Board of Directors Meeting
Mark Waronek, Chair
Hyubrid Meeting
Tuesday, April 5, 2022, 8:30 AM

1. Welcome
a. Roll Call
2. Government Affairs Report
a. Legsilative Timelines

Mark Waronek, Chair
SBACC Staff
SBACC Staff

b. 2022 Job Killers
c. Coalitions
d. AB 2026 (Friedman) Plastic Packaging Ban
e. AB 2108 (Rivas) Water Policy- Enviromental Justice and Tribal Community Represenation
f.

AB 2390 (Muratsuchi) Theft: aggregation of amounts and diversion

g. SB 620 (Allen) Distilled Spirits and Beer- Direct Shipper Permits
h. AB 922 (Wiener D) California Environmental Quality Act: exemptions: transportation-related projects
i.

American Innovation Choice Online Act – SB2992

3. Office Holders, Administrative Agencies and Community Partners - Please limit your reports to no more than 3
minutes.
a. U.S. Chamber of Commerce - Jennings Imel and Vartan Dijhanian
b. League of California Cities - Jeff Kiernan
c. Metropolitan Water District- Charles Gale
d. Office of County Supervisor Janice Hahn- Jennifer LaMarque
e. Office of County Supervisor Holly J. Mitchell- Caroline Torosis
f.

South Bay Cities Council of Governments – Hon. Olivia Valentine

g. Office of Congresswoman Waters- Hamilton Cloud
h. Office of Congressman Lieu – Aurelia Friedman
i.

Office of Congresswoman Barragan

j.

Office of Senator Allen – Olina Wibroe-Benson

k. Office of Senator Bradford - Nital Patel

l.

Office of Senator Lena Gonzalez

m. Office of Assemblymember O’Donnell- Marisol Barajas
n. Office of Assemblymember Muratsuchi – Aaron Forberger
o. Office of Assemblymemer Gipson- Victor Ibarra
p. South Bay WIB - Chris Cagle

[Officeholder representatives, non-chamber members, and guests are respectfully asked to leave the meeting
at this point]
4. Chair’s Report
a. 2022 Legislative Meet & Greet
b. June 1 and 2 Legislative Day
5. Approval of Minutes

M. Waronek

D. Knoll

a. March 2022
6. Financial Report
a. Profit and Loss
b. Balance Sheet
7. Adjournment/Announcements
a. Special thanks to everyone for attending
8. Upcoming meetings:
Next Meting: Tuesday, May 3, 2022

C. Maender, Treasurer

All

2022 Job Killers
Labor and Employment
AB 2095 (Kalra; D-San Jose) Unfair Denial of State Opportunities. Places new onerous
administrative burdens on employers by requiring annual reporting of wage and hour data and
employee benefits on an employer’s entire United States workforce that will unfairly criticize
employers for lawful conduct by publishing that data on the Labor and Workforce Development
Agency’s website and using such data to rank employers and deny them state opportunities,
and will subject employers to frivolous litigation and settlement demands.
AB 2182 (Wicks; D-Oakland) Expansion of Duty to Accommodate Employees and Litigation
Under FEHA. Imposes new burdens on employers to accommodate any employee with family
responsibilities, which will essentially include a new, uncapped protected leave for employees
to request time off and exposes employers to costly litigation under the Fair Employment and
Housing Act by asserting that any adverse employment action was in relation to the employee’s
family responsibilities, rather than a violation of employment policies.
SB 1044 (Durazo; D-Los Angeles) State of Emergency. Allows employees to leave work or
refuse to show up to work if employee subjectively feels unsafe regardless of existing health
and safety standards or whether employer has provided health and safety protections and
subjects employers to costly Private Attorneys General Act (PAGA) lawsuits if they dispute the
employee’s decision or need to have another employee take over any job duties.
SB 1162 (Limón; D-Goleta) Publication of Pay Data. Encourages litigation against employers
based on the publication of broad, unreliable data collected by the state. Undermines
employers’ ability to hire, imposes administrative and record keeping requirements that are
impossible to implement, and subjects employers to a private right of action and penalties
under the Private Attorneys General Act (PAGA).
Taxation
AB 2289/ ACA 8 (Lee; D-San Jose) Wealth Tax. Seeks to impose a massive tax increase upon all
forms of personal property or wealth despite California already having the highest income tax
in the country. This tax increase will drive high-income earners and job creators out of the State
as well as the revenue they contribute to the General Fund.
AB 1771 (Ward; D-San Diego) Targeted Tax on Certain Home Sellers. Seeks to impose a tax—in
addition to the capital gains tax—of 25% on the profits from a home resold within three years
after it is purchased. The tax rate is reduced on a sliding scale for seven years thereafter. This
will worsen housing unaffordability and constrain the already limited housing supply.

