HABRA 63,542 $0 $0.00 $641,484 $10.10
ENCINITAS 63,390 $0 $0.00 $639,950 $10.10
LAKE ELSINORE 62,949 $0 $0.00 $635,498 $10.10
NATIONAL CITY 62,307 $0 $0.00 $629,016 $10.10
PETALUMA 62,247 $0 $0.00 $628,411 $10.10
MONTEREY PARK 61,828 $0 $0.00 $624,181 $10.10
GARDENA 61,042 $0 $0.00 $616,246 $10.10
LA MESA 60,820 $0 $0.00 $614,005 $10.10
WOODLAND 60,292 $0 $0.00 $608,674 $10.10
PORTERVILLE 60,260 $0 $0.00 $608,351 $10.10
SAN RAFAEL 60,046 $0 $0.00 $606,191 $10.10
CUPERTINO 59,879 $0 $0.00 $604,505 $10.10
HUNTINGTON PARK 59,350 $0 $0.00 $599,164 $10.10
ARCADIA 58,891 $0 $0.00 $594,530 $10.10
SANTEE 58,408 $0 $0.00 $589,654 $10.10
HANFORD 58,105 $0 $0.00 $586,595 $10.10
DIAMOND BAR 57,495 $0 $0.00 $580,437 $10.10
FOUNTAIN VALLEY 56,652 $0 $0.00 $571,927 $10.10
GILROY 55,928 $0 $0.00 $564,618 $10.10
HIGHLAND 55,778 $0 $0.00 $563,103 $10.10
PARAMOUNT 55,497 $0 $0.00 $560,267 $10.10
ROSEMEAD 55,097 $0 $0.00 $556,228 $10.10
CATHEDRAL CITY 54,907 $0 $0.00 $554,310 $10.10
YUCAIPA 54,844 $0 $0.00 $553,674 $10.10
COLTON 54,391 $0 $0.00 $549,101 $10.10
NOVATO 54,115 $0 $0.00 $546,315 $10.10
DELANO 53,936 $0 $0.00 $544,508 $10.10
WEST SACRAMENTO 53,911 $0 $0.00 $544,255 $10.10
PALM DESERT 53,625 $0 $0.00 $541,368 $10.10
WATSONVILLE 53,021 $0 $0.00 $535,270 $10.10
PLACENTIA 52,333 $0 $0.00 $528,325 $10.10
GLENDORA 52,122 $0 $0.00 $526,194 $10.10
ALISO VIEJO 51,372 $0 $0.00 $518,623 $10.10
AZUSA 51,313 $0 $0.00 $518,027 $10.10
CERRITOS 50,711 $0 $0.00 $511,950 $10.10
POWAY 50,320 $0 $0.00 $508,002 $10.10
CYPRESS 49,833 $0 $0.00 $503,086 $10.10
LA MIRADA 49,558 $0 $0.00 $500,310 $10.10
CERES 49,510 $0 $0.00 $499,825 $10.10
RANCHO SANTA MARGARIT 48,960 $0 $0.00 $494,273 $10.10
SAN JACINTO 48,878 $0 $0.00 $493,445 $10.10
COVINA 48,876 $0 $0.00 $493,425 $10.10
PALM SPRINGS 48,733 $0 $0.00 $491,981 $10.10
NEWARK 48,712 $0 $0.00 $491,769 $10.10
BEAUMONT 48,401 $0 $0.00 $488,629 $10.10
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LINCOLN 48,277 $0 $0.00 $487,377 $10.10
SAN LUIS OBISPO 46,802 $0 $0.00 $472,487 $10.10
COACHELLA 46,351 $0 $0.00 $467,934 $10.10
EL CENTRO 46,248 $0 $0.00 $466,894 $10.10
MORGAN HILL 45,742 $0 $0.00 $461,786 $10.10
BREA 45,606 $0 $0.00 $460,413 $10.10
DANVILLE 45,270 $0 $0.00 $457,020 $10.10
SAN BRUNO 45,257 $0 $0.00 $456,889 $10.10
LOMPOC 43,649 $0 $0.00 $440,656 $10.10
ROHNERT PARK 43,339 $0 $0.00 $437,526 $10.10
CAMPBELL 43,250 $0 $0.00 $436,628 $10.10
BELL GARDENS 42,972 $0 $0.00 $433,821 $10.10
RANCHO PALOS VERDES 42,560 $0 $0.00 $429,662 $10.10
CALEXICO 42,198 $0 $0.00 $426,007 $10.10
LA QUINTA 42,098 $0 $0.00 $424,998 $10.10
LOS BANOS 41,898 $0 $0.00 $422,979 $10.10
OAKLEY 41,759 $0 $0.00 $421,575 $10.10
SAN GABRIEL 41,178 $0 $0.00 $415,710 $10.10
LA PUENTE 40,795 $0 $0.00 $411,843 $10.10
CULVER CITY 40,173 $0 $0.00 $405,564 $10.10
HOLLISTER 40,149 $0 $0.00 $405,322 $10.10
MONTCLAIR 39,563 $0 $0.00 $399,406 $10.10
STANTON 39,307 $0 $0.00 $396,821 $10.10
PACIFICA 38,674 $0 $0.00 $390,431 $10.10
MONROVIA 38,529 $0 $0.00 $388,967 $10.10
MARTINEZ 38,490 $0 $0.00 $388,573 $10.10
MOORPARK 37,020 $0 $0.00 $373,733 $10.10
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO 36,821 $0 $0.00 $371,724 $10.10
WEST HOLLYWOOD 36,660 $0 $0.00 $370,099 $10.10
TEMPLE CITY 36,583 $0 $0.00 $369,321 $10.10
BELL 36,556 $0 $0.00 $369,049 $10.10
CLAREMONT 36,511 $0 $0.00 $368,595 $10.10
WILDOMAR 36,066 $0 $0.00 $364,102 $10.10
MANHATTAN BEACH 35,922 $0 $0.00 $362,648 $10.10
MENLO PARK 35,790 $0 $0.00 $361,316 $10.10
ADELANTO 35,136 $0 $0.00 $354,713 $10.10
PLEASANT HILL 35,055 $0 $0.00 $353,896 $10.10
BEVERLY HILLS 34,627 $0 $0.00 $349,575 $10.10
SAN DIMAS 34,584 $0 $0.00 $349,141 $10.10
DANA POINT 34,249 $0 $0.00 $345,759 $10.10
SEASIDE 33,776 $0 $0.00 $340,984 $10.10
FOSTER CITY 33,693 $0 $0.00 $340,146 $10.10
LAWNDALE 33,436 $0 $0.00 $337,551 $10.10
LA VERNE 33,201 $0 $0.00 $335,179 $10.10
GOLETA 32,759 $0 $0.00 $330,716 $10.10
SAN PABLO 31,817 $0 $0.00 $321,207 $10.10
LAGUNA HILLS 31,572 $0 $0.00 $318,733 $10.10
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ATWATER 31,470 $0 $0.00 $317,703 $10.10
SARATOGA 31,407 $0 $0.00 $317,067 $10.10
EL PASO DE ROBLES 31,244 $0 $0.00 $315,422 $10.10
LOS ALTOS 31,190 $0 $0.00 $314,877 $10.10
BANNING 31,044 $0 $0.00 $313,403 $10.10
LOS GATOS 30,988 $0 $0.00 $312,837 $10.10
SANTA PAULA 30,779 $0 $0.00 $310,727 $10.10
WALNUT 30,551 $0 $0.00 $308,426 $10.10
EAST PALO ALTO 30,499 $0 $0.00 $307,901 $10.10
ATASCADERO 30,405 $0 $0.00 $306,952 $10.10
BURLINGAME 30,317 $0 $0.00 $306,063 $10.10
SAN CARLOS 29,864 $0 $0.00 $301,490 $10.10
RIDGECREST 29,712 $0 $0.00 $299,956 $10.10
SUISUN CITY 29,447 $0 $0.00 $297,280 $10.10
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 29,251 $0 $0.00 $295,302 $10.10
TWENTYNINE PALMS 28,958 $0 $0.00 $292,344 $10.10
WINDSOR 28,565 $0 $0.00 $288,376 $10.10
MONTEREY 28,448 $0 $0.00 $287,195 $10.10
MAYWOOD 27,971 $0 $0.00 $282,379 $10.10
WASCO 27,955 $0 $0.00 $282,218 $10.10
BENICIA 27,570 $0 $0.00 $278,331 $10.10
IMPERIAL BEACH 27,448 $0 $0.00 $277,100 $10.10
BRAWLEY 27,337 $0 $0.00 $275,979 $10.10
LEMON GROVE 27,208 $0 $0.00 $274,677 $10.10
EUREKA 27,191 $0 $0.00 $274,505 $10.10
BELMONT 27,174 $0 $0.00 $274,333 $10.10
SANGER 27,094 $0 $0.00 $273,526 $10.10
NORCO 27,063 $0 $0.00 $273,213 $10.10
REEDLEY 26,666 $0 $0.00 $269,205 $10.10
GALT 26,489 $0 $0.00 $267,418 $10.10
LAFAYETTE 26,327 $0 $0.00 $265,783 $10.10
LEMOORE 26,257 $0 $0.00 $265,076 $10.10
SOUTH PASADENA 26,245 $0 $0.00 $264,955 $10.10
HERCULES 26,224 $0 $0.00 $264,743 $10.10
PARADISE 26,218 $0 $0.00 $264,682 $10.10
SOLEDAD 26,079 $0 $0.00 $263,279 $10.10
EL CERRITO 25,459 $0 $0.00 $257,020 $10.10
DINUBA 25,328 $0 $0.00 $255,697 $10.10
RIVERBANK 25,318 $0 $0.00 $255,596 $10.10
SEAL BEACH 25,073 $0 $0.00 $253,123 $10.10
SELMA 25,045 $0 $0.00 $252,840 $10.10
LATHROP 24,936 $0 $0.00 $251,740 $10.10
SAN FERNANDO 24,918 $0 $0.00 $251,558 $10.10
CORCORAN 24,813 $0 $0.00 $250,498 $10.10
CORONADO 24,697 $0 $0.00 $249,327 $10.10
LOMA LINDA 24,335 $0 $0.00 $245,672 $10.10
CUDAHY 24,264 $0 $0.00 $244,956 $10.10
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CALABASAS 24,239 $0 $0.00 $244,703 $10.10
BARSTOW 24,150 $0 $0.00 $243,805 $10.10
OAKDALE 23,807 $0 $0.00 $240,342 $10.10
PATTERSON 23,764 $0 $0.00 $239,908 $10.10
PORT HUENEME 23,526 $0 $0.00 $237,505 $10.10
LAGUNA BEACH 23,358 $0 $0.00 $235,809 $10.10
MILLBRAE 23,154 $0 $0.00 $233,750 $10.10
MARINA 22,957 $0 $0.00 $231,761 $10.10
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE 22,800 $0 $0.00 $230,176 $10.10
ARVIN 22,178 $0 $0.00 $223,897 $10.10
YUCCA VALLEY 22,050 $0 $0.00 $222,604 $10.10
DUARTE 21,952 $0 $0.00 $221,615 $10.10
OROVILLE 21,773 $0 $0.00 $219,808 $10.10
SOUTH EL MONTE 21,293 $0 $0.00 $214,962 $10.10
SHAFTER 20,886 $0 $0.00 $210,853 $10.10
AGOURA HILLS 20,842 $0 $0.00 $210,409 $10.10
BLYTHE 20,817 $0 $0.00 $210,157 $10.10
LOMITA 20,763 $0 $0.00 $209,612 $10.10
AMERICAN CANYON 20,629 $0 $0.00 $208,259 $10.10
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE 20,602 $0 $0.00 $207,986 $10.10
IMPERIAL 19,929 $0 $0.00 $201,192 $10.10
HERMOSA BEACH 19,847 $0 $0.00 $200,364 $10.10
DIXON 19,794 $0 $0.00 $199,829 $10.10
PINOLE 19,498 $0 $0.00 $196,841 $10.10
ORINDA 19,475 $0 $0.00 $196,609 $10.10
ALBANY 19,393 $0 $0.00 $195,781 $10.10
CHOWCHILLA 18,742 $0 $0.00 $189,209 $10.10
RANCHO MIRAGE 18,489 $0 $0.00 $186,655 $10.10
SANTA FE SPRINGS 18,261 $0 $0.00 $184,353 $10.10
COALINGA 18,087 $0 $0.00 $182,596 $10.10
ARCATA 18,078 $0 $0.00 $182,505 $10.10
GREENFIELD 18,009 $0 $0.00 $181,809 $10.10
SUSANVILLE 17,947 $0 $0.00 $181,183 $10.10
ARROYO GRANDE 17,876 $0 $0.00 $180,466 $10.10
EL SEGUNDO 17,066 $0 $0.00 $172,289 $10.10
MORAGA 16,939 $0 $0.00 $171,007 $10.10
ARTESIA 16,919 $0 $0.00 $170,805 $10.10
RIPON 16,613 $0 $0.00 $167,716 $10.10
LAGUNA WOODS 16,518 $0 $0.00 $166,756 $10.10
TRUCKEE 16,434 $0 $0.00 $165,908 $10.10
UKIAH 16,296 $0 $0.00 $164,515 $10.10
PARLIER 16,151 $0 $0.00 $163,051 $10.10
FILLMORE 15,925 $0 $0.00 $160,770 $10.10
PACIFIC GROVE 15,883 $0 $0.00 $160,346 $10.10
LA PALMA 15,820 $0 $0.00 $159,710 $10.10
AVENAL 15,505 $0 $0.00 $156,530 $10.10
KERMAN 15,495 $0 $0.00 $156,429 $10.10
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CLEARLAKE 15,250 $0 $0.00 $153,955 $10.10
MCFARLAND 15,242 $0 $0.00 $153,875 $10.10
CALIFORNIA CITY 15,000 $0 $0.00 $151,432 $10.10
LIVINGSTON 14,811 $0 $0.00 $149,524 $10.10
KING CITY 14,724 $0 $0.00 $148,645 $10.10
HAWAIIAN GARDENS 14,690 $0 $0.00 $148,302 $10.10
MILL VALLEY 14,675 $0 $0.00 $148,151 $10.10
TEHACHAPI 14,414 $0 $0.00 $145,516 $10.10
AUBURN 14,392 $0 $0.00 $145,294 $10.10
RED BLUFF 14,250 $0 $0.00 $143,860 $10.10
SOLANA BEACH 13,933 $0 $0.00 $140,660 $10.10
CARPINTERIA 13,680 $0 $0.00 $138,106 $10.10
PALOS VERDES ESTATES 13,544 $0 $0.00 $136,733 $10.10
GROVER BEACH 13,533 $0 $0.00 $136,622 $10.10
LINDSAY 13,358 $0 $0.00 $134,855 $10.10
SAN MARINO 13,352 $0 $0.00 $134,794 $10.10
COMMERCE 13,021 $0 $0.00 $131,453 $10.10
SAN ANSELMO 12,902 $0 $0.00 $130,251 $10.10
GRASS VALLEY 12,860 $0 $0.00 $129,827 $10.10
GRAND TERRACE 12,654 $0 $0.00 $127,748 $10.10
MALIBU 12,645 $0 $0.00 $127,657 $10.10
HALF MOON BAY 12,631 $0 $0.00 $127,515 $10.10
MARYSVILLE 12,627 $0 $0.00 $127,475 $10.10
LARKSPUR 12,578 $0 $0.00 $126,980 $10.10
HEALDSBURG 12,501 $0 $0.00 $126,203 $10.10
KINGSBURG 12,392 $0 $0.00 $125,103 $10.10
MENDOTA 12,315 $0 $0.00 $124,325 $10.10
FORTUNA 12,084 $0 $0.00 $121,993 $10.10
SCOTTS VALLEY 12,082 $0 $0.00 $121,973 $10.10
EMERYVILLE 11,885 $0 $0.00 $119,984 $10.10
SIGNAL HILL 11,795 $0 $0.00 $119,076 $10.10
HILLSBOROUGH 11,769 $0 $0.00 $118,813 $10.10
NEWMAN 11,738 $0 $0.00 $118,500 $10.10
LOS ALAMITOS 11,721 $0 $0.00 $118,329 $10.10
CLAYTON 11,653 $0 $0.00 $117,642 $10.10
SONOMA 11,556 $0 $0.00 $116,663 $10.10
PIEDMONT 11,420 $0 $0.00 $115,290 $10.10
FARMERSVILLE 11,358 $0 $0.00 $114,664 $10.10
CANYON LAKE 11,285 $0 $0.00 $113,927 $10.10
SIERRA MADRE 11,135 $0 $0.00 $112,413 $10.10
EXETER 11,002 $0 $0.00 $111,070 $10.10
PLACERVILLE 10,917 $0 $0.00 $110,212 $10.10
MORRO BAY 10,439 $0 $0.00 $105,386 $10.10
ANDERSON 10,431 $0 $0.00 $105,306 $10.10
SHASTA LAKE 10,275 $0 $0.00 $103,731 $10.10
CAPITOLA 10,240 $0 $0.00 $103,377 $10.10
CORTE MADERA 10,047 $0 $0.00 $101,429 $10.10
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ORANGE COVE 9,975 $0 $0.00 $100,702 $10.10
TAFT 9,430 $0 $0.00 $95,200 $10.10
RIO VISTA 9,416 $0 $0.00 $95,059 $10.10
TIBURON 9,362 $0 $0.00 $94,513 $10.10
CLOVERDALE 9,257 $0 $0.00 $93,453 $10.10
CALIMESA 9,159 $0 $0.00 $92,464 $10.10
WATERFORD 9,100 $0 $0.00 $91,868 $10.10
LIVE OAK 8,840 $0 $0.00 $89,244 $10.10
LOS ALTOS HILLS 8,785 $0 $0.00 $88,688 $10.10
GONZALES 8,677 $0 $0.00 $87,598 $10.10
WESTLAKE VILLAGE 8,378 $0 $0.00 $84,580 $10.10
ORLAND 8,337 $0 $0.00 $84,166 $10.10
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES 8,247 $0 $0.00 $83,257 $10.10
PISMO BEACH 8,239 $0 $0.00 $83,176 $10.10
MAMMOTH LAKES 8,234 $0 $0.00 $83,126 $10.10
FIREBAUGH 8,132 $0 $0.00 $82,096 $10.10
HUGHSON 8,017 $0 $0.00 $80,935 $10.10
IONE 7,991 $0 $0.00 $80,673 $10.10
COTATI 7,919 $0 $0.00 $79,946 $10.10
WOODLAKE 7,891 $0 $0.00 $79,663 $10.10
SEBASTOPOL 7,885 $0 $0.00 $79,603 $10.10
GUADALUPE 7,839 $0 $0.00 $79,138 $10.10
OJAI 7,769 $0 $0.00 $78,431 $10.10
ESCALON 7,765 $0 $0.00 $78,391 $10.10
YREKA 7,765 $0 $0.00 $78,391 $10.10
FAIRFAX 7,721 $0 $0.00 $77,947 $10.10
CALIPATRIA 7,705 $0 $0.00 $77,785 $10.10
CORNING 7,663 $0 $0.00 $77,361 $10.10
CRESCENT CITY 7,643 $0 $0.00 $77,159 $10.10
FORT BRAGG 7,478 $0 $0.00 $75,494 $10.10
WINTERS 7,417 $0 $0.00 $74,878 $10.10
SAUSALITO 7,416 $0 $0.00 $74,868 $10.10
HURON 7,308 $0 $0.00 $73,777 $10.10
GRIDLEY 7,224 $0 $0.00 $72,929 $10.10
ATHERTON 7,070 $0 $0.00 $71,375 $10.10
LOOMIS 6,887 $0 $0.00 $69,527 $10.10
HOLTVILLE 6,779 $0 $0.00 $68,437 $10.10
FOWLER 6,605 $0 $0.00 $66,680 $10.10
WILLOWS 6,282 $0 $0.00 $63,420 $10.10
COLUSA 6,255 $0 $0.00 $63,147 $10.10
SainT HELENA 6,133 $0 $0.00 $61,915 $10.10
VILLA PARK 5,933 $0 $0.00 $59,896 $10.10
GUSTINE 5,884 $0 $0.00 $59,402 $10.10
SOLVANG 5,822 $0 $0.00 $58,776 $10.10
WOODSIDE 5,615 $0 $0.00 $56,686 $10.10
DOS PALOS 5,541 $0 $0.00 $55,939 $10.10
WILLIAMS 5,527 $0 $0.00 $55,797 $10.10
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LA HABRA HEIGHTS 5,485 $0 $0.00 $55,373 $10.10
BIG BEAR LAKE 5,461 $0 $0.00 $55,131 $10.10
CALISTOGA 5,453 $0 $0.00 $55,050 $10.10
BUELLTON 5,453 $0 $0.00 $55,050 $10.10
INDIAN WELLS 5,445 $0 $0.00 $54,970 $10.10
NEEDLES 5,085 $0 $0.00 $51,335 $10.10
WILLITS 4,996 $0 $0.00 $50,437 $10.10
SONORA 4,903 $0 $0.00 $49,498 $10.10
LAKEPORT 4,806 $0 $0.00 $48,519 $10.10
JACKSON 4,770 $0 $0.00 $48,155 $10.10
BRISBANE 4,691 $0 $0.00 $47,358 $10.10
PORTOLA VALLEY 4,659 $0 $0.00 $47,035 $10.10
DEL MAR 4,451 $0 $0.00 $44,935 $10.10
SAN JOAQUIN 4,216 $0 $0.00 $42,562 $10.10
CARMEL 3,987 $0 $0.00 $40,251 $10.10
BISHOP 3,899 $0 $0.00 $39,362 $10.10
AVALON 3,845 $0 $0.00 $38,817 $10.10
ANGELS CAMP 3,840 $0 $0.00 $38,766 $10.10
MONTE SERENO 3,787 $0 $0.00 $38,231 $10.10
WHEATLAND 3,703 $0 $0.00 $37,383 $10.10
MOUNT SHASTA 3,394 $0 $0.00 $34,264 $10.10
RIO DELL 3,368 $0 $0.00 $34,001 $10.10
NEVADA CITY 3,122 $0 $0.00 $31,518 $10.10
WEED 2,967 $0 $0.00 $29,953 $10.10
YOUNTVILLE 2,933 $0 $0.00 $29,610 $10.10
ALTURAS 2,827 $0 $0.00 $28,540 $10.10
SUTTER CREEK 2,559 $0 $0.00 $25,834 $10.10
ROSS 2,526 $0 $0.00 $25,501 $10.10
WESTMORLAND 2,461 $0 $0.00 $24,845 $10.10
BELVEDERE 2,148 $0 $0.00 $21,685 $10.10
PORTOLA 2,104 $0 $0.00 $21,241 $10.10
SAN JUAN BAUTISTA 2,081 $0 $0.00 $21,009 $10.10
COLFAX 2,073 $0 $0.00 $20,928 $10.10
BIGGS 2,066 $0 $0.00 $20,857 $10.10
ROLLING HILLS 1,939 $0 $0.00 $19,575 $10.10
HIDDEN HILLS 1,885 $0 $0.00 $19,030 $10.10
DEL REY OAKS 1,734 $0 $0.00 $17,505 $10.10
DUNSMUIR 1,650 $0 $0.00 $16,657 $10.10
COLMA 1,512 $0 $0.00 $15,264 $10.10
IRWINDALE 1,506 $0 $0.00 $15,204 $10.10
MONTAGUE 1,443 $0 $0.00 $14,568 $10.10
FERNDALE 1,371 $0 $0.00 $13,841 $10.10
BLUE LAKE 1,253 $0 $0.00 $12,650 $10.10
MARICOPA 1,240 $0 $0.00 $12,518 $10.10
BRADBURY 1,077 $0 $0.00 $10,873 $10.10
PLYMOUTH 1,012 $0 $0.00 $10,217 $10.10
TULELAKE 1,010 $0 $0.00 $10,196 $10.10
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Total fund $450,000,000
Total Group A Group B 50.0% Group C 50.0%



5/20/2020 $1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $225,000,000



Population 4/20 Allocation A Per Capita Allocation B Per Capita Allocation C Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [1]



DORRIS 939 $0 $0.00 $9,480 $10.10
ISLETON 871 $0 $0.00 $8,793 $10.10
LOYALTON 769 $0 $0.00 $7,763 $10.10
ETNA 737 $0 $0.00 $7,440 $10.10
FORT JONES 710 $0 $0.00 $7,168 $10.10
POINT ARENA 463 $0 $0.00 $4,674 $10.10
INDUSTRY 451 $0 $0.00 $4,553 $10.10
TEHAMA 418 $0 $0.00 $4,220 $10.10
SAND CITY 397 $0 $0.00 $4,008 $10.10
TRINIDAD 367 $0 $0.00 $3,705 $10.10
VERNON 301 $0 $0.00 $3,039 $10.10
AMADOR 188 $0 $0.00 $1,898 $10.10



California Total $33,358,415 $225,000,000 $225,000,000
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita
LOS ANGELES 4,040,079 $706,500,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN DIEGO 1,420,572 $248,400,000 $174.86 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN JOSE 1,043,058 $182,400,000 $174.87 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SAN FRANCISCO 883,869 $154,200,000 $174.46 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
FRESNO 536,683 $93,900,000 $174.96 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
SACRAMENTO 508,172 $88,900,000 $174.94 $0 $0.00 $0 $0.00
LONG BEACH 475,013 $40,504,207 $85.27 $0 $0.00
OAKLAND 432,897 $36,912,989 $85.27 $0 $0.00
BAKERSFIELD 389,211 $33,187,898 $85.27 $0 $0.00
ANAHEIM 359,339 $30,640,722 $85.27 $0 $0.00
SANTA ANA 337,716 $28,796,936 $85.27 $0 $0.00
RIVERSIDE 328,101 $27,977,068 $85.27 $0 $0.00
STOCKTON 316,410 $26,980,180 $85.27 $0 $0.00
IRVINE 280,202 $0 $0.00 $3,442,206 $12.28
CHULA VISTA 271,411 $0 $0.00 $3,334,211 $12.28
FREMONT 232,532 $0 $0.00 $2,856,593 $12.28
SAN BERNARDINO 219,233 $0 $0.00 $2,693,218 $12.28
SANTA CLARITA 218,103 $0 $0.00 $2,679,336 $12.28
MODESTO 215,201 $0 $0.00 $2,643,686 $12.28
FONTANA 212,078 $0 $0.00 $2,605,321 $12.28
OXNARD 209,879 $0 $0.00 $2,578,307 $12.28
MORENO VALLEY 208,297 $0 $0.00 $2,558,872 $12.28
GLENDALE 206,283 $0 $0.00 $2,534,131 $12.28
HUNTINGTON BEACH 203,761 $0 $0.00 $2,503,149 $12.28
RANCHO CUCAMONGA 179,412 $0 $0.00 $2,204,028 $12.28
ONTARIO 178,268 $0 $0.00 $2,189,974 $12.28
OCEANSIDE 178,021 $0 $0.00 $2,186,940 $12.28
SANTA ROSA 175,625 $0 $0.00 $2,157,506 $12.28
GARDEN GROVE 175,155 $0 $0.00 $2,151,732 $12.28
ELK GROVE 174,025 $0 $0.00 $2,137,850 $12.28
CORONA 168,101 $0 $0.00 $2,065,075 $12.28
SALINAS 162,797 $0 $0.00 $1,999,917 $12.28
LANCASTER 161,604 $0 $0.00 $1,985,261 $12.28
HAYWARD 159,433 $0 $0.00 $1,958,591 $12.28
PALMDALE 157,854 $0 $0.00 $1,939,194 $12.28
SUNNYVALE 155,567 $0 $0.00 $1,911,098 $12.28
POMONA 154,310 $0 $0.00 $1,895,657 $12.28
ESCONDIDO 152,739 $0 $0.00 $1,876,357 $12.28
TORRANCE 148,054 $0 $0.00 $1,818,803 $12.28
PASADENA 146,312 $0 $0.00 $1,797,403 $12.28
FULLERTON 142,824 $0 $0.00 $1,754,554 $12.28
ORANGE 141,691 $0 $0.00 $1,740,636 $12.28
ROSEVILLE 139,643 $0 $0.00 $1,715,476 $12.28
VISALIA 138,207 $0 $0.00 $1,697,836 $12.28
CONCORD 129,889 $0 $0.00 $1,595,651 $12.28
THOUSAND OAKS 129,557 $0 $0.00 $1,591,573 $12.28
SANTA CLARA 128,717 $0 $0.00 $1,581,253 $12.28
SIMI VALLEY 127,716 $0 $0.00 $1,568,956 $12.28
VICTORVILLE 126,543 $0 $0.00 $1,554,546 $12.28
BERKELEY 123,328 $0 $0.00 $1,515,051 $12.28
VALLEJO 119,544 $0 $0.00 $1,468,566 $12.28



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MURRIETA 118,125 $0 $0.00 $1,451,134 $12.28
EL MONTE 117,204 $0 $0.00 $1,439,819 $12.28
FAIRFIELD 117,149 $0 $0.00 $1,439,144 $12.28
CLOVIS 117,003 $0 $0.00 $1,437,350 $12.28
COSTA MESA 115,830 $0 $0.00 $1,422,940 $12.28
CARLSBAD 115,241 $0 $0.00 $1,415,704 $12.28
DOWNEY 114,212 $0 $0.00 $1,403,063 $12.28
ANTIOCH 113,901 $0 $0.00 $1,399,243 $12.28
TEMECULA 113,826 $0 $0.00 $1,398,322 $12.28
INGLEWOOD 112,549 $0 $0.00 $1,382,634 $12.28
CHICO 112,111 $0 $0.00 $1,377,253 $12.28
RICHMOND 110,436 $0 $0.00 $1,356,676 $12.28
DALY CITY 109,122 $0 $0.00 $1,340,534 $12.28
SAN BUENAVENTURA 108,170 $0 $0.00 $1,328,839 $12.28
WEST COVINA 108,116 $0 $0.00 $1,328,176 $12.28
SANTA MARIA 107,356 $0 $0.00 $1,318,839 $12.28
RIALTO 107,271 $0 $0.00 $1,317,795 $12.28
NORWALK 106,744 $0 $0.00 $1,311,321 $12.28
JURUPA VALLEY 106,318 $0 $0.00 $1,306,088 $12.28
BURBANK 105,952 $0 $0.00 $1,301,592 $12.28
EL CAJON 105,559 $0 $0.00 $1,296,764 $12.28
SAN MATEO 104,570 $0 $0.00 $1,284,614 $12.28
VISTA 101,987 $0 $0.00 $1,252,883 $12.28
VACAVILLE 98,807 $0 $0.00 $1,213,817 $12.28
COMPTON 98,711 $0 $0.00 $1,212,638 $12.28
SAN MARCOS 98,369 $0 $0.00 $1,208,437 $12.28
SOUTH GATE 96,777 $0 $0.00 $1,188,879 $12.28
MISSION VIEJO 96,434 $0 $0.00 $1,184,666 $12.28
HESPERIA 96,362 $0 $0.00 $1,183,781 $12.28
CARSON 93,604 $0 $0.00 $1,149,900 $12.28
SANTA MONICA 93,593 $0 $0.00 $1,149,765 $12.28
SANTA BARBARA 93,532 $0 $0.00 $1,149,015 $12.28
MENIFEE 93,452 $0 $0.00 $1,148,032 $12.28
REDDING 92,839 $0 $0.00 $1,140,502 $12.28
TRACY 92,800 $0 $0.00 $1,140,023 $12.28
WESTMINSTER 92,610 $0 $0.00 $1,137,689 $12.28
LIVERMORE 91,039 $0 $0.00 $1,118,389 $12.28
CHINO 89,829 $0 $0.00 $1,103,525 $12.28
SAN LEANDRO 89,825 $0 $0.00 $1,103,476 $12.28
INDIO 89,406 $0 $0.00 $1,098,328 $12.28
CITRUS HEIGHTS 88,095 $0 $0.00 $1,082,223 $12.28
HAWTHORNE 87,854 $0 $0.00 $1,079,263 $12.28
WHITTIER 87,526 $0 $0.00 $1,075,233 $12.28
NEWPORT BEACH 87,180 $0 $0.00 $1,070,983 $12.28
MERCED 87,110 $0 $0.00 $1,070,123 $12.28
ALHAMBRA 86,931 $0 $0.00 $1,067,924 $12.28
LAKE FOREST 86,346 $0 $0.00 $1,060,737 $12.28
REDWOOD CITY 85,319 $0 $0.00 $1,048,121 $12.28
HEMET 84,754 $0 $0.00 $1,041,180 $12.28
CHINO HILLS 84,364 $0 $0.00 $1,036,389 $12.28
SAN RAMON 83,957 $0 $0.00 $1,031,389 $12.28
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



MANTECA 83,781 $0 $0.00 $1,029,227 $12.28
BUENA PARK 83,384 $0 $0.00 $1,024,350 $12.28
MOUNTAIN VIEW 81,992 $0 $0.00 $1,007,249 $12.28
TUSTIN 81,369 $0 $0.00 $999,596 $12.28
LAKEWOOD 81,352 $0 $0.00 $999,387 $12.28
PLEASANTON 80,492 $0 $0.00 $988,822 $12.28
FOLSOM 79,835 $0 $0.00 $980,751 $12.28
NAPA 79,490 $0 $0.00 $976,513 $12.28
ALAMEDA 79,316 $0 $0.00 $974,376 $12.28
UPLAND 78,481 $0 $0.00 $964,118 $12.28
BELLFLOWER 78,308 $0 $0.00 $961,993 $12.28
BALDWIN PARK 77,286 $0 $0.00 $949,438 $12.28
PERRIS 76,971 $0 $0.00 $945,568 $12.28
MILPITAS 76,231 $0 $0.00 $936,477 $12.28
UNION CITY 74,916 $0 $0.00 $920,323 $12.28
RANCHO CORDOVA 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
TURLOCK 74,471 $0 $0.00 $914,856 $12.28
APPLE VALLEY 73,464 $0 $0.00 $902,485 $12.28
PITTSBURG 72,541 $0 $0.00 $891,147 $12.28
REDLANDS 71,839 $0 $0.00 $882,523 $12.28
LYNWOOD 71,343 $0 $0.00 $876,429 $12.28
WALNUT CREEK 70,121 $0 $0.00 $861,417 $12.28
CAMARILLO 69,880 $0 $0.00 $858,457 $12.28
DAVIS 69,761 $0 $0.00 $856,995 $12.28
PALO ALTO 69,397 $0 $0.00 $852,523 $12.28
ROCKLIN 69,249 $0 $0.00 $850,705 $12.28
YORBA LINDA 68,706 $0 $0.00 $844,035 $12.28
REDONDO BEACH 68,473 $0 $0.00 $841,172 $12.28
LODI 68,272 $0 $0.00 $838,703 $12.28
YUBA CITY 67,536 $0 $0.00 $829,661 $12.28
SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO 67,078 $0 $0.00 $824,035 $12.28
TULARE 66,967 $0 $0.00 $822,671 $12.28
LAGUNA NIGUEL 66,748 $0 $0.00 $819,981 $12.28
MADERA 66,419 $0 $0.00 $815,939 $12.28
EASTVALE 66,078 $0 $0.00 $811,750 $12.28
SANTA CRUZ 65,807 $0 $0.00 $808,421 $12.28
SAN CLEMENTE 65,405 $0 $0.00 $803,483 $12.28
DUBLIN 64,577 $0 $0.00 $793,311 $12.28
MONTEBELLO 64,247 $0 $0.00 $789,257 $12.28
PICO RIVERA 64,033 $0 $0.00 $786,628 $12.28
BRENTWOOD 63,662 $0 $0.00 $782,070 $12.28
LA HABRA 63,542 $0 $0.00 $780,596 $12.28
ENCINITAS 63,390 $0 $0.00 $778,729 $12.28
LAKE ELSINORE 62,949 $0 $0.00 $773,311 $12.28
NATIONAL CITY 62,307 $0 $0.00 $765,425 $12.28
PETALUMA 62,247 $0 $0.00 $764,688 $12.28
MONTEREY PARK 61,828 $0 $0.00 $759,540 $12.28
GARDENA 61,042 $0 $0.00 $749,884 $12.28
LA MESA 60,820 $0 $0.00 $747,157 $12.28
WOODLAND 60,292 $0 $0.00 $740,671 $12.28
PORTERVILLE 60,260 $0 $0.00 $740,278 $12.28
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



SAN RAFAEL 60,046 $0 $0.00 $737,649 $12.28
CUPERTINO 59,879 $0 $0.00 $735,597 $12.28
HUNTINGTON PARK 59,350 $0 $0.00 $729,099 $12.28
ARCADIA 58,891 $0 $0.00 $723,460 $12.28
SANTEE 58,408 $0 $0.00 $717,526 $12.28
HANFORD 58,105 $0 $0.00 $713,804 $12.28
DIAMOND BAR 57,495 $0 $0.00 $706,310 $12.28
FOUNTAIN VALLEY 56,652 $0 $0.00 $695,954 $12.28
GILROY 55,928 $0 $0.00 $687,060 $12.28
HIGHLAND 55,778 $0 $0.00 $685,218 $12.28
PARAMOUNT 55,497 $0 $0.00 $681,766 $12.28
ROSEMEAD 55,097 $0 $0.00 $676,852 $12.28
CATHEDRAL CITY 54,907 $0 $0.00 $674,518 $12.28
YUCAIPA 54,844 $0 $0.00 $673,744 $12.28
COLTON 54,391 $0 $0.00 $668,179 $12.28
NOVATO 54,115 $0 $0.00 $664,788 $12.28
DELANO 53,936 $0 $0.00 $662,589 $12.28
WEST SACRAMENTO 53,911 $0 $0.00 $662,282 $12.28
PALM DESERT 53,625 $0 $0.00 $658,769 $12.28
WATSONVILLE 53,021 $0 $0.00 $651,349 $12.28
PLACENTIA 52,333 $0 $0.00 $642,897 $12.28
GLENDORA 52,122 $0 $0.00 $640,305 $12.28
ALISO VIEJO 51,372 $0 $0.00 $631,091 $12.28
AZUSA 51,313 $0 $0.00 $630,366 $12.28
CERRITOS 50,711 $0 $0.00 $622,971 $12.28
POWAY 50,320 $0 $0.00 $618,168 $12.28
CYPRESS 49,833 $0 $0.00 $612,185 $12.28
LA MIRADA 49,558 $0 $0.00 $608,807 $12.28
CERES 49,510 $0 $0.00 $608,217 $12.28
RANCHO SANTA MARGARIT 48,960 $0 $0.00 $601,460 $12.28
SAN JACINTO 48,878 $0 $0.00 $600,453 $12.28
COVINA 48,876 $0 $0.00 $600,428 $12.28
PALM SPRINGS 48,733 $0 $0.00 $598,672 $12.28
NEWARK 48,712 $0 $0.00 $598,414 $12.28
BEAUMONT 48,401 $0 $0.00 $594,593 $12.28
LINCOLN 48,277 $0 $0.00 $593,070 $12.28
SAN LUIS OBISPO 46,802 $0 $0.00 $574,950 $12.28
COACHELLA 46,351 $0 $0.00 $569,409 $12.28
EL CENTRO 46,248 $0 $0.00 $568,144 $12.28
MORGAN HILL 45,742 $0 $0.00 $561,928 $12.28
BREA 45,606 $0 $0.00 $560,257 $12.28
DANVILLE 45,270 $0 $0.00 $556,130 $12.28
SAN BRUNO 45,257 $0 $0.00 $555,970 $12.28
LOMPOC 43,649 $0 $0.00 $536,216 $12.28
ROHNERT PARK 43,339 $0 $0.00 $532,408 $12.28
CAMPBELL 43,250 $0 $0.00 $531,315 $12.28
BELL GARDENS 42,972 $0 $0.00 $527,899 $12.28
RANCHO PALOS VERDES 42,560 $0 $0.00 $522,838 $12.28
CALEXICO 42,198 $0 $0.00 $518,391 $12.28
LA QUINTA 42,098 $0 $0.00 $517,163 $12.28
LOS BANOS 41,898 $0 $0.00 $514,706 $12.28
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5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