SB 1301 (Becker; D-Menlo Park) Fossil Fuel Investment Surcharge. Arbitrarily raises taxes on
companies that invest in fossil fuel businesses based upon the financing amount. This adds
another layer of expenses onto the fossil fuel industry that will significantly increase the costs
of doing business, thereby increasing prices paid by consumers for goods and services in
California.
CEQA
AB 1001 (Garcia, Cristina; D-Los Angeles) Expands CEQA and Hurts Housing. Creates new
highly subjective, non-quantifiable and litigation-bait standards in CEQA that will threaten
California’s economic recovery and ability to construct much needed housing. It also removes
local government discretion regarding how to analyze and mitigate proposed project impacts,
thereby making projects more expensive, harder to build and more likely to be thrown into
courts by NIMBY opposition. 2021 carry-over bill.
Privacy and Cybersecurity
SB 1189 (Wieckowski; D-Fremont) New Private Right of Action for Biometric Information.
Creates legal liability for businesses large and small, potentially in the millions to tens of
millions of dollars, while not providing any exceptions, such as for the use of biometric data for
safety, security, or other reasonable purposes. Also imposes new, untenable restrictions on the
use and disclosure of biometric information in a thinly veiled attempt to undermine the
California Privacy Rights Act (CPRA) limited private right of action for data breaches.
Workers’ Compensation
SB 213 (Cortese; D-San Jose) Workers’ Compensation Presumption: Hospital
Employees. Expands Costly Presumption of Injury. Significantly increases workers’
compensation costs for public and private hospitals by presuming certain diseases and injuries
are caused by the workplace and establishes an extremely concerning precedent for expanding
presumptions into the private sector. 2021 carry-over bill.
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources
AB 2764 (Nazarian; D-Van Nuys) Livestock Ban. Bans new or expanded commercial animal
feeding and processing operations for meat, poultry, eggs, and dairy. Will increase food prices
for Californians and force food to be imported from out of state to meet consumer demand.

AB 2026 (Friedman Recycling: plastic packaging and carryout bags
Recommended Position
Oppose Unless Amended
Background
The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, administered by the Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery,
generally regulates the disposal, management, and recycling of solid waste, including, among other solid waste, plastic packaging
containers.
Existing law prohibits stores, including convenience food stores, foodmarts, and other specified entities that have a specified amount
of sales in dollars or retail floor space, from providing a single-use carryout bag to a customer and prohibits those stores from selling
or distributing a recycled paper bag at the point of sale unless the store makes the bag available for purchase for not less than
$0.10.
Summary
AB 2026 creates blanket prohibitions on certain packaging materials, with notable exemptions, that do not fully consider the
unintended impacts such as increased waste as a result of product breakage, unintended consequences of increasing greenhouse
gases from less efficient packaging or banning vital packaging that lack a viable substitute. For example, expanded polystyrene
plays a critical role in the shipment of large, high value products such as televisions, monitors and appliances for which no viable
alternative currently exists that provides adequate product protection.
This Legislature passed last year SB 343 (Allen) to require all single-use plastic packaging be properly labeled recyclable if certain
recycling metrics are met. Companies are working diligently to make the necessary investments here in California to achieve those
goals. AB 2026 unfortunately proposes to ban many of the very materials subject to SB 343 (Allen) without an opportunity to make
those investments and achieve the 60% recycling goals. Moreover, the exemptions in AB 2026 reinforce that the material banned in
the bill is still critically important for ensuring products reach consumers safely across a wide variety of sectors, from health care to
food safety to electronics to other durable goods.
This bill would prohibit an online retailer that sells or offers for sale and ships purchased products in or into the state from using singleuse plastic packaging that consists of shipping envelopes, cushioning, or void fill to package or transport the products, on and after
January 1, 2024, for large online retailers, as defined, and on and after January 1, 2026, for small online retailers, as defined. The bill
would prohibit a manufacturer, retailer, producer, or other distributor that sells or offers for sale and ships purchased products in or
into the state from using expanded or extruded polystyrene packaging to package or transport the products, except as provided.
The bill would make a violation of the foregoing requirements subject to civil penalties and would require penalties collected by the
Attorney General to be deposited into the Plastic Packaging Reduction Penalty Account, which the bill would create, for expenditure
by the Attorney General, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to enforce those requirements.
This bill would establish the At-Store Recycling Program. The bill would require an operator of a store, as defined, to establish an atstore recycling program that provides customers the opportunity to return clean plastic carryout bags and clean reusable bags, as
defined, to the store. The bill would require a plastic carryout bag or a reusable bag provided by a store to have specified
information printed or displayed on the bag, and would require the placement of a collection bin in each store that is visible and
easily accessible to the consumer. The bill would require a store to maintain records describing the collection, transport, and
recycling of plastic bags pursuant to these provisions for 3 years and to make the records available to the department and the local
jurisdiction, upon request. The bill would make a violation of these requirements subject to civil penalties and would require penalties

collected by the Attorney General to be deposited into the At-Store Recycling Program Penalty Account, which the bill would create,
for expenditure by the Attorney General, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to enforce those requirements. The bill would make
these requirements, except for the records and civil penalty provisions, inoperative on January 1, 2031, and would repeal the
provisions, including the records and civil penalty provisions, as of January 1, 2034.
Recommended Amendments
•
•
•
•
•
•

ensures single-use plastic packaging is designed to be fully recyclable or compostable;
has domestic end markets for recycled materials;
source reduces superfluous packaging;
ensures manufacturers pay their fair share in an extended producer responsibility program;
ensures that supply chains are not disrupted; &
creates sustainable recycling infrastructure and sustainable jobs associated with managing packaging materials here in
California responsibly.

Status
Date

Action

03/24/22

Re-referred to Com. on JUD.

03/23/22

Read second time and amended.

03/22/22

From committee: Amend, and do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on JUD. (Ayes 8. Noes 3.) (March 21).

02/24/22

Referred to Coms. on NAT. RES. and JUD.

02/15/22

From printer. May be heard in committee March 17.

02/14/22

Read first time. To print.

AB 2106 (Rivas) Water quality: permits
Recommended Position
Oppose
Background
Under existing law, the State Water Resources Control Board and the 9 California regional water quality control boards regulate
water quality and prescribe waste discharge requirements in accordance with the federal national pollutant discharge elimination
system (NPDES) permit program established by the federal Clean Water Act and the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act.
Existing law requires each regional board to formulate and adopt water quality control plans for all areas within the region, as
provided.
Existing law authorizes the state board to require a person submitting a report to the state board, a regional board, or a local agency
to submit the report in electronic format.
Summary
Requires, on or before December 2024, the California State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board) to, modernize its
Stormwater Multiple Application and Report Tracking System (SMARTS) database. Additionally, Requires the State Water Board to
establish a statewide commercial, industrial, and institutional national pollutant discharge elimination system (NPDES) order.
According to the Author
First, AB 2106 will require the State Water Board to conduct a holistic review of the state’s stormwater program aimed at improving
environmental outcomes while lowering compliance costs. This process will incorporate feedback from all interested stakeholders
and put the state back on track to restore our waterways.
Second, AB 2106 will improve the State Water Board’s data collection systems. The status quo puts the onus on permittees to collect
large amounts of data, which can be expensive and time- consuming. But because the Water Board’s existing data collection
systems are so outdated, a large amount of that data can’t ultimately be used. AB 2106 will create a simplified, streamlined data
collection system that will reduce costs but improve results.
Finally, AB 2106 will require the State Water Board to issue a new order regulating stormwater from facilities with large parking lots
that are not currently regulated. A federal court ordered the Los Angeles region to address the toxic metals, oil, and grease coming
off these parking lots in 2018, but the problem persists, leaving municipalities unfairly responsible for addressing pollution that they
did not cause. Regulation of stormwater from all sources will ensure that costs of compliance are distributed evenly across
permittees and achieve better results for the environment.
Status
Date

Action

03/23/22

From committee: Do pass and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 6. Noes 2.) (March 22). Re-referred to Com. on
APPR.

03/16/22

Re-referred to Com. on E.S. & T.M.

03/15/22

From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. on E.S. & T.M. Read second time
and amended.

Date

Action

02/24/22

Referred to Com. on E.S. & T.M.

02/15/22

From printer. May be heard in committee March 17.

02/14/22

Read first time. To print.