OAKLEY 41,759 $0 $0.00 $512,998 $12.28
SAN GABRIEL 41,178 $0 $0.00 $505,861 $12.28
LA PUENTE 40,795 $0 $0.00 $501,156 $12.28
CULVER CITY 40,173 $0 $0.00 $493,514 $12.28
HOLLISTER 40,149 $0 $0.00 $493,220 $12.28
MONTCLAIR 39,563 $0 $0.00 $486,021 $12.28
STANTON 39,307 $0 $0.00 $482,876 $12.28
PACIFICA 38,674 $0 $0.00 $475,100 $12.28
MONROVIA 38,529 $0 $0.00 $473,318 $12.28
MARTINEZ 38,490 $0 $0.00 $472,839 $12.28
MOORPARK 37,020 $0 $0.00 $454,781 $12.28
SAN JUAN CAPISTRANO 36,821 $0 $0.00 $452,336 $12.28
WEST HOLLYWOOD 36,660 $0 $0.00 $450,358 $12.28
TEMPLE CITY 36,583 $0 $0.00 $449,412 $12.28
BELL 36,556 $0 $0.00 $449,081 $12.28
CLAREMONT 36,511 $0 $0.00 $448,528 $12.28
WILDOMAR 36,066 $0 $0.00 $443,061 $12.28
MANHATTAN BEACH 35,922 $0 $0.00 $441,292 $12.28
MENLO PARK 35,790 $0 $0.00 $439,670 $12.28
ADELANTO 35,136 $0 $0.00 $431,636 $12.28
PLEASANT HILL 35,055 $0 $0.00 $430,641 $12.28
BEVERLY HILLS 34,627 $0 $0.00 $425,383 $12.28
SAN DIMAS 34,584 $0 $0.00 $424,855 $12.28
DANA POINT 34,249 $0 $0.00 $420,740 $12.28
SEASIDE 33,776 $0 $0.00 $414,929 $12.28
FOSTER CITY 33,693 $0 $0.00 $413,909 $12.28
LAWNDALE 33,436 $0 $0.00 $410,752 $12.28
LA VERNE 33,201 $0 $0.00 $407,865 $12.28
GOLETA 32,759 $0 $0.00 $402,435 $12.28
SAN PABLO 31,817 $0 $0.00 $390,863 $12.28
LAGUNA HILLS 31,572 $0 $0.00 $387,853 $12.28
ATWATER 31,470 $0 $0.00 $386,600 $12.28
SARATOGA 31,407 $0 $0.00 $385,826 $12.28
EL PASO DE ROBLES 31,244 $0 $0.00 $383,824 $12.28
LOS ALTOS 31,190 $0 $0.00 $383,161 $12.28
BANNING 31,044 $0 $0.00 $381,367 $12.28
LOS GATOS 30,988 $0 $0.00 $380,679 $12.28
SANTA PAULA 30,779 $0 $0.00 $378,112 $12.28
WALNUT 30,551 $0 $0.00 $375,311 $12.28
EAST PALO ALTO 30,499 $0 $0.00 $374,672 $12.28
ATASCADERO 30,405 $0 $0.00 $373,517 $12.28
BURLINGAME 30,317 $0 $0.00 $372,436 $12.28
SAN CARLOS 29,864 $0 $0.00 $366,871 $12.28
RIDGECREST 29,712 $0 $0.00 $365,004 $12.28
SUISUN CITY 29,447 $0 $0.00 $361,748 $12.28
DESERT HOT SPRINGS 29,251 $0 $0.00 $359,341 $12.28
TWENTYNINE PALMS 28,958 $0 $0.00 $355,741 $12.28
WINDSOR 28,565 $0 $0.00 $350,913 $12.28
MONTEREY 28,448 $0 $0.00 $349,476 $12.28
MAYWOOD 27,971 $0 $0.00 $343,616 $12.28
WASCO 27,955 $0 $0.00 $343,420 $12.28
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BENICIA 27,570 $0 $0.00 $338,690 $12.28
IMPERIAL BEACH 27,448 $0 $0.00 $337,191 $12.28
BRAWLEY 27,337 $0 $0.00 $335,828 $12.28
LEMON GROVE 27,208 $0 $0.00 $334,243 $12.28
EUREKA 27,191 $0 $0.00 $334,034 $12.28
BELMONT 27,174 $0 $0.00 $333,825 $12.28
SANGER 27,094 $0 $0.00 $332,842 $12.28
NORCO 27,063 $0 $0.00 $332,462 $12.28
REEDLEY 26,666 $0 $0.00 $327,585 $12.28
GALT 26,489 $0 $0.00 $325,410 $12.28
LAFAYETTE 26,327 $0 $0.00 $323,420 $12.28
LEMOORE 26,257 $0 $0.00 $322,560 $12.28
SOUTH PASADENA 26,245 $0 $0.00 $322,413 $12.28
HERCULES 26,224 $0 $0.00 $322,155 $12.28
PARADISE 26,218 $0 $0.00 $322,081 $12.28
SOLEDAD 26,079 $0 $0.00 $320,373 $12.28
EL CERRITO 25,459 $0 $0.00 $312,757 $12.28
DINUBA 25,328 $0 $0.00 $311,148 $12.28
RIVERBANK 25,318 $0 $0.00 $311,025 $12.28
SEAL BEACH 25,073 $0 $0.00 $308,015 $12.28
SELMA 25,045 $0 $0.00 $307,671 $12.28
LATHROP 24,936 $0 $0.00 $306,332 $12.28
SAN FERNANDO 24,918 $0 $0.00 $306,111 $12.28
CORCORAN 24,813 $0 $0.00 $304,821 $12.28
CORONADO 24,697 $0 $0.00 $303,396 $12.28
LOMA LINDA 24,335 $0 $0.00 $298,949 $12.28
CUDAHY 24,264 $0 $0.00 $298,077 $12.28
CALABASAS 24,239 $0 $0.00 $297,770 $12.28
BARSTOW 24,150 $0 $0.00 $296,676 $12.28
OAKDALE 23,807 $0 $0.00 $292,463 $12.28
PATTERSON 23,764 $0 $0.00 $291,934 $12.28
PORT HUENEME 23,526 $0 $0.00 $289,011 $12.28
LAGUNA BEACH 23,358 $0 $0.00 $286,947 $12.28
MILLBRAE 23,154 $0 $0.00 $284,441 $12.28
MARINA 22,957 $0 $0.00 $282,021 $12.28
SOUTH LAKE TAHOE 22,800 $0 $0.00 $280,092 $12.28
ARVIN 22,178 $0 $0.00 $272,451 $12.28
YUCCA VALLEY 22,050 $0 $0.00 $270,878 $12.28
DUARTE 21,952 $0 $0.00 $269,674 $12.28
OROVILLE 21,773 $0 $0.00 $267,475 $12.28
SOUTH EL MONTE 21,293 $0 $0.00 $261,579 $12.28
SHAFTER 20,886 $0 $0.00 $256,579 $12.28
AGOURA HILLS 20,842 $0 $0.00 $256,038 $12.28
BLYTHE 20,817 $0 $0.00 $255,731 $12.28
LOMITA 20,763 $0 $0.00 $255,068 $12.28
AMERICAN CANYON 20,629 $0 $0.00 $253,422 $12.28
LA CANADA FLINTRIDGE 20,602 $0 $0.00 $253,090 $12.28
IMPERIAL 19,929 $0 $0.00 $244,822 $12.28
HERMOSA BEACH 19,847 $0 $0.00 $243,815 $12.28
DIXON 19,794 $0 $0.00 $243,164 $12.28
PINOLE 19,498 $0 $0.00 $239,528 $12.28
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Total fund $500,000,000
5/22/2020 Total Group A Group B 45.0% Group C 55.0%



$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
minimum $50,000



Population 4/20 R Allocation A Per Allocation Per Capita Allocation Per Capita



CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



ORINDA 19,475 $0 $0.00 $239,245 $12.28
ALBANY 19,393 $0 $0.00 $238,238 $12.28
CHOWCHILLA 18,742 $0 $0.00 $230,240 $12.28
RANCHO MIRAGE 18,489 $0 $0.00 $227,132 $12.28
SANTA FE SPRINGS 18,261 $0 $0.00 $224,331 $12.28
COALINGA 18,087 $0 $0.00 $222,194 $12.28
ARCATA 18,078 $0 $0.00 $222,083 $12.28
GREENFIELD 18,009 $0 $0.00 $221,236 $12.28
SUSANVILLE 17,947 $0 $0.00 $220,474 $12.28
ARROYO GRANDE 17,876 $0 $0.00 $219,602 $12.28
EL SEGUNDO 17,066 $0 $0.00 $209,651 $12.28
MORAGA 16,939 $0 $0.00 $208,091 $12.28
ARTESIA 16,919 $0 $0.00 $207,845 $12.28
RIPON 16,613 $0 $0.00 $204,086 $12.28
LAGUNA WOODS 16,518 $0 $0.00 $202,919 $12.28
TRUCKEE 16,434 $0 $0.00 $201,887 $12.28
UKIAH 16,296 $0 $0.00 $200,192 $12.28
PARLIER 16,151 $0 $0.00 $198,411 $12.28
FILLMORE 15,925 $0 $0.00 $195,634 $12.28
PACIFIC GROVE 15,883 $0 $0.00 $195,118 $12.28
LA PALMA 15,820 $0 $0.00 $194,344 $12.28
AVENAL 15,505 $0 $0.00 $190,475 $12.28
KERMAN 15,495 $0 $0.00 $190,352 $12.28
CLEARLAKE 15,250 $0 $0.00 $187,342 $12.28
MCFARLAND 15,242 $0 $0.00 $187,244 $12.28
CALIFORNIA CITY 15,000 $0 $0.00 $184,271 $12.28
LIVINGSTON 14,811 $0 $0.00 $181,949 $12.28
KING CITY 14,724 $0 $0.00 $180,880 $12.28
HAWAIIAN GARDENS 14,690 $0 $0.00 $180,463 $12.28
MILL VALLEY 14,675 $0 $0.00 $180,278 $12.28
TEHACHAPI 14,414 $0 $0.00 $177,072 $12.28
AUBURN 14,392 $0 $0.00 $176,802 $12.28
RED BLUFF 14,250 $0 $0.00 $175,057 $12.28
SOLANA BEACH 13,933 $0 $0.00 $171,163 $12.28
CARPINTERIA 13,680 $0 $0.00 $168,055 $12.28
PALOS VERDES ESTATES 13,544 $0 $0.00 $166,384 $12.28
GROVER BEACH 13,533 $0 $0.00 $166,249 $12.28
LINDSAY 13,358 $0 $0.00 $164,099 $12.28
SAN MARINO 13,352 $0 $0.00 $164,026 $12.28
COMMERCE 13,021 $0 $0.00 $159,959 $12.28
SAN ANSELMO 12,902 $0 $0.00 $158,498 $12.28
GRASS VALLEY 12,860 $0 $0.00 $157,982 $12.28
GRAND TERRACE 12,654 $0 $0.00 $155,451 $12.28
MALIBU 12,645 $0 $0.00 $155,340 $12.28
HALF MOON BAY 12,631 $0 $0.00 $155,168 $12.28
MARYSVILLE 12,627 $0 $0.00 $155,119 $12.28
LARKSPUR 12,578 $0 $0.00 $154,517 $12.28
HEALDSBURG 12,501 $0 $0.00 $153,571 $12.28
KINGSBURG 12,392 $0 $0.00 $152,232 $12.28
MENDOTA 12,315 $0 $0.00 $151,286 $12.28
FORTUNA 12,084 $0 $0.00 $148,449 $12.28
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$1,474,300,000 amount $225,000,000 amount $275,000,000
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



SCOTTS VALLEY 12,082 $0 $0.00 $148,424 $12.28
EMERYVILLE 11,885 $0 $0.00 $146,004 $12.28
SIGNAL HILL 11,795 $0 $0.00 $144,898 $12.28
HILLSBOROUGH 11,769 $0 $0.00 $144,579 $12.28
NEWMAN 11,738 $0 $0.00 $144,198 $12.28
LOS ALAMITOS 11,721 $0 $0.00 $143,989 $12.28
CLAYTON 11,653 $0 $0.00 $143,154 $12.28
SONOMA 11,556 $0 $0.00 $141,962 $12.28
PIEDMONT 11,420 $0 $0.00 $140,292 $12.28
FARMERSVILLE 11,358 $0 $0.00 $139,530 $12.28
CANYON LAKE 11,285 $0 $0.00 $138,633 $12.28
SIERRA MADRE 11,135 $0 $0.00 $136,790 $12.28
EXETER 11,002 $0 $0.00 $135,157 $12.28
PLACERVILLE 10,917 $0 $0.00 $134,112 $12.28
MORRO BAY 10,439 $0 $0.00 $128,240 $12.28
ANDERSON 10,431 $0 $0.00 $128,142 $12.28
SHASTA LAKE 10,275 $0 $0.00 $126,226 $12.28
CAPITOLA 10,240 $0 $0.00 $125,796 $12.28
CORTE MADERA 10,047 $0 $0.00 $123,425 $12.28
ORANGE COVE 9,975 $0 $0.00 $122,540 $12.28
TAFT 9,430 $0 $0.00 $115,845 $12.28
RIO VISTA 9,416 $0 $0.00 $115,673 $12.28
TIBURON 9,362 $0 $0.00 $115,010 $12.28
CLOVERDALE 9,257 $0 $0.00 $113,720 $12.28
CALIMESA 9,159 $0 $0.00 $112,516 $12.28
WATERFORD 9,100 $0 $0.00 $111,791 $12.28
LIVE OAK 8,840 $0 $0.00 $108,597 $12.28
LOS ALTOS HILLS 8,785 $0 $0.00 $107,921 $12.28
GONZALES 8,677 $0 $0.00 $106,595 $12.28
WESTLAKE VILLAGE 8,378 $0 $0.00 $102,921 $12.28
ORLAND 8,337 $0 $0.00 $102,418 $12.28
ROLLING HILLS ESTATES 8,247 $0 $0.00 $101,312 $12.28
PISMO BEACH 8,239 $0 $0.00 $101,214 $12.28
MAMMOTH LAKES 8,234 $0 $0.00 $101,152 $12.28
FIREBAUGH 8,132 $0 $0.00 $99,899 $12.28
HUGHSON 8,017 $0 $0.00 $98,487 $12.28
IONE 7,991 $0 $0.00 $98,167 $12.28
COTATI 7,919 $0 $0.00 $97,283 $12.28
WOODLAKE 7,891 $0 $0.00 $96,939 $12.28
SEBASTOPOL 7,885 $0 $0.00 $96,865 $12.28
GUADALUPE 7,839 $0 $0.00 $96,300 $12.28
OJAI 7,769 $0 $0.00 $95,440 $12.28
ESCALON 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
YREKA 7,765 $0 $0.00 $95,391 $12.28
FAIRFAX 7,721 $0 $0.00 $94,850 $12.28
CALIPATRIA 7,705 $0 $0.00 $94,654 $12.28
CORNING 7,663 $0 $0.00 $94,138 $12.28
CRESCENT CITY 7,643 $0 $0.00 $93,892 $12.28
FORT BRAGG 7,478 $0 $0.00 $91,865 $12.28
WINTERS 7,417 $0 $0.00 $91,116 $12.28
SAUSALITO 7,416 $0 $0.00 $91,104 $12.28
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CARES Act - city allocation scenario [3]



HURON 7,308 $0 $0.00 $89,777 $12.28
GRIDLEY 7,224 $0 $0.00 $88,745 $12.28
ATHERTON 7,070 $0 $0.00 $86,853 $12.28
LOOMIS 6,887 $0 $0.00 $84,605 $12.28
HOLTVILLE 6,779 $0 $0.00 $83,278 $12.28
FOWLER 6,605 $0 $0.00 $81,141 $12.28
WILLOWS 6,282 $0 $0.00 $77,173 $12.28
COLUSA 6,255 $0 $0.00 $76,841 $12.28
SainT HELENA 6,133 $0 $0.00 $75,342 $12.28
VILLA PARK 5,933 $0 $0.00 $72,885 $12.28
GUSTINE 5,884 $0 $0.00 $72,283 $12.28
SOLVANG 5,822 $0 $0.00 $71,522 $12.28
WOODSIDE 5,615 $0 $0.00 $68,979 $12.28
DOS PALOS 5,541 $0 $0.00 $68,070 $12.28
WILLIAMS 5,527 $0 $0.00 $67,898 $12.28
LA HABRA HEIGHTS 5,485 $0 $0.00 $67,382 $12.28
BIG BEAR LAKE 5,461 $0 $0.00 $67,087 $12.28
CALISTOGA 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
BUELLTON 5,453 $0 $0.00 $66,989 $12.28
INDIAN WELLS 5,445 $0 $0.00 $66,890 $12.28
NEEDLES 5,085 $0 $0.00 $62,468 $12.28
WILLITS 4,996 $0 $0.00 $61,375 $12.28
SONORA 4,903 $0 $0.00 $60,232 $12.28
LAKEPORT 4,806 $0 $0.00 $59,040 $12.28
JACKSON 4,770 $0 $0.00 $58,598 $12.28
BRISBANE 4,691 $0 $0.00 $57,628 $12.28
PORTOLA VALLEY 4,659 $0 $0.00 $57,235 $12.28
DEL MAR 4,451 $0 $0.00 $54,679 $12.28
SAN JOAQUIN 4,216 $0 $0.00 $51,792 $12.28
CARMEL 3,987 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.54
BISHOP 3,899 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $12.82
AVALON 3,845 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.00
ANGELS CAMP 3,840 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.02
MONTE SERENO 3,787 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.20
WHEATLAND 3,703 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $13.50
MOUNT SHASTA 3,394 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.73
RIO DELL 3,368 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $14.85
NEVADA CITY 3,122 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.02
WEED 2,967 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $16.85
YOUNTVILLE 2,933 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.05
ALTURAS 2,827 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $17.69
SUTTER CREEK 2,559 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.54
ROSS 2,526 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $19.79
WESTMORLAND 2,461 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $20.32
BELVEDERE 2,148 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.28
PORTOLA 2,104 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $23.76
SAN JUAN BAUTISTA 2,081 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.03
COLFAX 2,073 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.12
BIGGS 2,066 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $24.20
ROLLING HILLS 1,939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $25.79
HIDDEN HILLS 1,885 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $26.53
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DEL REY OAKS 1,734 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $28.84
DUNSMUIR 1,650 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $30.30
COLMA 1,512 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.07
IRWINDALE 1,506 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $33.20
MONTAGUE 1,443 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $34.65
FERNDALE 1,371 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $36.47
BLUE LAKE 1,253 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $39.90
MARICOPA 1,240 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $40.32
BRADBURY 1,077 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $46.43
PLYMOUTH 1,012 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.41
TULELAKE 1,010 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $49.50
DORRIS 939 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $53.25
ISLETON 871 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $57.41
LOYALTON 769 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $65.02
ETNA 737 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $67.84
FORT JONES 710 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $70.42
POINT ARENA 463 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $107.99
INDUSTRY 451 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $110.86
TEHAMA 418 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $119.62
SAND CITY 397 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $125.94
TRINIDAD 367 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $136.24
VERNON 301 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $166.11
AMADOR 188 $0 $0.00 $50,000 $265.96



California Total 33,358,415      $225,000,000 $275,000,000
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***City Letterhead***





DATE








Your Assembly Member


State Capitol, Rm ____


Sacramento, CA 95814


VIA Email:





Your Senator


State Capitol, Room ____


Sacramento, CA 95814


VIA Email: 


 


Dear Assembly Member ______ and Senator _______:





The City/Town of ___________ thanks you for your efforts to protect and support Californians during this unprecedented public health crisis. Since the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, cities have been coordinating across jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus pandemic, taking action to protect individuals and small businesses, and incurring significant unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy. These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions come at a cost.





The City/Town of ___________ appreciates the May Revision allocation of $450 million of the state’s CARES Act funding to cover COVID-19-related costs by cities. However, under the current formula our city will only receive __________. This is not nearly enough to provide adequate levels of personal protective equipment to front line workers, to disinfect and sanitize public facilities, or to take other needed public health actions to begin the process of reopening.  





We are calling on the Legislature and the Governor to increase the state’s CARES Act funding allocation to cities to $500 million and establish a floor allocation of $50,000 per city. Cities need additional funding and a minimum allocation to ensure that CARES Act funding is distributed fairly and equitably, and is a meaningful amount for all jurisdictions.





CARES Act funding will help our city recover from this pandemic faster, and reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core city services.  





It is important to note that CARES Act funding is only for COVID-19-related expenses. Our city still needs direct state and federal funding to address the devastating impact stay-at-home orders have had on our budget and local economy. In total, cities around the state are facing a nearly $7 billion revenue shortfall over the next two years, and this shortfall grows by billions of dollars as modified stay-at-home orders extend into the summer months and beyond.





The City/Town of ___________ appreciates your consideration of our budget requests and looks forward to further discussing how together we can continue to best protect Californians and reopen our economy. Thank you again for your leadership and partnership during these uncertain times. 








Sincerely, 


 





NAME


TITLE


CITY/TOWN of ______________








Cc:	Governor Gavin Newsom: ExternalAffairs@gov.ca.gov


Your League Regional Public Affairs Manager (via email)


Meg Desmond, League of California Cities, cityletters@cacities.org










ACTION ALERT!!








CARES Act Budget Request





BACKGROUND: 





Since the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, cities have been coordinating across jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus pandemic, taking action to protect residents and small businesses, and incurring significant unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy.





These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions come at a cost.





CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic faster, and reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core city services.  





The League requests that the Legislature and the Governor: 





1. Increase the state’s CARES Act funding allocation to cities to $500 million to support local COVID-19 expenses; and





2. Establish a minimum allocation of $50,000 to all cities.





			ACTION:


All California cities, regardless of population, urgently need CARES Act funding to help continue to fight COVID-19 and protect residents through the summer months and beyond. No city can be left behind. Cities can help in the following ways:





1) Send a formal city letter to your Assembly Member and Senator as soon as possible. (See attached sample letter)





2) Call your Assembly Member and Senator to inform them of the importance of receiving CARES Act funding to continue to fight COVID-19. Please refer to the talking points on the next page for additional guidance. 




















Attached to this you will find a breakdown of the CARES Act funding per city as proposed in the May Revision and a breakdown of the CARES Act funding as proposed by the League of California Cities ($500 million total allocation, and $50,000 minimum per city).





Also attached are guidelines and Q&A from the US Treasury that provide additional information on how CARES Act funds can be expended by cities. 














TALKING POINTS:





California’s 482 cities are on the front lines of the COVID-19 pandemic, protecting residents and incurring additional expenses as they work to prevent further transmission. 


· Since the beginning of this outbreak, cities have been coordinating across jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus pandemic, taking action to protect individuals and small businesses, and incurring significant unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy.