Arguments in Support: According to a coalition in support including the California Coastkeeper Alliance, the Surfrider Foundation,
and 7th Generation Advisors, "We write in strong support of AB 2106 to modernize California's stormwater permitting program so that
it is focused on only the most effective water quality controls to attain fishable, swimmable, and drinkable waters for all Californians.
While stormwater pollution is harmful to all communities, it poses a greater risk to those communities that have historically lacked the
political power to shape stormwater management decisions. These communities are often dominated by paved surfaces and
industries associated with high levels of pollutants. California currently regulates stormwater runoff from three sources: (1) municipal
separate storm sewer systems, (2) construction activities, and (3) industrial activities. However, large commercial, industrial, and
institutional parking lots also greatly contribute to stormwater pollution. Despite this, commercial sources are not regulated under the
state's stormwater program. Since these commercial facilities are not regulated, cities and counties are currently held legally
responsible for the heavy metals, oil, and grease that runoff these commercial parking lots."
Arguments in Opposition: According to the California Chamber of Commerce, "The California Chamber of Commerce opposes these
requirements, which will potentially subject a wide range of businesses and other facilities, such as hospitals and universities to
costly compliance and citizen lawsuits, in addition to limiting the State Water Board's ability to improve its stormwater programs
collaboratively with all impacted stakeholders. Requiring NPDES permits subject businesses to potentially costly compliance and
litigation. Lastly, we must oppose the language in Section 4, which would ultimately limit the State Water Board's discretion and
stakeholder engagement when evaluating California's stormwater program."
Support
7th Generation Advisors California Coastkeeper Alliance
Coachella Valley Waterkeeper
Heal the Bay
Humboldt Baykeeper
Inland Empire Waterkeeper
Los Angeles Waterkeeper
Mono Lake Committee
Monterey Coastkeeper
Orange County Coastkeeper Ourwaterla Coalition
Russian Riverkeeper
Santa Barbara Channelkeeper
Save the Bay
Sierra Club California
Social Eco Education (SEE-LA)
South Yuba River Citizens League

Surfrider Foundation
The Otter Project
Yuba River Waterkeeper

Opposition
California Chamber of Commerce

AB 2390 (Muratsuchi) Retail Theft: Aggregation of Amounts and Diversion
Recommended Position
Support
Background
Existing law, the Safe Neighborhoods and Schools Act, enacted as an initiative statute by Proposition 47, as approved by the
electors at the November 4, 2014, statewide general election, makes the theft of money, labor, or property petty theft punishable as a
misdemeanor whenever the value of the property taken does not exceed $950 and grand theft when the value exceeds $950.
Proposition 47 requires shoplifting, defined as entering a commercial establishment with the intent to commit larceny if the value of
the property taken does not exceed $950, to be punished as a misdemeanor.
Proposition 47 authorizes amendment of its provisions by a 2/3 vote of the Members of each house of the Legislature so long as the
amendments are consistent with and further the intent of the act. Existing law authorizes a court to grant pretrial diversion to a
defendant in specified cases, including when the defendant is suffering from a mental disorder, specified controlled substances
crimes, and when the defendant was, or currently is, a member of the United States military.
Summary
This bill would amend Proposition 47 by authorizing the aggregation of the values of the property involved in one or more cases of
shoplifting or theft into a single count or charge when the case involves one or more acts of theft or shoplifting, with the sum of the
value of all property or merchandise being the value considered when determining the degree of theft. By increasing the penalty for
a crime, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program. This bill would establish a pretrial diversion program for defendants
who have been alleged to have committed a felony theft offense and who meet specified requirements.
Status
Date

Action

03/21/22

Re-referred to Com. on PUB. S.

03/17/22

From committee chair, with author's amendments: Amend, and re-refer to Com. on PUB. S. Read second time and
amended.

03/17/22

Referred to Com. on PUB. S.

02/18/22

From printer. May be heard in committee March 20.

02/17/22

Read first time. To print.