· These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions come at a cost.





Cities appreciate the Governor’s allocation of $450 million of the state’s CARES Act funding to cover COVID-19-related costs by cities, but when under the current formula, some cities will receive as little as $3,000 to respond to COVID-19 in their communities.


· All California cities, big and small, are feeling the severe financial impacts of this pandemic. 


· Nine out of 10 cities are buying personal protective equipment.


· Nine out of 10 cities report increased spending to disinfect and sanitize public facilities. 


· 12 percent of cities report spending more than $500,000 to address the outbreak in their communities.  





We are calling on the Legislature and the Governor to increase the state’s CARES Act funding allocation to cities to $500 million and establish a floor allocation of $50,000 per city. 


· Cities need additional funding and a minimum allocation to ensure that CARES Act funding is distributed fairly and equitably, and is a meaningful amount for all jurisdictions.


· CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic faster, and reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core city services.  


· Providing funding to cities is not optional – a safe, equitable, and expedited economic recovery depends on it.





CARES Act funding is only for COVID-19-related expenses. Cities still need direct state and federal funding to address the devastating impact stay-at-home orders have had on city budgets and local economies. 


· As unanticipated emergency costs continue to grow, resources to fund core local


services are plummeting. Cities are facing a nearly $7 billion revenue shortfall over the next two years, and this shortfall grows by billions of dollars as modified stay-at-home orders extend into the summer months and beyond.


· CARES Act funding can only be used for COVID-19 related expenses, and will not help address the $7 billion general revenue shortfall facing cities. Without additional funding, essential city services that residents depend on face significant impacts, and may be reduced or even eliminated.


· That’s why the League is asking for direct and flexible funding from state and federal governments to help cities respond to, and recover from, this crisis. 
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Coronavirus Relief Fund  
Frequently Asked Questions 
Updated as of May 28, 2020 



The following answers to frequently asked questions supplement Treasury’s Coronavirus Relief Fund 
(“Fund”) Guidance for State, Territorial, Local, and Tribal Governments, dated April 22, 2020, 
(“Guidance”).1 Amounts paid from the Fund are subject to the restrictions outlined in the Guidance and 
set forth in section 601(d) of the Social Security Act, as added by section 5001 of the Coronavirus Aid, 
Relief, and Economic Security Act (“CARES Act”). 



Eligible Expenditures 



Are governments required to submit proposed expenditures to Treasury for approval?  



No.  Governments are responsible for making determinations as to what expenditures are necessary due to 
the public health emergency with respect to COVID-19 and do not need to submit any proposed 
expenditures to Treasury.   



The Guidance says that funding can be used to meet payroll expenses for public safety, public health, 
health care, human services, and similar employees whose services are substantially dedicated to 
mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency.  How does a government 
determine whether payroll expenses for a given employee satisfy the “substantially dedicated” 
condition? 



The Fund is designed to provide ready funding to address unforeseen financial needs and risks created by 
the COVID-19 public health emergency.  For this reason, and as a matter of administrative convenience 
in light of the emergency nature of this program, a State, territorial, local, or Tribal government may 
presume that payroll costs for public health and public safety employees are payments for services 
substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency, unless the 
chief executive (or equivalent) of the relevant government determines that specific circumstances indicate 
otherwise. 



The Guidance says that a cost was not accounted for in the most recently approved budget if the cost is 
for a substantially different use from any expected use of funds in such a line item, allotment, or 
allocation.  What would qualify as a “substantially different use” for purposes of the Fund eligibility? 



Costs incurred for a “substantially different use” include, but are not necessarily limited to, costs of 
personnel and services that were budgeted for in the most recently approved budget but which, due 
entirely to the COVID-19 public health emergency, have been diverted to substantially different 
functions.  This would include, for example, the costs of redeploying corrections facility staff to enable 
compliance with COVID-19 public health precautions through work such as enhanced sanitation or 
enforcing social distancing measures; the costs of redeploying police to support management and 
enforcement of stay-at-home orders; or the costs of diverting educational support staff or faculty to 
develop online learning capabilities, such as through providing information technology support that is not 
part of the staff or faculty’s ordinary responsibilities.   



Note that a public function does not become a “substantially different use” merely because it is provided 
from a different location or through a different manner.  For example, although developing online 
instruction capabilities may be a substantially different use of funds, online instruction itself is not a 
substantially different use of public funds than classroom instruction. 



                                                            
1 The Guidance is available at https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Guidance-for-
State-Territorial-Local-and-Tribal-Governments.pdf. 





https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Guidance-for-State-Territorial-Local-and-Tribal-Governments.pdf


https://home.treasury.gov/system/files/136/Coronavirus-Relief-Fund-Guidance-for-State-Territorial-Local-and-Tribal-Governments.pdf
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May a State receiving a payment transfer funds to a local government? 



Yes, provided that the transfer qualifies as a necessary expenditure incurred due to the public health 
emergency and meets the other criteria of section 601(d) of the Social Security Act.  Such funds would be 
subject to recoupment by the Treasury Department if they have not been used in a manner consistent with 
section 601(d) of the Social Security Act.   



May a unit of local government receiving a Fund payment transfer funds to another unit of 
government?     



Yes.  For example, a county may transfer funds to a city, town, or school district within the county and a 
county or city may transfer funds to its State, provided that the transfer qualifies as a necessary 
expenditure incurred due to the public health emergency and meets the other criteria of section 601(d) of 
the Social Security Act outlined in the Guidance.  For example, a transfer from a county to a constituent 
city would not be permissible if the funds were intended to be used simply to fill shortfalls in government 
revenue to cover expenditures that would not otherwise qualify as an eligible expenditure. 



Is a Fund payment recipient required to transfer funds to a smaller, constituent unit of government 
within its borders?     



No.  For example, a county recipient is not required to transfer funds to smaller cities within the county’s 
borders.   



Are recipients required to use other federal funds or seek reimbursement under other federal programs 
before using Fund payments to satisfy eligible expenses?   



No.  Recipients may use Fund payments for any expenses eligible under section 601(d) of the Social 
Security Act outlined in the Guidance.  Fund payments are not required to be used as the source of 
funding of last resort.  However, as noted below, recipients may not use payments from the Fund to cover 
expenditures for which they will receive reimbursement.   



Are there prohibitions on combining a transaction supported with Fund payments with other CARES 
Act funding or COVID-19 relief Federal funding? 



Recipients will need to consider the applicable restrictions and limitations of such other sources of 
funding.  In addition, expenses that have been or will be reimbursed under any federal program, such as 
the reimbursement by the federal government pursuant to the CARES Act of contributions by States to 
State unemployment funds, are not eligible uses of Fund payments.   



Are States permitted to use Fund payments to support state unemployment insurance funds generally?  



To the extent that the costs incurred by a state unemployment insurance fund are incurred due to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency, a State may use Fund payments to make payments to its respective 
state unemployment insurance fund, separate and apart from such State’s obligation to the unemployment 
insurance fund as an employer.  This will permit States to use Fund payments to prevent expenses related 
to the public health emergency from causing their state unemployment insurance funds to become 
insolvent.   
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Are recipients permitted to use Fund payments to pay for unemployment insurance costs incurred by 
the recipient as an employer?  



Yes, Fund payments may be used for unemployment insurance costs incurred by the recipient as an 
employer (for example, as a reimbursing employer) related to the COVID-19 public health emergency if 
such costs will not be reimbursed by the federal government pursuant to the CARES Act or otherwise.  



The Guidance states that the Fund may support a “broad range of uses” including payroll expenses for 
several classes of employees whose services are “substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to 
the COVID-19 public health emergency.”  What are some examples of types of covered employees?  



The Guidance provides examples of broad classes of employees whose payroll expenses would be eligible 
expenses under the Fund.  These classes of employees include public safety, public health, health care, 
human services, and similar employees whose services are substantially dedicated to mitigating or 
responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency.  Payroll and benefit costs associated with public 
employees who could have been furloughed or otherwise laid off but who were instead repurposed to 
perform previously unbudgeted functions substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency are also covered.  Other eligible expenditures include payroll and 
benefit costs of educational support staff or faculty responsible for developing online learning capabilities 
necessary to continue educational instruction in response to COVID-19-related school closures.  Please 
see the Guidance for a discussion of what is meant by an expense that was not accounted for in the budget 
most recently approved as of March 27, 2020.   



In some cases, first responders and critical health care workers that contract COVID-19 are eligible 
for workers’ compensation coverage.  Is the cost of this expanded workers compensation coverage 
eligible? 



Increased workers compensation cost to the government due to the COVID-19 public health emergency 
incurred during the period beginning March 1, 2020, and ending December 30, 2020, is an eligible 
expense. 



If a recipient would have decommissioned equipment or not renewed a lease on particular office space 
or equipment but decides to continue to use the equipment or to renew the lease in order to respond to 
the public health emergency, are the costs associated with continuing to operate the equipment or the 
ongoing lease payments eligible expenses? 



Yes.  To the extent the expenses were previously unbudgeted and are otherwise consistent with section 
601(d) of the Social Security Act outlined in the Guidance, such expenses would be eligible. 



May recipients provide stipends to employees for eligible expenses (for example, a stipend to employees 
to improve telework capabilities) rather than require employees to incur the eligible cost and submit for 
reimbursement? 



Expenditures paid for with payments from the Fund must be limited to those that are necessary due to the 
public health emergency.  As such, unless the government were to determine that providing assistance in 
the form of a stipend is an administrative necessity, the government should provide such assistance on a 
reimbursement basis to ensure as much as possible that funds are used to cover only eligible expenses.    
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May Fund payments be used for COVID-19 public health emergency recovery planning? 



Yes.  Expenses associated with conducting a recovery planning project or operating a recovery 
coordination office would be eligible, if the expenses otherwise meet the criteria set forth in section 
601(d) of the Social Security Act outlined in the Guidance. 



Are expenses associated with contact tracing eligible? 



Yes, expenses associated with contract tracing are eligible. 



To what extent may a government use Fund payments to support the operations of private hospitals? 



Governments may use Fund payments to support public or private hospitals to the extent that the costs are 
necessary expenditures incurred due to the COVID-19 public health emergency, but the form such 
assistance would take may differ.  In particular, financial assistance to private hospitals could take the 
form of a grant or a short-term loan. 



May payments from the Fund be used to assist individuals with enrolling in a government benefit 
program for those who have been laid off due to COVID-19 and thereby lost health insurance? 



Yes.  To the extent that the relevant government official determines that these expenses are necessary and 
they meet the other requirements set forth in section 601(d) of the Social Security Act outlined in the 
Guidance, these expenses are eligible. 



May recipients use Fund payments to facilitate livestock depopulation incurred by producers due to 
supply chain disruptions? 



Yes, to the extent these efforts are deemed necessary for public health reasons or as a form of economic 
support as a result of the COVID-19 health emergency. 



Would providing a consumer grant program to prevent eviction and assist in preventing homelessness 
be considered an eligible expense? 



Yes, assuming that the recipient considers the grants to be a necessary expense incurred due to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency and the grants meet the other requirements for the use of Fund 
payments under section 601(d) of the Social Security Act outlined in the Guidance.  As a general matter, 
providing assistance to recipients to enable them to meet property tax requirements would not be an 
eligible use of funds, but exceptions may be made in the case of assistance designed to prevent 
foreclosures. 



May recipients create a “payroll support program” for public employees? 



Use of payments from the Fund to cover payroll or benefits expenses of public employees are limited to 
those employees whose work duties are substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency.   



May recipients use Fund payments to cover employment and training programs for employees that 
have been furloughed due to the public health emergency?  



Yes, this would be an eligible expense if the government determined that the costs of such employment 
and training programs would be necessary due to the public health emergency. 
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May recipients use Fund payments to provide emergency financial assistance to individuals and 
families directly impacted by a loss of income due to the COVID-19 public health emergency?   



Yes, if a government determines such assistance to be a necessary expenditure.  Such assistance could 
include, for example, a program to assist individuals with payment of overdue rent or mortgage payments 
to avoid eviction or foreclosure or unforeseen financial costs for funerals and other emergency individual 
needs.  Such assistance should be structured in a manner to ensure as much as possible, within the realm 
of what is administratively feasible, that such assistance is necessary. 



The Guidance provides that eligible expenditures may include expenditures related to the provision of 
grants to small businesses to reimburse the costs of business interruption caused by required closures.  
What is meant by a “small business,” and is the Guidance intended to refer only to expenditures to 
cover administrative expenses of such a grant program? 



Governments have discretion to determine what payments are necessary.  A program that is aimed at 
assisting small businesses with the costs of business interruption caused by required closures should be 
tailored to assist those businesses in need of such assistance.  The amount of a grant to a small business to 
reimburse the costs of business interruption caused by required closures would also be an eligible 
expenditure under section 601(d) of the Social Security Act, as outlined in the Guidance.   



The Guidance provides that expenses associated with the provision of economic support in connection 
with the public health emergency, such as expenditures related to the provision of grants to small 
businesses to reimburse the costs of business interruption caused by required closures, would 
constitute eligible expenditures of Fund payments.  Would such expenditures be eligible in the absence 
of a stay-at-home order?  



Fund payments may be used for economic support in the absence of a stay-at-home order if such 
expenditures are determined by the government to be necessary.  This may include, for example, a grant 
program to benefit small businesses that close voluntarily to promote social distancing measures or that 
are affected by decreased customer demand as a result of the COVID-19 public health emergency.   



May Fund payments be used to assist impacted property owners with the payment of their property 
taxes? 



Fund payments may not be used for government revenue replacement, including the provision of 
assistance to meet tax obligations.    



May Fund payments be used to replace foregone utility fees?  If not, can Fund payments be used as a 
direct subsidy payment to all utility account holders?  



Fund payments may not be used for government revenue replacement, including the replacement of 
unpaid utility fees.  Fund payments may be used for subsidy payments to electricity account holders to the 
extent that the subsidy payments are deemed by the recipient to be necessary expenditures incurred due to 
the COVID-19 public health emergency and meet the other criteria of section 601(d) of the Social 
Security Act outlined in the Guidance.  For example, if determined to be a necessary expenditure, a 
government could provide grants to individuals facing economic hardship to allow them to pay their 
utility fees and thereby continue to receive essential services.   
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Could Fund payments be used for capital improvement projects that broadly provide potential 
economic development in a community?  



In general, no.  If capital improvement projects are not necessary expenditures incurred due to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency, then Fund payments may not be used for such projects. 



However, Fund payments may be used for the expenses of, for example, establishing temporary public 
medical facilities and other measures to increase COVID-19 treatment capacity or improve mitigation 
measures, including related construction costs. 



The Guidance includes workforce bonuses as an example of ineligible expenses but provides that 
hazard pay would be eligible if otherwise determined to be a necessary expense.  Is there a specific 
definition of “hazard pay”? 



Hazard pay means additional pay for performing hazardous duty or work involving physical hardship, in 
each case that is related to COVID-19.  



The Guidance provides that ineligible expenditures include “[p]ayroll or benefits expenses for 
employees whose work duties are not substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to the 
COVID-19 public health emergency.”  Is this intended to relate only to public employees? 



Yes.  This particular nonexclusive example of an ineligible expenditure relates to public employees.  A 
recipient would not be permitted to pay for payroll or benefit expenses of private employees and any 
financial assistance (such as grants or short-term loans) to private employers are not subject to the 
restriction that the private employers’ employees must be substantially dedicated to mitigating or 
responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency. 



May counties pre-pay with CARES Act funds for expenses such as a one or two-year facility lease, 
such as to house staff hired in response to COVID-19? 



A government should not make prepayments on contracts using payments from the Fund to the extent that 
doing so would not be consistent with its ordinary course policies and procedures.   



Must a stay-at-home order or other public health mandate be in effect in order for a government to 
provide assistance to small businesses using payments from the Fund? 



No. The Guidance provides, as an example of an eligible use of payments from the Fund, expenditures 
related to the provision of grants to small businesses to reimburse the costs of business interruption 
caused by required closures.  Such assistance may be provided using amounts received from the Fund in 
the absence of a requirement to close businesses if the relevant government determines that such 
expenditures are necessary in response to the public health emergency.   
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Should States receiving a payment transfer funds to local governments that did not receive payments 
directly from Treasury? 



Yes, provided that the transferred funds are used by the local government for eligible expenditures under 
the statute.  To facilitate prompt distribution of Title V funds, the CARES Act authorized Treasury to 
make direct payments to local governments with populations in excess of 500,000, in amounts equal to 
45% of the local government’s per capita share of the statewide allocation.  This statutory structure was 
based on a recognition that it is more administratively feasible to rely on States, rather than the federal 
government, to manage the transfer of funds to smaller local governments.  Consistent with the needs of 
all local governments for funding to address the public health emergency, States should transfer funds to 
local governments with populations of 500,000 or less, using as a benchmark the per capita allocation 
formula that governs payments to larger local governments.  This approach will ensure equitable 
treatment among local governments of all sizes. 



For example, a State received the minimum $1.25 billion allocation and had one county with a population 
over 500,000 that received $250 million directly.  The State should distribute 45 percent of the $1 billion 
it received, or $450 million, to local governments within the State with a population of 500,000 or less.   



May a State impose restrictions on transfers of funds to local governments?  



Yes, to the extent that the restrictions facilitate the State’s compliance with the requirements set forth in 
section 601(d) of the Social Security Act outlined in the Guidance and other applicable requirements such 
as the Single Audit Act, discussed below.  Other restrictions are not permissible. 



If a recipient must issue tax anticipation notes (TANs) to make up for tax due date deferrals or revenue 
shortfalls, are the expenses associated with the issuance eligible uses of Fund payments? 



If a government determines that the issuance of TANs is necessary due to the COVID-19 public health 
emergency, the government may expend payments from the Fund on the accrued interest expense on 
TANs and unbudgeted administrative and transactional costs, such as necessary payments to advisors and 
underwriters, associated with the issuance of the TANs.   



May recipients use Fund payments to expand rural broadband capacity to assist with distance learning 
and telework? 



Such expenditures would only be permissible if they are necessary for the public health emergency.  The 
cost of projects that would not be expected to increase capacity to a significant extent until the need for 
distance learning and telework have passed due to this public health emergency would not be necessary 
due to the public health emergency and thus would not be eligible uses of Fund payments.   



Are costs associated with increased solid waste capacity an eligible use of payments from the Fund? 



Yes, costs to address increase in solid waste as a result of the public health emergency, such as relates to 
the disposal of used personal protective equipment, would be an eligible expenditure. 



May payments from the Fund be used to cover across-the-board hazard pay for employees working 
during a state of emergency?   



No.  The Guidance says that funding may be used to meet payroll expenses for public safety, public 
health, health care, human services, and similar employees whose services are substantially dedicated to 
mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency.  Hazard pay is a form of payroll 
expense and is subject to this limitation, so Fund payments may only be used to cover hazard pay for such 
individuals.     
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May Fund payments be used for expenditures related to the administration of Fund payments by a 
State, territorial, local, or Tribal government?    



Yes, if the administrative expenses represent an increase over previously budgeted amounts and are 
limited to what is necessary.  For example, a State may expend Fund payments on necessary 
administrative expenses incurred with respect to a new grant program established to disburse amounts 
received from the Fund.    



May recipients use Fund payments to provide loans? 



Yes, if the loans otherwise qualify as eligible expenditures under section 601(d) of the Social Security Act 
as implemented by the Guidance.  Any amounts repaid by the borrower before December 30, 2020, must 
be either returned to Treasury upon receipt by the unit of government providing the loan or used for 
another expense that qualifies as an eligible expenditure under section 601(d) of the Social Security Act.  
Any amounts not repaid by the borrower until after December 30, 2020, must be returned to Treasury 
upon receipt by the unit of government lending the funds. 



May Fund payments be used for expenditures necessary to prepare for a future COVID-19 outbreak?  



Fund payments may be used only for expenditures necessary to address the current COVID-19 public 
health emergency.  For example, a State may spend Fund payments to create a reserve of personal 
protective equipment or develop increased intensive care unit capacity to support regions in its 
jurisdiction not yet affected, but likely to be impacted by the current COVID-19 pandemic. 



 



Questions Related to Administration of Fund Payments   



Do governments have to return unspent funds to Treasury? 



Yes. Section 601(f)(2) of the Social Security Act, as added by section 5001(a) of the CARES Act, 
provides for recoupment by the Department of the Treasury of amounts received from the Fund that have 
not been used in a manner consistent with section 601(d) of the Social Security Act. If a government has 
not used funds it has received to cover costs that were incurred by December 30, 2020, as required by the 
statute, those funds must be returned to the Department of the Treasury. 



What records must be kept by governments receiving payment? 



A government should keep records sufficient to demonstrate that the amount of Fund payments to the 
government has been used in accordance with section 601(d) of the Social Security Act. 



May recipients deposit Fund payments into interest bearing accounts?   



Yes, provided that if recipients separately invest amounts received from the Fund, they must use the 
interest earned or other proceeds of these investments only to cover expenditures incurred in accordance 
with section 601(d) of the Social Security Act and the Guidance on eligible expenses.  If a government 
deposits Fund payments in a government’s general account, it may use those funds to meet immediate 
cash management needs provided that the full amount of the payment is used to cover necessary 
expenditures.  Fund payments are not subject to the Cash Management Improvement Act of 1990, as 
amended. 



May governments retain assets purchased with payments from the Fund? 



Yes, if the purchase of the asset was consistent with the limitations on the eligible use of funds provided 
by section 601(d) of the Social Security Act.  
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What rules apply to the proceeds of disposition or sale of assets acquired using payments from the 
Fund? 



If such assets are disposed of prior to December 30, 2020, the proceeds would be subject to the 
restrictions on the eligible use of payments from the Fund provided by section 601(d) of the Social 
Security Act. 



Are Fund payments to State, territorial, local, and tribal governments considered grants?    



No.  Fund payments made by Treasury to State, territorial, local, and Tribal governments are not 
considered to be grants but are “other financial assistance” under 2 C.F.R. § 200.40.  



Are Fund payments considered federal financial assistance for purposes of the Single Audit Act? 



Yes, Fund payments are considered to be federal financial assistance subject to the Single Audit Act (31 
U.S.C. §§ 7501-7507) and the related provisions of the Uniform Guidance, 2 C.F.R. § 200.303 regarding 
internal controls, §§ 200.330 through 200.332 regarding subrecipient monitoring and management, and 
subpart F regarding audit requirements. 



Are Fund payments subject to other requirements of the Uniform Guidance? 



Fund payments are subject to the following requirements in the Uniform Guidance (2 C.F.R. Part 200): 2 
C.F.R. § 200.303 regarding internal controls, 2 C.F.R. §§ 200.330 through 200.332 regarding subrecipient 
monitoring and management, and subpart F regarding audit requirements. 



Is there a Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number assigned to the Fund? 



Yes. The CFDA number assigned to the Fund is 21.019, pending completion of registration.  



If a State transfers Fund payments to its political subdivisions, would the transferred funds count 
toward the subrecipients’ total funding received from the federal government for purposes of the 
Single Audit Act? 



Yes.  The Fund payments to subrecipients would count toward the threshold of the Single Audit Act and 2 
C.F.R. part 200, subpart F re: audit requirements.  Subrecipients are subject to a single audit or program-
specific audit pursuant to 2 C.F.R. § 200.501(a) when the subrecipients spend $750,000 or more in federal 
awards during their fiscal year. 



Are recipients permitted to use payments from the Fund to cover the expenses of an audit conducted 
under the Single Audit Act? 



Yes, such expenses would be eligible expenditures, subject to the limitations set forth in 2 C.F.R. § 
200.425. 



If a government has transferred funds to another entity, from which entity would the Treasury 
Department seek to recoup the funds if they have not been used in a manner consistent with section 
601(d) of the Social Security Act? 



The Treasury Department would seek to recoup the funds from the government that received the payment 
directly from the Treasury Department.  State, territorial, local, and Tribal governments receiving funds 
from Treasury should ensure that funds transferred to other entities, whether pursuant to a grant program 
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or otherwise, are used in accordance with section 601(d) of the Social Security Act as implemented in the 
Guidance. 



 



 













   



 
 



 
   



     
    



        
      



     
 



        



  
 



   
  



  
 



 
 



      
      



   
     



    
  



       
    



  



    
 



    
 



 
   



      



                                                            
                



Coronavirus Relief Fund  
Guidance for State, Territorial, Local, and Tribal Governments  



April 22, 2020  



The purpose of this document is to provide guidance to recipients of the funding available under section 
601(a) of the Social Security Act, as added by section 5001 of the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic 
Security Act (“CARES Act”).  The CARES Act established the Coronavirus Relief Fund (the “Fund”) 
and appropriated $150 billion to the Fund.  Under the CARES Act, the Fund is to be used to make 
payments for specified uses to States and certain local governments; the District of Columbia and U.S. 
Territories (consisting of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the United States Virgin Islands, Guam, 
American Samoa, and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands); and Tribal governments. 



The CARES Act provides that payments from the Fund may only be used to cover costs that— 



1. are necessary expenditures incurred due to the public health emergency with respect to 
the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID–19); 



2. were not accounted for in the budget most recently approved as of March 27, 2020 (the 
date of enactment of the CARES Act) for the State or government; and 



3. were incurred during the period that begins on March 1, 2020, and ends on December 30, 
2020.1 



The guidance that follows sets forth the Department of the Treasury’s interpretation of these limitations 
on the permissible use of Fund payments. 



Necessary expenditures incurred  due to the  public  health emergency  



The requirement that expenditures be incurred “due to” the public health emergency means that 
expenditures must be used for actions taken to respond to the public health emergency.  These may 
include expenditures incurred to allow the State, territorial, local, or Tribal government to respond 
directly to the emergency, such as by addressing medical or public health needs, as well as expenditures 
incurred to respond to second-order effects of the emergency, such as by providing economic support to 
those suffering from employment or business interruptions due to COVID-19-related business closures. 



Funds may not be used to fill shortfalls in government revenue to cover expenditures that would not 
otherwise qualify under the statute. Although a broad range of uses is allowed, revenue replacement is 
not a permissible use of Fund payments. 



The statute also specifies that expenditures using Fund payments must be “necessary.”  The Department 
of the Treasury understands this term broadly to mean that the expenditure is reasonably necessary for its 
intended use in the reasonable judgment of the government officials responsible for spending Fund 
payments. 



Costs  not accounted for in the budget  most recently approved as  of March 27, 2020  



The CARES Act also requires that payments be used only to cover costs that were not accounted for in 
the budget most recently approved as of March 27, 2020.  A cost meets this requirement if either (a) the 
cost cannot lawfully be funded using a line item, allotment, or allocation within that budget or (b) the cost 



1 See Section 601(d) of the Social Security Act, as added by section 5001 of the CARES Act. 
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is for a substantially different use from any expected use of funds in such a line item, allotment, or 
allocation.  



The “most recently approved” budget refers to the enacted budget for the relevant fiscal period for the 
particular government, without taking into account subsequent supplemental appropriations enacted or 
other budgetary adjustments made by that government in response to the COVID-19 public health 
emergency. A cost is not considered to have been accounted for in a budget merely because it could be 
met using a budgetary stabilization fund, rainy day fund, or similar reserve account. 



Costs  incurred during the  period that  begins on March 1, 2020,  and ends on December 30, 2020  



A cost is “incurred” when the responsible unit of government has expended funds to cover the cost. 



Nonexclusive examples  of eligible expenditures  



Eligible expenditures include, but are not limited to, payment for: 
1.  Medical expenses  such as:  



• COVID-19-related expenses of public hospitals, clinics, and similar facilities. 
• Expenses of establishing temporary public medical facilities and other measures to increase 



COVID-19 treatment capacity, including related construction costs. 
• Costs of providing COVID-19 testing, including serological testing. 
• Emergency medical response expenses, including emergency medical transportation, related 



to COVID-19. 
• Expenses for establishing and operating public telemedicine capabilities for COVID-19-



related treatment.  
2. Public health  expenses such as:  



• Expenses for communication and enforcement by State, territorial, local, and Tribal 
governments of public health orders related to COVID-19. 



• Expenses for acquisition and distribution of medical and protective supplies, including 
sanitizing products and personal protective equipment, for medical personnel, police officers, 
social workers, child protection services, and child welfare officers, direct service providers 
for older adults and individuals with disabilities in community settings, and other public 
health or safety workers in connection with the COVID-19 public health emergency.  



• Expenses for disinfection of public areas and other facilities, e.g., nursing homes, in response 
to the COVID-19 public health emergency. 



• Expenses for technical assistance to local authorities or other entities on mitigation of 
COVID-19-related threats to public health and safety. 



• Expenses for public safety measures undertaken in response to COVID-19. 
• Expenses for quarantining individuals. 



3.  Payroll  expenses  for public safety, public health, health care,  human services, and similar  
employees whose services are substantially dedicated to mitigating or responding to the COVID-
19 public health emergency.  
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4.  Expenses of actions to facilitate compliance with COVID-19-related public health measures,  such  
as:  
• Expenses for food delivery to residents, including, for example, senior citizens and other 



vulnerable populations, to enable compliance with COVID-19 public health precautions. 
• Expenses to facilitate distance learning, including technological improvements, in connection 



with school closings to enable compliance with COVID-19 precautions. 
• Expenses to improve telework capabilities for public employees to enable compliance with 



COVID-19 public health precautions. 
• Expenses of providing paid sick and paid family and medical leave to public employees to 



enable compliance with COVID-19 public health precautions. 
• COVID-19-related expenses of maintaining state prisons and county jails, including as relates 



to sanitation and improvement of social distancing measures, to enable compliance with 
COVID-19 public health precautions. 



• Expenses for care for homeless populations provided to mitigate COVID-19 effects and 
enable compliance with COVID-19 public health precautions. 



5.  Expenses associated with the provision  of  economic support  in connection with the COVID-19 
public  health emergency,  such as:  
• Expenditures related to the provision of grants to small businesses to reimburse the costs of 



business interruption caused by required closures. 
• Expenditures related to a State, territorial, local, or Tribal government payroll support 



program. 
• Unemployment insurance costs related to the COVID-19 public health emergency if such 



costs will not be reimbursed by the federal government pursuant to the CARES Act or 
otherwise. 



6.  Any other  COVID-19-related  expenses  reasonably  necessary to the function of  government that  
satisfy the Fund’s eligibility criteria.  



Nonexclusive examples of ineligible expenditures2  
The following is a list of examples of costs that would not be eligible expenditures of payments from the 
Fund. 



1. Expenses for the State share of Medicaid.3 



2. Damages covered by insurance. 
3. Payroll or benefits expenses for employees whose work duties are not substantially dedicated to 



mitigating or responding to the COVID-19 public health emergency. 



2 In addition, pursuant to section 5001(b) of the CARES Act, payments from the Fund may not be expended for an 
elective abortion or on research in which a human embryo is destroyed, discarded, or knowingly subjected to risk of 
injury or death. The prohibition on payment for abortions does not apply to an abortion if the pregnancy is the result 
of an act of rape or incest; or in the case where a woman suffers from a physical disorder, physical injury, or 
physical illness, including a life-endangering physical condition caused by or arising from the pregnancy itself, that 
would, as certified by a physician, place the woman in danger of death unless an abortion is performed. 
Furthermore, no government which receives payments from the Fund may discriminate against a health care entity 
on the basis that the entity does not provide, pay for, provide coverage of, or refer for abortions. 
3 See 42 C.F.R. § 433.51 and 45 C.F.R. § 75.306. 
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4. Expenses that have been or will be reimbursed under any federal program, such as the 
reimbursement by the federal government pursuant to the CARES Act of contributions by States 
to State unemployment funds. 



5. Reimbursement to donors for donated items or services. 
6. Workforce bonuses other than hazard pay or overtime. 
7. Severance pay. 
8. Legal settlements. 
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ACTION ALERT!! 
 



 
CARES Act Budget Request 



 
BACKGROUND:  
 
Since the beginning of the COVID-19 outbreak, cities have been coordinating across 
jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus 
pandemic, taking action to protect residents and small businesses, and incurring significant 
unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy. 
 
These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions come 
at a cost. 
 
CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic faster, and reopen 
our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core city services.   
 
The League requests that the Legislature and the Governor:  



 
1. Increase the state’s CARES Act funding allocation to cities to $500 million to support 



local COVID-19 expenses; and 
 



2. Establish a minimum allocation of $50,000 to all cities. 
 
ACTION: 
All California cities, regardless of population, urgently need CARES Act funding to help 
continue to fight COVID-19 and protect residents through the summer months and beyond. No 
city can be left behind. Cities can help in the following ways: 
 



1) Send a formal city letter to your Assembly Member and Senator as soon as possible. 
(See attached sample letter) 
 



2) Call your Assembly Member and Senator to inform them of the importance of receiving 
CARES Act funding to continue to fight COVID-19. Please refer to the talking points on 
the next page for additional guidance.  



 
 



 
 
Attached to this you will find a breakdown of the CARES Act funding per city as proposed in the 
May Revision and a breakdown of the CARES Act funding as proposed by the League of 
California Cities ($500 million total allocation, and $50,000 minimum per city). 
 
Also attached are guidelines and Q&A from the US Treasury that provide additional information 
on how CARES Act funds can be expended by cities.  
 
 
 











 
TALKING POINTS: 
 
California’s 482 cities are on the front lines of the COVID-19 pandemic, protecting 
residents and incurring additional expenses as they work to prevent further 
transmission.  



• Since the beginning of this outbreak, cities have been coordinating across jurisdictional 
lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the coronavirus pandemic, 
taking action to protect individuals and small businesses, and incurring significant 
unplanned expenses to protect public health and the economy. 



• These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these actions 
come at a cost. 
 



Cities appreciate the Governor’s allocation of $450 million of the state’s CARES Act 
funding to cover COVID-19-related costs by cities, but when under the current formula, 
some cities will receive as little as $3,000 to respond to COVID-19 in their communities. 



• All California cities, big and small, are feeling the severe financial impacts of this 
pandemic.  



o Nine out of 10 cities are buying personal protective equipment. 
o Nine out of 10 cities report increased spending to disinfect and sanitize public 



facilities.  
o 12 percent of cities report spending more than $500,000 to address the outbreak 



in their communities.   
 



We are calling on the Legislature and the Governor to increase the state’s CARES Act 
funding allocation to cities to $500 million and establish a floor allocation of $50,000 per 
city.  



• Cities need additional funding and a minimum allocation to ensure that CARES Act 
funding is distributed fairly and equitably, and is a meaningful amount for all jurisdictions. 



• CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic faster, and 
reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and threatening core 
city services.   



• Providing funding to cities is not optional – a safe, equitable, and expedited economic 
recovery depends on it. 



 
CARES Act funding is only for COVID-19-related expenses. Cities still need direct state 
and federal funding to address the devastating impact stay-at-home orders have had on 
city budgets and local economies.  



• As unanticipated emergency costs continue to grow, resources to fund core local 
services are plummeting. Cities are facing a nearly $7 billion revenue shortfall over the 
next two years, and this shortfall grows by billions of dollars as modified stay-at-home 
orders extend into the summer months and beyond. 



• CARES Act funding can only be used for COVID-19 related expenses, and will not help 
address the $7 billion general revenue shortfall facing cities. Without additional funding, 
essential city services that residents depend on face significant impacts, and may be 
reduced or even eliminated. 



• That’s why the League is asking for direct and flexible funding from state and federal 
governments to help cities respond to, and recover from, this crisis.  
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Attached to this you will find a breakdown of the CARES Act funding per city as proposed in
the May Revision and a breakdown of the CARES Act funding as proposed by the League of
California Cities ($500 million total allocation, and $50,000 minimum per city).
 
Also attached are guidelines and Q&A from the US Treasury that provide additional
information on how CARES Act funds can be expended by cities.
 
 
TALKING POINTS:
 
California’s 482 cities are on the front lines of the COVID-19 pandemic, protecting
residents and incurring additional expenses as they work to prevent further
transmission.


Since the beginning of this outbreak, cities have been coordinating across
jurisdictional lines, enacting emergency measures to slow the spread of the
coronavirus pandemic, taking action to protect individuals and small businesses,
and incurring significant unplanned expenses to protect public health and the
economy.
These actions have saved lives and serve as a model for the country. But, these
actions come at a cost.


 


Cities appreciate the Governor’s allocation of $450 million of the state’s CARES Act
funding to cover COVID-19-related costs by cities, but when under the current formula,
some cities will receive as little as $3,000 to respond to COVID-19 in their
communities.


All California cities, big and small, are feeling the severe financial impacts of this
pandemic.


Nine out of 10 cities are buying personal protective equipment.
Nine out of 10 cities report increased spending to disinfect and sanitize
public facilities.
12 percent of cities report spending more than $500,000 to address the
outbreak in their communities. 


 
We are calling on the Legislature and the Governor to increase the state’s CARES Act
funding allocation to cities to $500 million and establish a floor allocation of $50,000
per city.


Cities need additional funding and a minimum allocation to ensure that CARES
Act funding is distributed fairly and equitably, and is a meaningful amount for all
jurisdictions.
CARES Act funding provides cities the ability to recover from this pandemic
faster, and reopen our communities without furthering city revenue shortfalls and
threatening core city services. 
Providing funding to cities is not optional – a safe, equitable, and expedited
economic recovery depends on it.







 
CARES Act funding is only for COVID-19-related expenses. Cities still need direct state
and federal funding to address the devastating impact stay-at-home orders have had
on city budgets and local economies.


As unanticipated emergency costs continue to grow, resources to fund core local


services are plummeting. Cities are facing a nearly $7 billion revenue shortfall
over the next two years, and this shortfall grows by billions of dollars as modified
stay-at-home orders extend into the summer months and beyond.


CARES Act funding can only be used for COVID-19 related expenses, and will
not help address the $7 billion general revenue shortfall facing cities. Without
additional funding, essential city services that residents depend on face significant
impacts, and may be reduced or even eliminated.
That’s why the League is asking for direct and flexible funding from state and
federal governments to help cities respond to, and recover from, this crisis.


 
 
Don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
 
 
David Mullinax
Regional Public Affairs Manager
League of California Cities / Channel Counties Division
c. 805.797.3530
dmullinax@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy
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From: Central Coast Now
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: CITY WIDE YARD SALE
Date: Friday, June 12, 2020 2:02:11 PM


Having trouble viewing this email? Click here


The Vacation Trailer
RV Rental Company


www.pasoroblesRVrentals.com


Event Venue
Fresh Produce & Local Products,


Gift shop &
Critter Coral for the Kids.


  


Home Repairs
Text 661-549-6843


Click on the Videos, Links or Logos for More Info


Pismo Beach Clean Up 
JUNE 1th, 8 AM-9:30 AM


Brought to you by
The PISMO Beach Chamber of Commerce


   
Select campgrounds now open.


Luv 2 Camp - RV Rental
YOU RENT, WE DELIVER!


Click Here for Rates.
WHOSE READY TO GET OUT AND CAMP?


Travel Trailer Walk Through, Luv 2 Camp - RV Rentals


Travel Trailer Walk Through,
Luv 2 Camp - RV Rentals



mailto:valerie@nobleproductionsllc.com

mailto:gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org
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Dentistry For Children


 


Call for Your Free Estimate!


Book A Stay Today!!!


 


Harry's nonessential
LIVE STREAMING!


Please join us in out efforts to help local
bands survive through the 


Coronavirus pandemic.
We hope to see you all soon! ROCK ON!!


 


 _   


We're back!
Live music returns to


Sculpterra Winery.
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The Pismo Beach Hotel


 


Affordable pictures
for any occasion.


Product/Website pics also avail.
805-864-6837


A trusted name for ALL of 
your marketing and video


production needs!
805-260-4766


valerie@nobleproductionsllc.com


 


   
Did you have to cancel your wedding due to


Coronavirus?  
Are you now looking for an affordable option


for your wedding?


We are happy to help!
Windmill Farms, AG
Book your next event or quincenera!
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Affordable pictures
for any occasion.


Product/Website pics also avail.
805-864-6837


Windmill Farms Virtual Tour.


Windmill Farms Virtual Tour.


Dentistry for Children!
* NOW OPEN *


We have taken the appropriate safety
measures to make sure you and your children


are safe for your next visit.
805-922-3530


Visit Website here
 


Dentistry for Children, Underwater Theme


Dentistry for Children, Underwater Theme


Cape Cod Eatery and Taphouse Present


Randy LeDune
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Saturday, June 13th


 


Cape Cod Eatery and Taphouse Present


Randy LeDune
Saturday, June 13th


Noble Productions & Marketing, 649 Dolliver St., Pismo Beach, CA 93449
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From: Jason Stilwell
To: Gloria Soto
Subject: RE: Help with finding a space
Date: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 4:45:22 PM


I’ll check but we haven’t had our reopening plans certified yet so I don’t believe we have any
public access to facilities but I’ll check
 


From: Gloria Soto <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 1:21 PM
To: Jason Stilwell <jstilwell@cityofsantamaria.org>
Subject: Fwd: Help with finding a space
 
Hi Jason, 
 
Would we be able to open a room for them? Read below.
 
Thank you!


Begin forwarded message:
 
From: Hazel Davalos <hazel@causenow.org>
Subject: Help with finding a space
Date: June 10, 2020 at 11:12:37 AM PDT
To: <gsoto@cityofsantamaria.org>
 
Hi Gloria,


We’re looking for support to find a space for a meeting tomorrow evening. As
you’ve heard we are working to mediate a conversation between Rancho Laguna
Farm workers and the owner Larry Ferini. On Tuesday we were able to meet at
the county board room thanks to Bob Nelson reserving it for us. However the
county is in budget hearings and it won’t be available tomorrow night when we
need it. We were wondering if the city might have some space that could be
opened up for us it would be about 15 people tomorrow night at 6:30.