ASSEMBLYMEMBER AL MURATSUCHI
66TH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT
STATE CAPITOL
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
3424 W. CARSON STREET, SUITE 450
TORRANCE, CA 90505
WWW.A66.ASMDC.ORG

AB 2390 (Muratsuchi) Retail Theft: Aggregation of Amounts and Diversion.
FACT SHEET
Sponsor: California Retailers Association, Steve McCarthy, steve@calretailers.com
Staff Contact: Bryan C. Singh, bryan.singh@asm.ca.gov, (916) 319-2066
SUMMARY______________________________
AB 2390 allows individuals who have committed
multiple acts of theft with an aggregated value of
over $950 to be charged with grand theft.
The bill further authorizes counties to establish
pretrial diversion programs for persons charged
with felony theft and offer them appropriate
treatment, including treatment for mental health or
addiction, job training, or restorative justice.
ISSUE___________________________________
One of the changes instituted by Proposition 47 was
the elimination of felony options for most cases of
serial petty theft.
Post-Prop 47, where law
enforcement does intervene with suspects and the
amount stolen is less than $950, oftentimes their
primary tool is a misdemeanor citation in which the
suspect is likely to be released immediately.
This lack of enforcement creates an impression that
retail theft is a low-risk/high-reward crime.
According to a recent survey by the National
Association for Shoplifting Prevention (NASP), just
62% of their California participants in their theft
education courses believed they would be arrested if
caught stealing again, versus 88% nationwide. The
likelihood of a light sentence also reduces the
incentive of those arrested to accept drug or mental
health treatment or other diversion options. NASP
further reports that since Proposition 47 was
enacted, they have seen a 50% drop in court
participation in their education programs.

In a recent survey, a majority of California voters1
expressed their desire to see changes made to
Proposition 47 to address theft crimes.
SOLUTION_______________________________
AB 2390 does not reverse Proposition 47 but
revises it in a balanced way that is in furtherance
of Prop 47. It establishes real consequences for
serial theft and at the same time seeks to ensure that
pretrial diversion options are available for those
individuals charged. It will encourage greater
reporting of theft crimes, enforcement, and
ultimately deterrence of this behavior.
Diversion programs can include the following
types:
Drug Court and/or related substance use
disorder treatment program;
Mental Health Court and/or mental health
related treatment program;
Veterans Court;
Restorative Justice based program;
Job training program; and/or
Other appropriate community-based
programs.

1

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2022-0215/california-voters-support-a-do-over-of-loosenedtheft-crimes-under-prop-47

DATE
The Honorable Al Muratsuchi
Member, California State Assembly
State Capitol, Room 4090
Sacramento, CA 95814
Re: AB 2390 (Muratsuchi) Retail Theft: Aggregation of Amounts and Diversion
Dear Assemblymember Muratsuchi:
On behalf of the XXX organization XXX, I am writing to express our strong support for Assembly
Bill (AB) 2390 (Muratsuchi), allows individuals who have committed multiple acts of theft with
an aggregated value of over $950 to be charged with grand theft. The bill further authorizes
counties to establish pretrial diversion programs for persons charged with felony theft and offer
them appropriate treatment, including treatment for mental health or addiction, job training, or
restorative justice.
One of the changes instituted by Proposition 47 was the elimination of felony options for most
cases of serial petty theft. Post-Prop 47, where law enforcement does intervene with suspects and
the amount stolen is less than $950, oftentimes their primary tool is a misdemeanor citation in
which the suspect is likely to be released immediately.
This lack of enforcement creates an impression that retail theft is a low-risk/high-reward crime.
According to a recent survey by the National Association for Shoplifting Prevention (NASP), just
62% of their California participants in their theft education courses believed they would be arrested
if caught stealing again, versus 88% nationwide. The likelihood of a light sentence also reduces
the incentive of those arrested to accept drug or mental health treatment or other diversion options.
NASP further reports that since Proposition 47 was enacted, they have seen a 50% drop in court
participation in their education programs. In a recent survey, a majority of California voters
expressed their desire to see changes made to Proposition 47 to address theft crimes.
AB 2390 does not reverse Proposition 47 but revises it in a balanced way that is “in furtherance
of” Prop 47. It establishes real consequences for serial theft and at the same time seeks to ensure
that pretrial diversion options are available for those individuals charged. It will encourage greater
reporting of theft crimes, enforcement, and ultimately deterrence of this behavior while at the same
time protecting our communities. Therefore, XXX organization XXX strongly supports your AB
2390.
Sincerely,

SB 620 (Allen) Distilled spirits and beer: direct shipper permits
Recommended Position
Support
Background
Existing law, the Alcoholic Beverage Control Act, which is administered by the Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control, regulates
the application, issuance, and suspension of alcoholic beverage licenses. The Alcoholic Beverage Control Act authorizes a person
licensed in California or any other state as a winegrower who obtains a wine direct shipper permit to sell and ship wine directly to a
resident of California, who is 21 years of age or older, for the resident’s personal use and not for resale.
According to the author’s office, “ten states and the District of Columbia allow direct to consumer (DTC) shipping for beer and
distilled spirits. During the COVID-19 pandemic, additional states allowed alcohol producers to ship DTC as a temporary economic
relief measure. In March of 2020, Governor Newsom directed the Department of ABC to allow DTC shipping of spirits. This was one
of several policies put in place to respond to consumer demand in the socially distant economy. Had the state not intervened and
allowed for the temporary ability for DTC shipping of distilled spirits, many local distilleries may have been forced to shut down
permanently.”
The author’s office further argues that, “we have seen the DTC model work effectively in the wine market, other states, and in
California throughout the pandemic, and we know it is what consumers want. This simple measure will bring parity to the alcohol
industry and DTC sales across the state.”
Three-tier System
Tied-house laws. The "tied-house” or "three-tier" system, separates the alcoholic beverage industry into three component parts of the
manufacturer (the first tier), wholesaler (the second tier), and retailer (the third tier). In its simplest of forms, this set of laws is
designed to separate manufacturers, distributors, and retailers of alcoholic beverages.
The original policy rationale for this body of law was to:
1. promote the state's interest in an orderly market;
2. prohibit the vertical integration and dominance by a single producer in the marketplace;
3. prohibit commercial bribery and protect the public from predatory marketing practices; and,
4. discourage and/or prevent the intemperate use of alcoholic beverages.
Thus, under a strict “three-tier” system, manufacturers would have no privilege to sell alcoholic beverages directly to consumers.
Over the years however, the Legislature has expanded the privileges of manufacturers to include, among other things, the ability to
sell alcoholic beverages directly to consumers. Some, like winegrowers enjoy not only the ability to sell alcoholic beverages directly
to consumers at their licensed premises, but also the ability to ship directly to consumers. Others like craft distillers, are currently
only statutorily allowed to sell directly to consumers at their licensed premises.
Summary
Would authorize a person licensed in California as a distilled spirits manufacturer or craft distiller or in any other state as a distilled
spirits producer, or a holder of a federal basic permit to import distilled spirits issued by the Federal Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and
Trade Bureau and a license to import distilled spirits issued by this state or any other state and who is the brand owner or its
authorized agent, who obtains a distilled spirits direct shipper permit, to sell and ship a specified amount of distilled spirits directly to
a resident of California, who is 21 years of age or older, for the resident’s personal use and not for resale, as provided. The bill would
impose various obligations on distilled spirits direct shipper permitholders before they could begin shipping, including obtaining a
seller’s permit or registering with the State Board of Equalization. The bill would prohibit sales and shipments of distilled spirits
directly to consumers in California from distilled spirits producers who do not possess a distilled spirits direct shipper permit.

ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT: According to the California Artisanal Distillers Guild, “SB 620 is critical because shipping direct to
consumers will allow California Craft Distillers to grow their business, create additional jobs, and provide more tax revenue to the
state. California Craft Distiller volume is currently so low that many are not able to utilize distributors effectively, or sometimes at all.
Many other states allow for direct-to-consumer shipping for alcohol products, and California already allows this for beer, wine, and
brandy makers.”
According to the Distilled Spirits Council of the United States, “in the last 15 years, the number of distilleries has increased from 70 to
more than 2,000 nationwide. Increasingly, consumers want to have access to the new and exciting spirits products that often may
not be readily available. Importantly, expanding distiller’s ability to direct ship spirits to consumers will also introduce more
consumers to California craft distiller brands and products. Consumers will also be able to obtain limited-release products and club
offerings, or to ship products home from a distillery visit.”
Finally, according to the California Craft Brewers Association, “the passage of
SB 620 (Allen) will protect California’s craft beer industry in the same manner that SB 118 (Chesbro) protected California’s wine
industry. In recognition of the ‘Granholm’ decision, SB 620 harmonizes our state laws with the Dormant Commerce Clause by treating
in-state breweries the same as out-of-state breweries when it comes to DTC. This ensures equal treatment and thus protects and
sustains DTC privileges of California’s craft brewing industry.”
ARGUMENTS IN OPPOSITION: According to Southern Glazer’s Wine and Spirits Wholesalers, “SB 620 is a major disruption to
California’s three tier system, which has worked well since its inception in 1933. This proposal raises several concerns, specifically
on issues related to enforcement, tax loss, as well as the loss of income and jobs associated with retailers, restaurants, bars and
related businesses within the state.”
According to the California Beer and Beverage Distributors, “CBBD opposes SB 620’s expansion of direct-to-consumer shipping of
beer from any out of state beer manufacturer. California law now permits beer manufacturers, with an in-state brewery licensed by
the ABC, to ship their products directly to California retailers and consumers. Expanding direct shipment to all out-of-state beer
manufacturers undermines the State’s important regulatory interests in maintaining a safe marketplace and will lead to unintended
consequences.”
Finally, according to the California Teamsters Public Affairs Council, “SB 620 will have a dramatic impact on the number and quality
of jobs performed by our members across the state. Distilled spirits wholesalers in California employ over 5,000 employees, most of
who are Teamster members. Likewise, small and large retailers employ tens of thousands of Californians at brick and mortar grocery
and liquor stores. This bill would allow out-of-state distillers to bypass those businesses and the jobs they create, threatening the
vitality of those employed here in California.”
Status
Date