Thank you,


Hazel Davalos
(805) 720-1263
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From: Meg Desmond
Subject: CORRECTION: Housing, Community and Economic Development Meeting June 17th
Date: Monday, June 15, 2020 3:13:29 PM
Attachments: image005.png


image006.png
HCED June 17 Agenda Packet.pdf


Importance: High


Dear HCED Policy Committee Members:
 


The meeting is being held on WEDNESDAY, June 17th, not Thursday.  My apologies for the confusion.
Just another Monday!  J
 
Best - Meg
 


From: Meg Desmond 
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 10:58 AM
Subject: REMINDER: Housing, Community and Economic Development Meeting June 17th
Importance: High
 
Dear Housing, Community and Economic Development policy committee members:
 


Wanted to remind everyone that the HCED Policy Committee will be meeting on Thursday, June 17th


at 9:30 a.m.   There are two remaining action items that need a committee recommendation.  Please
see the attached agenda and information packet.   Also, the registration information is below.  Thank
you very much for participating. 
 
Register in advance for this meeting:
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the
meeting.
 
Jason Rhine
Assistant Legislative Director
League of California Cities
p. 916-658-8264 | c. 916-606-2458
jrhine@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


Twitter │ Facebook │ YouTube │ LinkedIn


 
 
 
Meg Desmond 
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HOUSING, COMMUNICATIONS & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT POLICY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, June 17, 2020 



9:30 a.m. – 11a.m. 



Register in advance for this meeting: 
https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV  
After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining the 
meeting. 



AGENDA 



I. Welcome and Introductions
Speaker: Chair, Blanca Pacheco, Mayor, City of Downey
Marilyn Ashcraft, Mayor, City of Alameda



II. Public Comment



III. Legislative Agenda (Attachment A)   Action Item 
• SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps
• SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones



IV. Legislative and Budget Update (Attachment B)   Informational Item  



Next Meeting (tent.): Annual Conference, Long Beach, October 7 
Staff will notify committee members after August 17 if the policy committee will be meeting in October. 



NOTE: Policy committee members should be aware that lunch is served at these meetings. The state’s Fair Political Practices Commission takes the position that the value 
of the lunch should be reported on city officials’ statement of economic interests form. Because of the service you provide at these meetings, the League takes the position 
that the value of the lunch should be reported as income (in return for your service to the committee) as opposed to a gift (note that this is not income for state or federal 
income tax purposes—just Political Reform Act reporting purposes). If you would prefer not to have to report the value of the lunches as income, we will let you know the 
amount so you may reimburse the League.   



Brown Act Reminder: The League of California Cities’ Board of Directors has a policy of complying with the spirit of open meeting laws. Generally, off-agenda items may be 
taken up only if: 
1. Two-thirds of the policy committee members find a need for immediate action exists and the need to take action came to the attention of the policy committee after the 



agenda was prepared (Note: If fewer than two-thirds of policy committee members are present, taking up an off-agenda item requires a unanimous vote); or 
2. A majority of the policy committee finds an emergency (for example: work stoppage or disaster) exists. 
A majority of a city council may not, consistent with the Brown Act, discuss specific substantive issues among themselves at League meetings. Any such discussion is 
subject to the Brown Act and must occur in a meeting that complies with its requirements. 
Informational Items: Any agenda item listed for information purposes may be acted upon by the Policy Committee if the Chair determines such action is warranted and 
conforms with current League policy. If the committee wishes to revise League policy or adopt new policy for an item listed as informational, committees are encouraged to 
delay action until the next meeting to allow for preparation of a full analysis of the item. 
 





https://zoom.us/meeting/register/tJcld-2opjIsHdbIh-Yu5CT0wLJrvpLyiCnV








 HOUSING, COMMUNITY &ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
Legislative Agenda 



June 17, 2020 



Staff:  Jason Rhine, Assistant Legislative Director (916) 658-8264 



1. SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Map (Full Text)



Bill Summary: 
This measure would require a local government to ministerally approve a housing development 
containing two residential units (duplex) in single-family zones.  Additionally, this measure would 
require local governments to ministerally approve urban lot split. 



Bill Description: 
Duplex Provision 
A proposed housing development containing two residential units shall be considered 
ministerially, without discretionary review or a hearing, in zones where allowable uses are 
limited to single-family residential development, if the proposed housing development meets all 
of the following requirements: 



• The parcel is located within a city the boundaries of which include some portion of either
an urbanized area or urban cluster, or, for unincorporated areas, a legal parcel wholly
within the boundaries of an urbanized area or urban cluster.  The Census Bureau
identifies urbanized areas as those with 50,000 or more people; and defines urban
clusters as areas with at least 2,500 and less than 50,000 people.



• The parcel cannot be located on any of the following:
o Prime farmland or farmland of statewide importance.
o Wetlands.
o Land within the very high fire hazard severity zone, unless the development



complies with state mitigation requirements.
o A hazardous waste site.
o An earthquake fault zone.
o Land within the 100-year floodplain or a floodway.
o Land identified for conservation under a natural community conservation plan, or



lands under conservation easement.
o Habitat for protected species.
o A site that has been placed on a national, state, or local historic register.



• The proposed housing development would not require demolition or alteration requiring
evacuation or eviction of an existing housing unit of any of the following types of
housing:



o Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that restricts
rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate, low, or very low
income.



o Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a public
entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



o Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past 15
years.



o Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.



ATTACHMENT A
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• The development is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or
local historic register.



• A city or county may impose objective zoning and design standards that do not conflict
with this measure.



• A city or county shall not require the development project to comply with an objective
design standard that would prohibit the development from including up to two units.



• A city or county may require offstreet parking of up to one space per unit as long as that
requirement doesn’t prevent the housing development from moving forward.



• A city or county shall not impose parking requirements if any of the following is true:
o The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public transit.
o The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant historic



district.
o There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel.



• A proposed housing development shall not require the demolition of more than one
existing exterior wall.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if a local ordinance allows.



• A proposed housing development may require the demolition of more than one existing
exterior wall if the site has not been occupied by a tenant in the last three years.



• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides
that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA.



Urban Lot Split Provisions 
A city or county shall ministerially approve a parcel map for an urban lot split that meets all the 
following requirements: 



• The parcel map subdivides an existing parcel to create two new parcels of equal size.



• Both newly created parcels are no smaller than 1,200 square feet, unless a city or
county adopts a smaller minimum lot size.



• The parcel being subdivided meets all the following requirements:
o The parcel is zoned for residential use.
o The parcel is located within an urbanized area or urban cluster.
o The parcel is not looked in any of the protected sites as listed above.
o The parcel does not contain any of the following types of housing:



 Housing that is subject to a recorded covenant, ordinance, or law that
restricts rents to levels affordable to persons and families of moderate,
low, or very low income.



 Housing that is subject to any form of rent or price control through a
public entity’s valid exercise of its police power.



 Housing that has been the subject of an Ellis Act eviction within the past
15 years;
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 Housing that has been occupied by a tenant in the last three years. 
 



• The parcel is not located on a site that has been placed on a national, state, or local 
historic register. 
 



• The parcel has not been established through prior exercise of an urban lot split as 
provided for in this section. 



 
• The owner of the parcel being subdivided has not previously subdivided an adjoining 



parcel using an urban lot split as provided for in this section. 
 



• An application for an urban lot split shall be approved in accordance with the following 
requirements: 



o A local agency shall approve or deny an application for an urban lot split 
ministerially without discretionary review. 



o A local agency shall not impose regulations that require dedications of rights-of-
way or the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created as a condition of issuing a parcel map for an urban lot split. 
 



• A local agency may require any of the following conditions when receiving a request for 
an urban lot split: 



o Easements. 
o A requirement that the parcels have access to, provide access to, or adjoin the 



public right-of-way. 
o Offstreet parking of up to one space per unit, except that a local agency shall not 



impose parking requirements in any of the following instances: 
 The parcel is located within one-half mile walking distance of public 



transit. 
 The parcel is located within an architecturally and historically significant 



historic district. 
 There is a car share vehicle located within one block of the parcel. 



 
• A city or county may impose objective zoning and objective design standards applicable 



to a parcel created by an urban lot split that do not conflict with this section. 
 



• A city or county shall not impose objective zoning or objective design standards that 
reduce the buildable area on each newly created parcel to less than 50 percent of the 
buildable area on the parcel being subdivided. 



 
• “Buildable area” means the area on the lot that remains after the application of zoning 



and design standards and regulations that require dedications of rights-of-way, 
easements, and the construction of reasonable offsite and onsite improvements for the 
parcels being created. 



 
• A city or county shall not be required to permit an accessory dwelling unit on parcels that 



have been subdivided and both parcels have a duplex. 
• A city or county may adopt an ordinance to implement its duplex provisions and provides 



that the adoption of such an ordinance is not subject to CEQA 
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Background: 
In recent years, the Legislature has past numerous bills that have paved the way for the 
construction of accessory dwelling units (ADU).  Cities are now required to ministerally approve 
up to three units on all residential lots - the main house, an ADU up to 1200 square feet 
(converted pool house or garage, etc.), and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU) (smaller in 
size and attached to the main house). 
 
The Legislature has also debated several bills that would have dramatically increased allowable 
building heights and density in single-family zones.  Some of these measures would have 
allowed up to six story apartment buildings along transits lines in single-family neighborhoods.   
None of these proposals advanced to the Governor’s desk.   
 
However, in January, following the defeat of SB 50 (Wiener), Senate President Pro Tempore 
Atkins pledged to work on a package of bills to help solve the housing crisis gripping many 
regions of the state.  On May 20, 2020, the Senate released their housing package.   
 
Senate President Pro Tempore Atkins made the following statement: 
 
“At the start of the year, my colleagues and I committed to developing a comprehensive, 
successful approach to housing production. We remain dedicated to that goal, but due to 
COVID-19 and the economic fallout that has accompanied it, we must pivot our approach,” 
Atkins said. “This package of legislation would make more housing production possible 
generating high wage jobs for skilled construction workers, even while we continue to work 
through the new realities and uncertain times caused by the pandemic and economic downturn. 
And it positions California to leap forward exponentially on affordable housing as times get 
better.” 
SB 1120 is one of the bills in the Senate housing package. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with approving duplexes and lot splits are likely to be covered by development 
fees. 
 
Existing League Policy:  
Well-Planned New Growth 
Recognize and preserve open space, watersheds, environmental habitats, and agricultural 
lands, while accommodating new growth in compact forms, in a manner that: 



• De-emphasizes automobile dependency. 
• Integrates the new growth into existing communities. 
• Creates a diversity of affordable housing near employment centers. 
• Provides job opportunities for people of all ages and income levels. 



 
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
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Subdivision Map Act 
The League supports maximizing local control over subdivisions and public improvement 
financing. Discretion over the conditions and length of subdivision and parcel maps should be 
retained by cities. 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “SB 1120 promotes small-scale neighborhood residential development 
by streamlining the process for a homeowner to create a duplex or subdivide an existing lot in 
all residential areas.  This policy builds upon existing prior successful housing policies such as 
the state’s Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law, which led to a 63 percent increase in ADU 
permit requests statewide in the first two years alone.  Additionally, the policy leverages 
valuable but previously untapped resources, such as developed but underutilized land, while 
building valuable equity for homeowners.  The bill also respects the priorities of local 
governments in local land use decisions: such applications must meet a specific list of 
qualifications that ensure protection of local zoning and design standards, historic districts, 
environmental quality, and existing tenants vulnerable to displacement. 
 
“COVID-19 has dramatically exacerbated California’s already-severe housing crisis.  Essential 
workers are more likely to live in overcrowded housing, which is linked to an increased risk of 
contracting (and dying from) the disease.  Among households facing COVID-related loss of 
income, half were already struggling to afford rent pre-COVID and now face eviction, housing 
instability, and homelessness.  Finally, estimates show that homeless individuals are two to 
three times more likely to die from COVID-19 than their housed counterparts.  The best way to 
address these issues is to provide more housing that is affordable to low- and moderate-income 
families by creating the environment and opportunity for small-scale neighborhood 
development.” 
 
As mentioned above, under existing law, cities are required to allow up to three units on all 
residential lots - the main house, an ADU, and a junior accessory dwelling unit.  Given existing 
law, the HCED policy committee may want to consider how much of a change is it to require 
cities to allow duplexes in single-family zones? 
 
It is important to note that under SB 1120, a developer could convert the existing single-family 
home into a duplex and then add an ADU and a junior accessory dwelling unit (JADU).  SB 
1120 prohibits this from happening only if the developer also splits the lot.  HCED policy 
committee may want to consider requesting an amendment to prohibit ADUs and JADUs on all 
lots that take advantage of SB 1120. 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
 
Support: 
California Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; Schneider Electric. 
 
Opposition: (as of 5/26/20) 
Livable California  
 
Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1120 and make a recommendation to the Board. 
 
Committee Recommendation: 
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Board Action: 
 
 
2. SB 1385 (Caballero) Streamlining. Housing in Commercial Zones. (Full Text) 
 
Bill Summary: 
This measure would create the Neighborhood Homes Act, which establishes a housing 
development project as an authorized use on a neighborhood lot, defined as a lot zoned for 
office or retail commercial use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. 
 
Bill Description: 
Specifically, SB 1385 would require a housing development project on a neighborhood lot to 
comply with all of the following: 



• The density for the housing development shall meet or exceed the applicable density 
deemed appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households (Mullin 
densities). 
 



• The housing development shall be subject to local zoning, parking, design, and other 
ordinances applicable to a housing development in a zone that meets the requirements 
of paragraph. 



 
• If the existing zoning designation for the parcel, as adopted by the local government, 



allows residential use at a density greater than that required in paragraph by this 
measure, the local zoning designation shall apply. 
 



• The housing development shall comply with any design review or other public notice, 
comment, hearing, or procedure imposed by the local agency on a housing development 
in the applicable zoning designation identified. 



 
• A city or county may exempt a neighborhood lot from this section in its housing element 



if the local agency concurrently reallocates the lost residential density to other lots so 
that there is no net loss in residential production capacity in the jurisdiction. 



 
• A local agency may reallocate the residential density from an exempt neighborhood lot 



pursuant to this subdivision only upon a finding by the local agency that the construction 
cost of the reallocated housing units will not be greater than the construction cost of 
housing units built under the applicable zoning standards. 



 
• This measure does not alter or lessen the applicability of any housing, environmental, or 



labor law applicable to a housing development authorized by this section, including, but 
not limited to, the following: 



o The California Coastal Act of 1976. 
o The California Environmental Quality Act. 
o The Housing Accountability Act. 
o The Density Bonus Law. 
o Obligations to affirmatively further fair housing. 
o State or local affordable housing laws. 
o State or local tenant protection laws. 
 



• All local demolition ordinances shall apply to a project developed on a neighborhood lot. 
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• An applicant seeking to develop a housing project on a neighborhood lot may request 
that a local agency establish a Mello-Roos Community Facilities District, or may request 
that the neighborhood lot be annexed to an existing community facilities district. 



 
• An annexation to a community facilities district for a neighborhood lot shall be subject to 



a protest proceeding. 
 



• An applicant who voluntarily enrolls in the district shall not be required to pay a 
development, impact, or mitigation fee, charge, or exaction in connection with the 
approval of a development project to the extent that those facilities and services are 
funded by a community facilities district established pursuant to this subdivision. This 
paragraph shall not prohibit a local agency from imposing any application, development, 
mitigation, building, or other fee to fund the construction cost of public infrastructure 
facilities or services that are not funded by a community facilities district to support a 
housing development project. 



 
• Housing developments on neighborhood lots shall be eligible for SB 35’s streamlined 



ministerial approval process if it meets all of the following requirements: 
o The proposed project meets the objective zoning, design, and subdivision 



standards that apply to the neighborhood lot as a result of SB 1385. 
o The proposed project meets all of SB 35’s other requirements. 
o The site is zoned for office or retail commercial use and 50 percent or more of its 



total square footage has been vacant for a period of at least three years prior to 
the submission of the application. 



 
Background: 
In recent years, consumers have increasingly shopped more and more online.  This has put 
significant pressure on traditional brick and mortar stores.  Anchor tenants like Sears, Kmart, 
and Macy’s have closed physical stores and left large vacancies in commercial areas. 
 
According to an April 24, 2020, brief published by McKinsey and Company, the onset of COVID-
19 has aggravated the existing challenges that the retail sector faces, including: 



• A shift to online purchasing over brick-and-mortar sales. 
• Customers seeking safe and healthy purchasing options. 
• Increased emphasis on value for money when purchasing goods. 
• Movement towards more flexible and versatile labor. 
• Reduced consumer loyalty in favor of less expensive brands. 



 
With several large retailers such as Nieman Marcus, J.C. Penney, J. Crew, and Pier 1 filing for 
bankruptcy, store closings have already been announced or are expected in the future.  The 
investment firm UBS estimates that by 2025, 100,000 stores in the United States will close as 
online sales grow from 15 percent to 25 percent of total retail sales. 
 
Fiscal Impact:   
Cost associated with redeveloping commercial and retail areas are likely to be covered by 
development fees. 
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Existing League Policy:  
Zoning 
The League believes local zoning is a primary function of cities and is an essential component 
of home rule. The process of adoption, implementation and enforcement of zoning ordinances 
should be open and fair to the public and enhance the responsiveness of local decision-makers. 
State policy should leave local siting and use decisions to the city and not interfere with local 
prerogative beyond providing a constitutionally valid procedure for adopting local regulations. 
State agency siting of facilities, including campuses and office buildings, should be subject to 
local notice and hearing requirements in order to meet concerns of the local community. The 
League opposes legislation that seeks to limit local authority over parking requirements. 
 
Maximize Existing Infrastructure 
Accommodate additional growth by first focusing on the use and reuse of existing urbanized 
lands supplied with infrastructure, with an emphasis on reinvesting in the maintenance and 
rehabilitation of existing infrastructure 
 
Comments: 
According to the author, “Large shopping malls, strip malls, and ‘big box’ retail stores are facing 
a new reality: consumers’ needs are being met online. Many shopping centers have struggled to 
remain viable as large anchor stores like Sears and Toys R Us have closed their doors or gone 
out of business, unable to keep up with major online retailers like Amazon. Now, many areas 
throughout California are left with struggling or vacant, often-times run-down, commercial 
centers without any interest in development from commercial business. 
 
“At the same time retail vacancies are growing, California’s housing crisis continues to worsen. 
According to the California Budget and Policy Center, over 50% of renters and nearly 40% of 
homeowners pay more than 30% of their income in rent. In addition, the Public Policy Institute of 
California recently reported that California’s housing shortage continues to grow as the number 
of residential building permits issued for 2018 and 2019 were far below the recommended 
annual average of new homes needed. While there is no single policy to fix California’s housing 
crisis, providing easy ways for cities to increase their housing supply is a step in the right 
direction, and SB 1385 will do just that. This bill allows for cities to approve residential 
development in commercially zoned retail and office spaces that are vacant or no longer viable. 
By doing so, we open up previously developed land that is a perfect opportunity to convert to 
residential or mixed-use purposes and expand California’s housing supply.” 
 
Support-Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
 
Support: 
California Forward Action Fund (sponsor); Abundant Housing LA; Bay Area Council; California 
Apartment Association; California Association of Realtors; California Building Industry 
Association; California Community Builders; California Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley; 
California YIMBY; Facebook, Inc.; Habitat for Humanity California; Habitat for Humanity Greater 
San Francisco; Housing Land Trust of Sonoma County; North Bay Leadership Council; Office of 
Community & Economic Development at Fresno State; Orange County Business Council; 
People for Housing - Orange County; San Francisco Bay Area Planning and Urban Research 
Association (SPUR); San Francisco Housing Action Coalition; San Joaquin Valley Rural 
Development Center; Schneider Electric; Sierra Business Council; Silicon Valley At Home 
(SV@HOME); United Latinos Vote; Valley Industry & Commerce Association; Westfield; YIMBY 
Law. 
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Opposition: (as of 5/28/20) 
None on file 



Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends the committee discuss SB 1385 and make a recommendation to the Board. 