Action

02/01/22

In Assembly. Read first time. Held at Desk.

01/31/22

Read third time. Passed. (Ayes 23. Noes 2. Page 2843.) Ordered to the Assembly.

01/24/22

Read second time. Ordered to third reading.

01/20/22

Read second time and amended. Ordered to second reading.

01/20/22

From committee: Do pass as amended. (Ayes 5. Noes 0. Page 2795.) (January 20).

Date

Action

01/19/22

Set for hearing January 20.

01/18/22

January 18 hearing: Placed on APPR suspense file.

01/14/22

Set for hearing January 18.

01/12/22

Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on APPR.

01/11/22

From committee: Do pass as amended and re-refer to Com. on APPR. (Ayes 8. Noes 1. Page 2746.) (January 11).

01/04/22

Set for hearing January 11.

04/20/21

April 20 set for first hearing canceled at the request of author.

04/13/21

Set for hearing April 20.

03/11/21

From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on G.O.

03/03/21

Referred to Com. on G.O.

02/22/21

Joint Rule 55 suspended. (Ayes 32. Noes 4. Page 272.)

02/22/21

(Ayes 32. Noes 4.)

02/22/21

Art. IV. Sec. 8(a) of the Constitution dispensed with.

02/19/21

From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 21.

02/18/21

Introduced. Read first time. To Com. on RLS. for assignment. To print.

SB-922 (Weiner) California Environmental Quality Act: Exemptions: Transportation-Related Projects
Recommended Position
Support
Background
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and
certify the completion of an environmental impact report on a project that it proposes to carry out or approve that may have a
significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also
requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment
if revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would
have a significant effect on the environment.
CEQA, until January 1, 2030, exempts from its requirements bicycle transportation plans for an urbanized area for restriping of
streets and highways, bicycle parking and storage, signal timing to improve street and highway intersection operations, and related
signage for bicycles, pedestrians, and vehicles under certain conditions.
CEQA exempts from its requirements certain projects located in an urbanized area, including transit prioritization projects, as
defined, and projects for pedestrian and bicycle facilities or for the institution or increase of new bus rapid transit, bus, or light rail
services on public or highway rights-of-way. For those exempted projects exceeding $100,000,000 in 2020 United States dollars,
CEQA, except as provided, requires the lead agency to complete and consider the results of a project business case and a racial
equity analysis, as specified, and would require the lead agency, before exempting a project from CEQA, to hold at least 3 noticed
public meetings in the project area, as provided. CEQA requires the lead agency, before granting an exemption for projects under
the above provisions, to certify that those projects will be carried out by a skilled and trained workforce, except as provided. If the
lead agency determines to carry out a project exempt under the above provisions, CEQA requires the lead agency to file a notice of
exemption with the Office of Planning and Research and the county clerk of the county in which the project is located. Existing law
repeals the above-described exemption on January 1, 2023.
Summary
Expands the application of CEQA exemptions for various transportation-related projects and removes the sunsets of those
exemptions, extending the application of those exemptions indefinitely.
This bill would extend the above exemption indefinitely. The bill would also repeal the requirement that the bicycle transportation plan
is for an urbanized area and would extend the exemption to an active transportation plan or pedestrian plan, or to a feasibility and
planning study for active transportation, bicycle facilities, or pedestrian facilities.
This bill would extend the exemption indefinitely. The bill would revise and recast the exemption to, among other things, repeal the
requirement that the exempted projects are located in an urbanized area, extend the exemption by revising the definition of transit
prioritization projects, and require projects for the institution or increase of new bus rapid transit, bus, or light rail service to be
located on a site that is wholly within the boundaries of an urbanized area or urban cluster, as designated by the United States
Census Bureau. The bill would revise the requirements for the project business case and racial equity analysis and noticed public
meetings to apply to exempted projects exceeding $100,000,000 and would additionally require the lead agency to complete an
analysis of residential displacement and suggest anti-displacement strategies, designs, or actions for those projects for which at
least 50% of the project or projects’ stops and stations are located in an area at risk of residential displacement and will have a
maximum of 15-minute peak headways. The bill would require the applicable metropolitan planning organization to define or identify
areas at risk of residential displacement.