Committee Recommendation: 



Board Action: 
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Housing, Community and Economic Development Policy Committee 
Bills of Interest 



(As of May 30,2020) 



Planning and Zoning 



AB 725 (Wicks) Housing Element. Moderate-income and Above Moderate-income 
Housing. 
This measure would require incorporated areas within a metropolitan jurisdiction, at least 25% 
of the jurisdiction's share of the regional housing need for both the moderate-income and above 
moderate-income housing categories must be allocated to sites with zoning that allows at least 
two units of housing, but no more than 35 units of housing per acre. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1279 (Bloom) Housing Developments. High-resource Areas. 
This measure would require HCD to designate areas in this state as high-resource areas by 
January 1, 2021, and every 5 years thereafter. In any area designated as a high-resource area, 
this measure would require cities, at the request of a developer, to allow up to fourplexes in 
single-family zones and up to 100 units per acre in commercial zones.  These projects shall 
receive ministerial approval (use by right). 
League Position: Pending 



AB 1851 (Wicks) Faith-based Organizations.  Housing Developments. Parking 
Requirements. 
This measure would, upon the request of a developer of a housing development project, require 
a local agency to ministerially approve a request to that local agency to reduce or eliminate any 
parking requirements that would otherwise be imposed by that local agency on the development 
if the housing development project qualifies as a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. This measure would prohibit a local agency from requiring the 
replacement of religious-use parking spaces proposed to be eliminated by a faith-based 
organization’s housing project or from requiring the curing of any preexisting deficit of religious-
use parking as a condition of approval of a faith-based organization affiliated housing 
development project. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2345 (Gonzalez) Planning and Zoning. Density Bonus. 
This measure would greatly expand Density Bonus law and allow developers to receive up to 
five concessions and incentives from local governments and up to 50% more density. 
League Position: Pending 



AB 2580 (Eggman) Conversion of Motels and Hotels. Streamlining. 
This measure would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a 
development for the conversion of a motel, hotel, or commercial use into multifamily housing 
units to be subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process, provided that development 
proponent reserves at least 20% of the proposed housing units for persons and families of low 
or moderate income. The measure would require a local government to notify the development 
proponent in writing if the local government determines that the development conflicts with any 



ATTACHMENT B
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of those objective standards within 30 days of the application being submitted; otherwise, the 
development would be deemed to comply with those standards. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 3040 (Chiu) Local Planning.  Regional Housing Need. 
This measure would create a voluntary program to incentivize local governments to allow four 
units per parcel, by-right, in exchange for additional credit towards the city or county’s share of 
the regional housing need allocation for each site identified under these provisions.  The 
measure would prohibit the cumulative credit received by a city or county from exceeding more 
than 25% of the total units needed to meet its regional housing needs allocation. 
League Position: Support in concept. 
  
AB 3107 (Bloom) Planning and Zoning. Housing Developments. 
This measure would require, notwithstanding any inconsistent provision of a city’s or county’s 
general plan, specific plan, zoning ordinance, or regulation, a housing development in which at 
least 20 percent of the units have an affordable housing cost or affordable rent for lower income 
households shall be an allowable use on a site designated in any element of the general plan 
for commercial uses. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 899 (Wiener) Housing Development. Nonprofit Hospitals or Religious Institutions. 
This measure would require that a housing development project be a use by right upon the 
request of a nonprofit hospital, nonprofit diagnostic or treatment center, nonprofit rehabilitation 
facility, nonprofit nursing home, or religious institution that partners with a qualified developer on 
any land owned in fee simple by the applicant if the development satisfies specified criteria. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 902 (Wiener) Neighborhood Multifamily Project.  Use By Right. 
This measure would also allow a local government to pass an ordinance, notwithstanding any 
local restrictions on adopting zoning ordinances enacted by the jurisdiction, including restrictions 
enacted by a local voter initiative, that limit the legislative body’s ability to adopt zoning 
ordinances, to zone any parcel for up to 10 units of residential density per parcel, at a height 
specified by the local government in the ordinance, and not be subject to CEQA. 
League Position: Watch 
 
SB 1085 (Skinner) Density Bonus Law. Housing for Lower-income Students. 
This measure would require a city or county to grant one incentive or concession for a project 
that will contain a specified percentage of units for lower income students in a student housing 
development. 
League Position: Pending 
 
SB 1120 (Atkins) Subdivisions. Tentative Maps. 
This measure would build off state Accessory Dwelling Unit (ADU) law that allows for at least 
three units per parcel to further encourage development in single-family neighborhoods by 
creating a ministerial approval process for duplexes and lot splits that meet local zoning, 
environmental and tenant displacement standards.     
 
SB 1138 (Wiener) Housing Element. Emergency Shelters. Zoning of Sites. 
This measure would revise the requirements of the housing element, as described above, in 
connection with identifying zones or zoning designations that allow residential use, including 
mixed use, where emergency shelters are allowed as a permitted use without a conditional use 
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or other discretionary permit.  This would also, for the 6th and each subsequent revision of the 
housing element, require that a local government that fails to adopt a housing element that the 
Department of Housing and Community Development has found to be in substantial compliance 
with state law within 120 days of the statutory deadline to complete the rezoning no later than 
one year (instead of three years under current law) from the statutory deadline for the adoption 
of the housing element. 
League Position: Pending 
  
SB 1299 (Portantino) Housing Development. Incentives. Rezoning of Idle Retail Sites. 
This measure would, upon appropriation by the Legislature, require HCD to administer a 
program to provide incentives in the form of grants allocated as provided to local governments 
that rezone idle sites used for a big box retailer or a commercial shopping center to instead 
allow the development of workforce housing. 
League Position: Support 
  
SB 1385 (Caballero) Local Planning. Housing in Commercial Zones. 
This measure, the Neighborhood Homes Act, would deem a housing development project, as 
defined, an authorized use on a neighborhood lot that is zoned for office or retail commercial 
use under a local agency’s zoning code or general plan. The measure would require the density 
for a housing development under these provisions to meet or exceed the density deemed 
appropriate to accommodate housing for lower income households according to the type of local 
jurisdiction, including a density of at least 20 units per acre for a suburban jurisdiction. 
League Position: Watch 
  
Homelessness 
  
ACA 10 (Bonta) Personal Rights. Right to Housing. 
This measure would declare that the fundamental human right to housing exists in this state. 
The measure would declare that this right is exclusively enforceable by a public right of action. 
The measure would specify that it is the shared obligation of state and local jurisdictions to 
respect, protect, and fulfill this right through progressively implemented measures, consistent 
with available resources, within an aggressive but reasonable time frame. 
League Position: Pending 
 
AB 2405 (Burke) Housing. Homelessness. Children and Families. 
This measure would require local jurisdictions to, on or before January 1, 2022, establish and 
submit to the Department of Housing and Community Development an actionable plan to house 
their homeless populations based on their latest point-in-time count. 
League Position: Watch 
 
AB 3269 (Chiu) State and Local Homelessness Plans. 
This measure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, would require the Homeless Coordinating 
and Financing Council to conduct, or contract with an entity to conduct, a statewide needs and 
gaps analysis to identify, among other things, state programs that provide housing or services to 
persons experiencing homelessness and funding required to move persons experiencing 
homelessness into permanent housing.  This measure would also state the intent of the 
Legislature that each state and local agency aim to reduce homelessness within its jurisdiction 
by 90% by December 31, 2028. 
League Position: Pending 
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AB 3300 (Santiago) Homelessness Grant Funds. 
This measure would appropriate, commencing with the 2020–21 fiscal year and every fiscal 
year thereafter, without regard to fiscal year, $2 billion from the General Fund to the Department 
of Housing and Community Development for the purpose of providing local jurisdictions and 
other specified entities with ongoing grant funds to sustain or expand efforts to address their 
immediate and long-term homelessness challenges. The measure would require $1.1 billion to 
be distributed to counties and continuums of care, $800 million to be distributed to cities with a 
population of at least 300,000, and $100 million to nonprofit housing developers for specified 
purposes relating to the provision of housing. The measure would require the method of 
allocation to be based on a formula that considers specified data. 
League Position: Pending 
  
Mitigation Fees/Development Fees 
  
AB 1484 (Grayson) Mitigation Fee Act. 
This measure would prohibit a local agency from imposing a housing impact requirement 
adopted by the local agency on a housing development project unless specified requirements 
are satisfied by the local agency, including that the housing impact requirement be roughly 
proportional in both nature and extent to the impact created by the housing development 
project. 
League Position: Oppose 
  
Miscellaneous 
  
SB 795 (Beall) Affordable Housing and Community Development Investment Program. 
This measure would invests $2 billion annually for 5 years into the immediate construction of 
affordable housing units and programs that address and prevent homelessness. Additionally, 
this measure creates two new programs administered by the Office of Business and Economic 
Development Office (GoBiz) to help local governments with their economic recovery and natural 
disaster preparedness.  
  
Of the $2 billion, $1.15 billion shall be used to construct affordable housing, spur economic 
development and create jobs through infrastructure and employment programs. Funds will be 
distributed as follows: 1) Multi-family Housing Program—$500 million (25%); 2) Infill Incentive 
Grant Program-- $300 (15%) million; 3) Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant Program- 
$200 million (10%); 4) Cal Home Program $75 million (3.75%); 5) Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker 
Housing Grant Fund--$75 million (3.75%) 
League Position: Support 
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Channel Counties Cities:
 
Last Friday the US House of Representatives passed the HEROES Act which would provide
direct and flexible federal assistance for all California cities to protect local jobs and core
services. League Executive Director Carolyn Coleman sent a letter to House Speaker Nancy
Pelosi and House Minority Leader Kevin McCarthy in support of the $1 trillion in dedicated and
flexible funding for states and local governments, and specifically supporting the $375 billion
included in the bill for local governments.  Other California organizations, businesses, and
workers have joined with the Governor and state legislative leaders in seeking federal relief. 


While the HEROES Act is a starting point in the negotiations for a 4th stimulus bill the attached
estimates represent what your city would receive under the current proposal.   As the
legislation now shifts to the Senate, we will continue to make a strong case for the funding
cities will need to maintain critical services and rebound from the recession. 
 
On the Senate side, U.S. Senators Bob Menendez (D-NJ) and Bill Cassidy, M.D. (R-LA) formally
introduced the bipartisan State and Municipal Assistance for Recovery and Transition (SMART)
Act. This legislation aims to deliver critical, federal relief and funding to cities, towns,
villages on the frontlines of America's response to and recovery from COVID-19 by
establishing a $500 billion fund to help local governments address the impact of COVID-19. 
NLC issued this statement on the legislation.  This bill is the first, bipartisan effort recently in
the Senate, with three Republican and three Democrats on the bill for the introduction, with
the possibility of adding more cosponsors soon.
 
This legislation is one of many being proposed to assist with the COVID-19 crisis and will help
continue to help push the conversation at the federal level about the need for local
government funding.  The League continues to engage both at the federal and state level
about the critical needs for cities. 
 
Among the attached files you will documents that outline the funding for each city for the
remainder of this fiscal year and FY 2020-2021
 


·       Estimates what each city in California would receive under this funding proposal. 
·       Estimates for each city in the Channel Counties region.
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California


			*All data reflects estimated awards, actual award may vary. Estimates are based on data from CRS, Census Bureau, and HUD


			*2021 state allocation assumes equal unemployment distribution and that labor force shares remain constant


			*Entitlement community and county data is based on the 2019 Census


			*Nonentitlement communities allocation data is based on the 2018 Census, estimates reflect the total nonentitlement that underlying population generates - overlapping jurisdictions may reduce amounts provided to governments, and town totals will not sum to total allocation


			State Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			State of California			21,490,000,000			25,929,000,000


			Local Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			Local total estimates			30,513,000,000			15,257,000,000


			Adelanto city			11,243,183			5,621,591


			Agoura Hills city			6,738,010			3,369,005


			Alameda			55,536,937			27,768,469


			Alameda County			637,359,158			318,679,579


			Albany city			6,552,379			3,276,190


			Alhambra			48,498,450			24,249,225


			Aliso Viejo			10,515,455			5,257,728


			Alpine County			423,281			211,641


			Alturas city			825,795			412,897


			Amador City city			62,535			31,268


			Amador County			14,903,707			7,451,853


			American Canyon city			6,700,818			3,350,409


			Anaheim			206,258,689			103,129,345


			Anderson city			3,447,997			1,723,999


			Angels city			1,282,631			641,316


			Antioch			41,400,374			20,700,187


			Apple Valley			28,538,070			14,269,035


			Arcadia city			19,290,484			9,645,242


			Arcata city			6,008,981			3,004,490


			Arroyo Grande city			5,953,028			2,976,514


			Artesia city			5,512,977			2,756,489


			Arvin city			7,083,600			3,541,800


			Atascadero city			9,982,603			4,991,302


			Atherton town			2,365,479			1,182,739


			Atwater city			9,702,511			4,851,256


			Auburn city			4,641,762			2,320,881


			Avalon city			1,225,362			612,681


			Avenal city			4,350,480			2,175,240


			Azusa city			16,442,825			8,221,413


			Bakersfield			184,732,134			92,366,067


			Baldwin Park			45,915,688			22,957,844


			Banning city			10,286,393			5,143,196


			Barstow city			7,889,976			3,944,988


			Beaumont city			16,206,837			8,103,419


			Bell city			11,759,263			5,879,632


			Bell Gardens city			13,932,528			6,966,264


			Bellflower			43,751,717			21,875,859


			Belmont city			8,923,782			4,461,891


			Belvedere city			694,141			347,071


			Benicia city			9,316,438			4,658,219


			Berkeley			130,953,384			65,476,692


			Beverly Hills city			11,250,753			5,625,376


			Big Bear Lake city			1,738,151			869,076


			Biggs city			567,425			283,713


			Bishop city			1,232,932			616,466


			Blue Lake city			415,366			207,683


			Blythe city			6,569,165			3,284,583


			Bradbury city			356,780			178,390


			Brawley city			8,631,842			4,315,921


			Brea city			14,350,527			7,175,264


			Brentwood city			20,998,684			10,499,342


			Brisbane city			1,544,621			772,311


			Buellton city			1,681,540			840,770


			Buena Park			41,859,385			20,929,692


			Burbank			49,979,834			24,989,917


			Burlingame city			10,027,694			5,013,847


			Butte County			82,176,591			41,088,295


			Calabasas city			7,884,051			3,942,026


			Calaveras County			17,210,572			8,605,286


			Calexico city			13,211,069			6,605,534


			California City city			4,679,284			2,339,642


			Calimesa city			2,941,461			1,470,731


			Calipatria city			2,439,534			1,219,767


			Calistoga city			1,751,646			875,823


			Camarillo			15,636,982			7,818,491


			Campbell city			13,976,961			6,988,481


			Canyon Lake city			3,708,341			1,854,171


			Capitola city			3,317,660			1,658,830


			Carlsbad			25,662,341			12,831,170


			Carmel-by-the-Sea city			1,270,124			635,062


			Carpinteria city			4,429,143			2,214,571


			Carson			38,444,014			19,222,007


			Cathedral City			29,329,646			14,664,823


			Ceres city			16,051,486			8,025,743


			Cerritos city			16,608,708			8,304,354


			Chico			41,657,186			20,828,593


			Chino			26,865,870			13,432,935


			Chino Hills			19,938,668			9,969,334


			Chowchilla city			6,178,155			3,089,078


			Chula Vista			116,714,239			58,357,119


			Citrus Heights			30,569,474			15,284,737


			Claremont city			12,006,113			6,003,056


			Clayton city			4,012,789			2,006,395


			Clearlake city			5,063,382			2,531,691


			Cloverdale city			2,922,043			1,461,021


			Clovis City			35,868,856			17,934,428


			Clovis city			36,870,135			18,435,067


			Coachella city			15,087,127			7,543,563


			Coalinga city			5,441,885			2,720,942


			Colfax city			658,266			329,133


			Colma town			495,016			247,508


			Colton city			18,017,068			9,008,534


			Colusa city			1,945,505			972,753


			Colusa County			8,078,340			4,039,170


			Commerce city			4,215,535			2,107,768


			Compton			72,293,948			36,146,974


			Concord			50,685,806			25,342,903


			Contra Costa County			449,900,582			224,950,291


			Corcoran city			7,134,286			3,567,143


			Corning city			2,485,941			1,242,971


			Corona			59,743,024			29,871,512


			Coronado city			7,040,154			3,520,077


			Corte Madera town			3,226,161			1,613,081


			Costa Mesa			54,359,042			27,179,521


			Cotati city			2,501,082			1,250,541


			Covina city			15,786,205			7,893,103


			Crescent City city			2,239,750			1,119,875


			Cudahy city			7,841,922			3,920,961


			Culver City city			12,906,621			6,453,310


			Cupertino City			18,618,114			9,309,057


			Cypress city			16,113,692			8,056,846


			Daly City			51,402,012			25,701,006


			Dana Point city			11,101,655			5,550,828


			Danville town			14,695,788			7,347,894


			Davis			35,580,097			17,790,048


			Del Mar city			1,430,741			715,371


			Del Norte County			10,427,196			5,213,598


			Del Rey Oaks city			549,323			274,661


			Delano City			27,240,424			13,620,212


			Desert Hot Springs city			9,507,006			4,753,503


			Diamond Bar city			18,521,958			9,260,979


			Dinuba city			8,003,198			4,001,599


			Dixon city			6,746,239			3,373,119


			Dorris city			296,878			148,439


			Dos Palos city			1,816,814			908,407


			Downey			52,347,724			26,173,862


			Duarte city			7,085,246			3,542,623


			Dublin city			20,881,842			10,440,921


			Dunsmuir city			517,397			258,699


			East Palo Alto city			9,715,676			4,857,838


			Eastvale city			21,335,058			10,667,529


			El Cajon			65,252,447			32,626,224


			El Centro			27,101,975			13,550,987


			El Cerrito city			8,426,133			4,213,067


			El Dorado County			72,300,148			36,150,074


			El Monte			83,686,536			41,843,268


			El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles) city			10,602,032			5,301,016


			El Segundo city			5,502,774			2,751,387


			Elk Grove			44,178,973			22,089,487


			Emeryville city			3,983,826			1,991,913


			Encinitas			17,033,096			8,516,548


			Escalon city			2,497,132			1,248,566


			Escondido			86,988,374			43,494,187


			Etna city			236,317			118,159


			Eureka city			8,885,932			4,442,966


			Exeter city			3,466,758			1,733,379


			Fairfax town			2,486,600			1,243,300


			Fairfield			41,223,761			20,611,881


			Farmersville city			3,541,142			1,770,571


			Ferndale city			448,937			224,469


			Fillmore city			5,203,263			2,601,632


			Firebaugh city			2,743,653			1,371,826


			Folsom city			26,008,746			13,004,373


			Fontana			100,408,635			50,204,318


			Fort Bragg city			2,422,090			1,211,045


			Fort Jones city			227,760			113,880


			Fortuna city			4,041,753			2,020,876


			Foster City city			11,240,220			5,620,110


			Fountain Valley			17,217,504			8,608,752


			Fowler city			2,221,977			1,110,988


			Fremont			80,895,933			40,447,966


			Fresno			340,152,078			170,076,039


			Fresno County			374,580,101			187,290,051


			Fullerton			66,620,776			33,310,388


			Galt city			8,702,276			4,351,138


			Garden Grove			97,092,403			48,546,201


			Gardena			30,117,206			15,058,603


			Gilroy City			22,395,797			11,197,898


			Glendale			95,526,514			47,763,257


			Glendora City			14,568,506			7,284,253


			Glenn County			10,645,023			5,322,511


			Goleta			10,785,994			5,392,997


			Gonzales city			2,758,793			1,379,396


			Grand Terrace city			4,141,809			2,070,905


			Grass Valley city			4,250,423			2,125,212


			Greenfield city			5,808,539			2,904,269


			Gridley city			2,176,556			1,088,278


			Grover Beach city			4,452,511			2,226,255


			Guadalupe city			2,509,639			1,254,819


			Gustine city			1,927,074			963,537


			Half Moon Bay city			4,269,842			2,134,921


			Hanford			26,446,122			13,223,061


			Hawaiian Gardens city			4,711,539			2,355,769


			Hawthorne			62,719,231			31,359,615


			Hayward			73,348,076			36,674,038


			Healdsburg city			3,983,826			1,991,913


			Hemet			44,105,277			22,052,639


			Hercules city			8,426,133			4,213,067


			Hermosa Beach city			6,406,573			3,203,287


			Hesperia			48,874,247			24,437,124


			Hidden Hills city			624,694			312,347


			Highland city			18,235,942			9,117,971


			Hillsborough town			3,766,598			1,883,299


			Hollister city			13,082,707			6,541,353


			Holtville city			2,197,950			1,098,975


			Hughson city			2,485,283			1,242,642


			Humboldt County			50,823,019			25,411,510


			Huntington Beach			59,168,519			29,584,259


			Huntington Park			61,028,857			30,514,429


			Huron city			2,398,721			1,199,361


			Imperial Beach city			9,033,713			4,516,856


			Imperial city			5,824,008			2,912,004


			Imperial County			67,940,612			33,970,306


			Indian Wells city			1,790,483			895,242


			Indio City			41,653,265			20,826,632


			Industry city			66,485			33,242


			Inglewood			67,272,708			33,636,354


			Inyo County			6,763,131			3,381,565


			Ione city			2,752,539			1,376,270


			Irvine			102,032,630			51,016,315


			Irwindale city			481,522			240,761


			Isleton city			277,788			138,894


			Jackson city			1,573,585			786,792


			Jurupa Valley			57,145,102			28,572,551


			Kerman city			4,949,173			2,474,586


			Kern County			337,501,170			168,750,585


			King City city			4,615,432			2,307,716


			Kings County			57,339,829			28,669,915


			Kingsburg city			3,963,090			1,981,545


			La Cañada Flintridge city			6,657,373			3,328,686


			La Habra			32,533,541			16,266,771


			La Habra Heights city			1,761,849			880,924


			La Mesa			21,333,347			10,666,674


			La Mirada city			16,023,181			8,011,590


			La Palma city			5,123,942			2,561,971


			La Puente city			13,135,039			6,567,519


			La Quinta city			13,670,538			6,835,269


			La Verne city			10,600,057			5,300,028


			Lafayette city			8,728,936			4,364,468


			Laguna Beach city			7,567,096			3,783,548


			Laguna Hills city			10,211,022			5,105,511


			Laguna Niguel			15,810,055			7,905,028


			Laguna Woods city			5,281,268			2,640,634


			Lake County			24,139,416			12,069,708


			Lake Elsinore city			22,441,274			11,220,637


			Lake Forest			24,574,114			12,287,057


			Lakeport city			1,624,600			812,300


			Lakewood			23,570,632			11,785,316


			Lancaster			71,077,076			35,538,538


			Larkspur city			4,057,551			2,028,776


			Lassen County			11,462,342			5,731,171


			Lathrop city			7,663,532			3,831,766


			Lawndale city			10,780,422			5,390,211


			Lemon Grove city			8,876,387			4,438,194


			Lemoore city			8,713,466			4,356,733


			Lincoln city			15,791,142			7,895,571


			Lindsay city			4,434,738			2,217,369


			Live Oak city			2,886,825			1,443,413


			Livermore			20,882,323			10,441,162


			Livingston city			4,748,401			2,374,201


			Lodi			30,955,123			15,477,562


			Loma Linda city			8,024,920			4,012,460


			Lomita city			6,754,138			3,377,069


			Lompoc			25,306,581			12,653,290


			Long Beach			294,195,405			147,097,703


			Loomis town			2,245,674			1,122,837


			Los Alamitos city			3,794,574			1,897,287


			Los Altos city			10,048,759			5,024,379


			Los Altos Hills town			2,817,049			1,408,525


			Los Angeles			2,598,485,741			1,299,242,870


			Los Angeles County			3,749,171,518			1,874,585,759


			Los Banos city			13,189,675			6,594,838


			Los Gatos town			10,097,800			5,048,900


			Loyalton city			230,064			115,032


			Lynwood			54,222,553			27,111,277


			Madera			43,601,981			21,800,991


			Madera County			58,984,591			29,492,295


			Malibu city			4,205,332			2,102,666


			Mammoth Lakes town			2,674,864			1,337,432


			Manhattan Beach city			11,694,753			5,847,377


			Manteca city			26,854,618			13,427,309


			Maricopa city			392,656			196,328


			Marin County			97,038,307			48,519,153


			Marina city			7,417,012			3,708,506


			Mariposa County			6,449,700			3,224,850


			Martinez city			12,639,365			6,319,682


			Marysville city			4,120,087			2,060,043


			Maywood city			8,984,672			4,492,336


			McFarland city			4,996,897			2,498,448


			Mendocino County			32,523,688			16,261,844


			Mendota city			3,753,432			1,876,716


			Menifee			24,976,694			12,488,347


			Menlo Park city			11,371,215			5,685,608


			Merced			53,756,416			26,878,208


			Merced County			104,106,995			52,053,497


			Mill Valley city			4,704,956			2,352,478


			Millbrae city			7,424,253			3,712,126


			Milpitas City			32,348,512			16,174,256


			Mission Viejo			18,269,624			9,134,812


			Modesto			90,910,484			45,455,242


			Modoc County			3,314,643			1,657,321


			Mono County			5,415,303			2,707,652


			Monrovia city			12,084,117			6,042,059


			Montague city			462,103			231,051


			Montclair city			12,980,017			6,490,009


			Monte Sereno city			1,147,687			573,843


			Montebello			31,819,248			15,909,624


			Monterey			12,426,248			6,213,124


			Monterey County			162,736,914			81,368,457


			Monterey Park			31,766,929			15,883,464


			Moorpark city			12,038,368			6,019,184


			Moraga town			5,823,021			2,911,510


			Moreno Valley			97,350,937			48,675,469


			Morgan Hill city			14,855,417			7,427,709


			Morro Bay city			3,482,556			1,741,278


			Mount Shasta city			1,081,860			540,930


			Mountain View			28,347,971			14,173,986


			Murrieta city			37,845,356			18,922,678


			Napa City			28,237,260			14,118,630


			Napa County			51,642,588			25,821,294


			National City			37,722,642			18,861,321


			National City city			20,218,968			10,109,484


			Needles city			1,639,741			819,870


			Nevada City city			1,034,136			517,068


			Nevada County			37,399,860			18,699,930


			Newark city			15,863,551			7,931,776


			Newman city			3,837,032			1,918,516


			Newport Beach			17,830,125			8,915,062


			Norco city			8,758,229			4,379,114


			Norwalk			60,774,388			30,387,194


			Novato city			18,317,896			9,158,948


			Oakdale city			7,719,814			3,859,907


			Oakland			368,510,044			184,255,022


			Oakley city			13,866,043			6,933,022


			Oceanside			64,100,424			32,050,212


			Ojai city			2,467,181			1,233,590


			Ontario			89,171,522			44,585,761


			Orange			57,391,154			28,695,577


			Orange County			1,199,734,886			599,867,443


			Orinda city			6,518,808			3,259,404


			Orland city			2,515,892			1,257,946


			Oroville city			6,320,670			3,160,335


			Oxnard			123,116,529			61,558,265


			Pacific Grove city			5,116,701			2,558,351


			Pacifica city			12,756,865			6,378,433


			Palm Desert			19,603,998			9,801,999


			Palm Springs			21,475,192			10,737,596


			Palmdale			76,033,945			38,016,973


			Palo Alto			23,976,606			11,988,303


			Palos Verdes Estates city			4,411,698			2,205,849


			Paradise			8,117,580			4,058,790


			Paramount City			37,959,274			18,979,637


			Parlier city			5,031,127			2,515,563


			Pasadena			100,205,720			50,102,860


			Patterson city			7,356,780			3,678,390


			Perris City			43,654,731			21,827,365


			Petaluma			16,791,204			8,395,602


			Pico Rivera			29,801,809			14,900,904


			Piedmont city			3,698,796			1,849,398


			Pinole city			6,358,191			3,179,095


			Pismo Beach city			2,703,169			1,351,585


			Pittsburg			29,129,935			14,564,968


			Placentia city			17,006,630			8,503,315


			Placer County			149,340,374			74,670,187


			Placerville city			3,636,261			1,818,131


			Pleasant Hill city			11,487,728			5,743,864


			Pleasanton City			16,365,909			8,182,955


			Plumas County			7,051,067			3,525,533


			Plymouth city			340,324			170,162


			Point Arena city			149,097			74,549


			Pomona			99,334,565			49,667,282


			Port Hueneme city			7,297,866			3,648,933


			Porterville			39,761,506			19,880,753


			Portola city			635,885			317,942


			Portola Valley town			1,513,353			756,677


			Poway city			16,359,226			8,179,613


			Rancho Cordova City			30,354,124			15,177,062


			Rancho Cucamonga			49,168,937			24,584,468


			Rancho Mirage city			6,034,982			3,017,491


			Rancho Palos Verdes city			13,799,888			6,899,944


			Rancho Santa Margarita			9,926,938			4,963,469


			Red Bluff city			4,701,006			2,350,503


			Redding			36,375,786			18,187,893


			Redlands city			23,561,313			11,780,657


			Redondo Beach			13,689,604			6,844,802


			Redwood City			36,423,705			18,211,853


			Reedley city			8,418,892			4,209,446


			Rialto			58,071,493			29,035,746


			Richmond city			36,252,681			18,126,341


			Ridgecrest city			9,525,108			4,762,554


			Rio Dell city			1,115,761			557,880


			Rio Vista city			3,040,860			1,520,430


			Ripon city			5,231,898			2,615,949


			Riverbank city			8,155,915			4,077,958


			Riverside			152,095,868			76,047,934


			Riverside County			937,292,880			468,646,440


			Rocklin City			13,347,857			6,673,928


			Rohnert Park city			14,400,555			7,200,278


			Rolling Hills city			614,491			307,246


			Rolling Hills Estates city			2,679,472			1,339,736


			Rosemead			36,069,476			18,034,738


			Roseville			33,933,817			16,966,908


			Ross town			811,313			405,656


			Sacramento			233,313,271			116,656,635


			Sacramento County			599,867,443			299,933,721


			Salinas			96,805,461			48,402,731


			San Anselmo town			4,120,416			2,060,208


			San Benito County			23,547,796			11,773,898


			San Bernardino			162,878,418			81,439,209


			San Bernardino County			824,817,734			412,408,867


			San Bruno city			14,168,187			7,084,094


			San Buenaventura			36,882,477			18,441,239


			San Carlos city			9,993,794			4,996,897


			San Clemente			17,030,370			8,515,185


			San Diego			587,275,420			293,637,710


			San Diego County			1,237,226,601			618,613,301


			San Dimas city			11,184,597			5,592,298


			San Fernando city			8,067,049			4,033,525


			San Francisco			892,057,873			446,028,936


			San Francisco County			330,507,840			165,253,920


			San Gabriel city			13,275,579			6,637,789


			San Jacinto city			16,083,741			8,041,871


			San Joaquin city			1,327,064			663,532


			San Joaquin County			285,742,357			142,871,179


			San Jose			427,893,099			213,946,550


			San Juan Bautista city			646,746			323,373


			San Juan Capistrano city			11,853,066			5,926,533


			San Leandro			36,743,358			18,371,679


			San Luis Obispo city			15,616,043			7,808,022


			San Luis Obispo County			106,143,170			53,071,585


			San Marcos City			34,671,496			17,335,748


			San Marino city			4,339,947			2,169,974


			San Mateo			35,765,031			17,882,515


			San Mateo County			287,401,366			143,700,683


			San Pablo city			10,243,935			5,121,967


			San Rafael city			19,321,422			9,660,711


			San Ramon city			24,961,116			12,480,558


			Sand City city			130,995			65,497


			Sanger city			8,331,343			4,165,672


			Santa Ana			274,293,179			137,146,590


			Santa Barbara			43,149,713			21,574,857


			Santa Barbara County			167,400,133			83,700,067


			Santa Clara			49,730,529			24,865,265


			Santa Clara County			712,342,589			356,171,294


			Santa Clarita			69,569,580			34,784,790


			Santa Cruz			28,735,103			14,367,552


			Santa Cruz County			102,432,240			51,216,120


			Santa Fe Springs city			5,869,099			2,934,550


			Santa Maria			77,903,418			38,951,709


			Santa Monica			56,214,406			28,107,203


			Santa Paula city			9,877,610			4,938,805


			Santa Rosa			69,882,490			34,941,245


			Santee			13,178,322			6,589,161


			Saratoga city			10,071,140			5,035,570


			Sausalito city			2,336,844			1,168,422


			Scotts Valley city			3,897,593			1,948,796


			Seal Beach city			7,938,358			3,969,179


			Seaside			16,248,885			8,124,442


			Sebastopol city			2,556,705			1,278,352


			Selma city			8,164,802			4,082,401


			Shafter city			6,601,749			3,300,875


			Shasta County			67,515,081			33,757,540


			Shasta Lake city			3,372,955			1,686,477


			Sierra County			1,126,626			563,313


			Sierra Madre city			3,593,145			1,796,572


			Signal Hill city			3,803,132			1,901,566


			Simi Valley			29,723,522			14,861,761


			Siskiyou County			16,323,518			8,161,759


			Solana Beach city			4,403,470			2,201,735


			Solano County			167,829,039			83,914,519


			Soledad city			8,561,736			4,280,868


			Solvang city			1,933,985			966,993


			Sonoma city			3,702,088			1,851,044


			Sonoma County			185,335,045			92,667,523


			Sonora city			1,602,878			801,439


			South El Monte city			6,835,105			3,417,552


			South Gate			71,120,882			35,560,441


			South Lake Tahoe city			7,252,774			3,626,387


			South Pasadena city			8,429,425			4,214,712


			South San Francisco			23,604,443			11,802,221


			St. Helena city			2,024,826			1,012,413


			Stanislaus County			206,451,879			103,225,939


			Stanton city			12,584,070			6,292,035


			Stockton			163,956,075			81,978,038


			Suisun City city			9,779,528			4,889,764


			Sunnyvale			56,661,079			28,330,540


			Susanville city			4,991,302			2,495,651


			Sutter County			36,356,091			18,178,046


			Sutter Creek city			859,695			429,848


			Taft city			3,092,533			1,546,267


			Tehachapi city			4,091,781			2,045,891


			Tehama city			138,565			69,282


			Tehama County			24,401,108			12,200,554


			Temecula			26,758,697			13,379,348


			Temple City city			11,888,283			5,944,142


			Thousand Oaks			27,641,808			13,820,904


			Tiburon town			3,000,047			1,500,024


			Tracy city			30,218,357			15,109,179


			Trinidad city			117,500			58,750


			Trinity County			4,605,857			2,302,929


			Truckee town			5,450,771			2,725,386


			Tulare			34,112,581			17,056,291


			Tulare County			174,784,502			87,392,251


			Tulelake city			325,183			162,592


			Tuolumne County			20,424,737			10,212,368


			Turlock			31,447,563			15,723,781


			Tustin			40,555,330			20,277,665


			Twentynine Palms city			8,695,035			4,347,518


			Ukiah city			5,324,384			2,662,192


			Union City			26,224,125			13,112,062


			Upland			30,545,657			15,272,829


			Vacaville			24,147,241			12,073,620


			Vallejo			50,260,606			25,130,303


			Ventura County			317,182,160			158,591,080


			Vernon city			36,863			18,431


			Victorville			65,892,471			32,946,235


			Villa Park city			1,921,807			960,904


			Visalia			62,433,963			31,216,981


			Vista			51,176,715			25,588,358


			Walnut city			9,875,964			4,937,982


			Walnut Creek			16,370,835			8,185,417


			Wasco city			9,207,824			4,603,912


			Waterford city			2,948,044			1,474,022


			Watsonville			36,094,009			18,047,005


			Weed city			889,976			444,988


			West Covina			38,518,236			19,259,118


			West Hollywood city			12,129,867			6,064,933


			West Sacramento			22,348,643			11,174,321


			Westlake Village city			2,748,919			1,374,459


			Westminster			47,784,634			23,892,317


			Westmorland city			747,132			373,566


			Wheatland city			1,279,998			639,999


			Whittier			36,007,640			18,003,820


			Wildomar city			12,270,077			6,135,039


			Williams city			1,752,304			876,152


			Willits city			1,624,271			812,136


			Willows city			1,981,381			990,690


			Windsor town			9,166,024			4,583,012


			Winters city			2,398,063			1,199,031


			Woodlake city			2,514,576			1,257,288


			Woodland			24,554,650			12,277,325


			Woodside town			1,813,523			906,761


			Yolo County			82,669,232			41,334,616


			Yorba Linda city			22,310,937			11,155,469


			Yountville city			981,475			490,737


			Yreka city			2,486,929			1,243,464


			Yuba City			31,891,701			15,945,850


			Yuba County			29,493,983			14,746,991


			Yucaipa city			17,668,517			8,834,258


			Yucca Valley town			7,150,743			3,575,372













CITIES, TOWNS AND VILLAGES ARE ESSENTIAL 
TO AMERICA’S ECONOMIC RECOVERY.  
WITHOUT SUPPORT FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, MUNICIPALITIES MAY MOVE FROM BEING 
PART OF THE ECONOMIC SOLUTION, TO BECOMING A MAJOR OBSTACLE TO LONG-TERM 
STABILIZATION AND RECOVERY.



The negative effects of the coronavirus pandemic on local communities are severe and will 
continue long after this year.  



Every city, town and village in every state across America will feel the 
dire economic consequences of this pandemic. 



SOME WILL REACH UP TO 40% 
IN TOTAL REVENUE LOSS. 



2020



-$134 B



2021 2022



-$117 B -$110 B



Cities alone will experience a total



revenue loss of up to 



$134 billion
this year - equaling a 
21.6% loss of revenue. 



And they will experience a 



total loss of over 



$360 billion 
over the next 3 years 



Total Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages ($ billion)











Learn more  https://covid19.nlc.org/cities-are-essential/  



WE NEED YOUR VOICE



Top 10 states with the most impacted municipalities: 



PENNSYLVANIA  40.2% revenue loss 



KENTUCKY  39.1% revenue loss 



HAWAII   38.2% revenue loss 



MICHIGAN  37.3% revenue loss 



NEVADA  36.8% revenue loss 



WASHINGTON  32.7% revenue loss 



LOUISIANA  32.2% revenue loss 



GEORGIA  31.0% revenue loss 



OHIO   30.4% revenue loss 



RHODE ISLAND 29.3% revenue loss 



In 2020, 
the unemployment rate will be



7.2 percent greater than expected  
as a direct cause of the coronavirus pandemic.



For every 1% increase in unemployment, 
municipalities will experience an additional 3% loss of revenue.  



 



We need to ensure the American way of life continues. 
Funding will help us support the hospitals, roads and crucial repairs to our nation’s 



infrastructure that could face closure and abandonment without funding.



WE NEED A UNITED NATIONAL PARTNERSHIP TO GET 
BACK TO A SAFE, HEALTHY, PROSPEROUS LIFE. 
WE RISE TOGETHER, WE REBUILD TOGETHER. 



JOIN US FIGHTING AT THE FRONT LINE.



Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages as a Share 
of Total Own-Source Revenue by State, 2020



9%-14%



15%-20%



20%-30%



30%-40%



Revenue Loss for Cities, Towns and Villages as a Share 
of Total Own-Source Revenue by State, 2020



Source: National League of Cities analysis of U.S. Census Bureau data (2017 total own-source revenues for municipal and township governments), adjusted for inflation, with unemployment projections provided by the 
Congressional Budget O�ce and unemployment claims by the Department of Labor. 










California


			*All data reflects estimated awards, actual award may vary. Estimates are based on data from CRS, Census Bureau, and HUD


			*2021 state allocation assumes equal unemployment distribution and that labor force shares remain constant


			*Entitlement community and county data is based on the 2019 Census


			*Nonentitlement communities allocation data is based on the 2018 Census, estimates reflect the total nonentitlement that underlying population generates - overlapping jurisdictions may reduce amounts provided to governments, and town totals will not sum to total allocation


			State Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			State of California			21,490,000,000			25,929,000,000


			Local Coronavirus Relief Fund			2020 Allocation			2021 Allocation


			Local total estimates			30,513,000,000			15,257,000,000





			Arroyo Grande 			5,953,028			2,976,514


			Atascadero 			9,982,603			4,991,302


			Buellton 			1,681,540			840,770


			Camarillo			15,636,982			7,818,491


			El Paso de Robles (Paso Robles) 			10,602,032			5,301,016


			Fillmore 			5,203,263			2,601,632


			Goleta			10,785,994			5,392,997


			Grover Beach 			4,452,511			2,226,255


			Guadalupe 			2,509,639			1,254,819


			Lompoc			25,306,581			12,653,290


			Moorpark 			12,038,368			6,019,184


			Morro Bay 			3,482,556			1,741,278


			Ojai 			2,467,181			1,233,590


			Oxnard			123,116,529			61,558,265


			Pismo Beach 			2,703,169			1,351,585


			Port Hueneme 			7,297,866			3,648,933


			San Buenaventura			36,882,477			18,441,239


			San Luis Obispo 			15,616,043			7,808,022


			San Luis Obispo County			106,143,170			53,071,585


			Santa Barbara			43,149,713			21,574,857


			Santa Barbara County			167,400,133			83,700,067


			Santa Paula 			9,877,610			4,938,805


			Simi Valley			29,723,522			14,861,761


			Solvang city			1,933,985			966,993


			Thousand Oaks			27,641,808			13,820,904


			Ventura County			317,182,160			158,591,080
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SUPPORT LOCAL RECOVERY COALITION
As reflected by your city estimates there is a significant amount of money is at stake for our
cities.  There are different versions in the House and Senate.  Once a package gets through
Congress it appears the  Governor will allocate the funds.
 
So we need to be able to effectively lobby officials at the federal and state level over the next
couple of months.  In order to do so we need to build a broad-based and active coalition that
will stay educated and engaged with lobbying our elected officials to ensure local
governments receive much-needed recovery funds.
 
As some of you know we launched a statewide coalition effort named SUPPORT LOCAL
RECOVERY as a vehicle to carry our message to our legislators at the state and federal level.
 


ACTION REQUEST
·       Join the Support Local Recovery Coalition by going to https://www.cacities.org/Policy-


Advocacy/Hot-Issues/Support-Local-Recovery
·       Have your city join the coalition
·       We’re requesting every Channel Counties official reach out to 1 or 2 organizations in


your community to join the coalition (Targets include business groups like local
chambers, labor groups like SEIU and other bargaining units).  You will see a growing
list of organizations joining the coalition on the website.


 
Don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.
 
 
David Mullinax
Regional Public Affairs Manager
League of California Cities / Channel Counties Division
c. 805.797.3530
dmullinax@cacities.org | www.cacities.org


  


Strengthening California Cities
Through Education & Advocacy


 
 
 
 
 


 



https://www.cacities.org/Policy-Advocacy/Hot-Issues/Support-Local-Recovery

https://www.cacities.org/Policy-Advocacy/Hot-Issues/Support-Local-Recovery

mailto:dmullinax@cacities.org

file:////c/www.cacities.org