Because the bill would impose additional duties on metropolitan planning organizations, this bill would impose a state-mandated
local program. The bill would provide that the lead agency may make the skilled and trained workforce certification following the
granting of the exemption and would provide that the certification requirement is not required under specified circumstances. The bill
would require the lead agency, if a project is exempt under the above provisions, to file a notice of exemption with either the Office of
Planning and Research or the county clerk of the county in which the project is located.
Status
Date

Action

03/16/22

From committee with author's amendments. Read second time and amended. Re-referred to Com. on E.Q.

03/08/22

Set for hearing March 28.

02/16/22

Referred to Com. on E.Q.

02/07/22

Joint Rule 55 suspended. (Ayes 31. Noes 6. Page 2880.)

02/07/22

(Ayes 31. Noes 6.)

02/07/22

Art. IV. Sec. 8(a) of the Constitution dispensed with.

02/04/22

From printer. May be acted upon on or after March 6.

02/03/22

Introduced. Read first time. To Com. on RLS. for assignment. To print.

ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT: According to California Transit Association, one of the co-sponsors of the bill, “...SB 288 aims to
protect development of clean transportation projects that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions by bringing online more public
transit and active transportation projects sooner. These clean transportation projects include developing new bus rapid transit
projects, expansion of bus or light-rail services, transit prioritization projects (as defined), projects that improve customer information
and wayfinding for commuters, projects to construct and maintain infrastructure to charge or refuel zero-emission vehicles, projects
to reduce minimum parking requirements, and projects for pedestrian and bicycle facilities.”
ARGUMENTS IN OPPOSITION: According to Sierra Club California, “...SB 922 would expand the existing California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) exemptions for certain transportation projects to include a broad range of projects that could have significant
environmental impacts. While we understand and support the need and desire to provide more sustainable transportation projects
that decrease VMTs and contribute to combatting the climate crisis, expanding exemptions to these projects from CEQA is
unnecessary and potentially harmful.”
SUPPORTERS
American Planning Association, California Chapter Berkeley
City of California Bicycle Coalition
California State Association of Counties
Circulate San Diego
Climateplan
East Bay Transit Riders Union Greenbelt Alliance
Marin County Bicycle Coalition
Mayor of City & County of San Francisco London Breed

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Monterey-Salinas
Transit (MST)
Move La, a Project of Community Partners
North Bay Leadership Council
Rails-to-trails Conservancy
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Safe Routes Partnership

San Diego Metropolitan Transit System
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency (SFMTA)
San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority
San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission
Seamless Bay Area
Sunline Transit Agency
Transform
Valley Industry and Commerce Association

American Innovation Choice Online Act – S 2992
Recommended Position
Oppose
Summary
Prohibits certain large online platforms from engaging in specified acts, including giving preference to their own products on the
platform, unfairly limiting the availability on the platform of competing products from another business, or discriminating in the
application or enforcement of the platform's terms of service among similarly situated users. Further, a platform may not materially
restrict or impede the capacity of a competing business user to access or interoperate with the same platform, operating system, or
hardware or software features. The bill also restricts the platform's use of nonpublic data obtained from or generated on the platform
and prohibits the platform from restricting access to platform data generated by the activity of a competing business user. The bill
also provides additional restrictions related to installing or uninstalling software, search or ranking functionality, and retaliation for
contact with law enforcement regarding actual or potential violations of law. The bill establishes affirmative defenses for the
prohibited conduct. The Federal Trade Commission and the Department of Justice must designate whether an entity is a platform
covered by the bill, and both must carry out enforcement activities. The bill also provides for civil penalties, injunctions, and the forfeit
of profits for repeat offenders.

U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General

Washington, D.C. 20530

The Honorable Richard J. Durbin
Chairman
Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley
Ranking Member
Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Amy Klobuchar
Chairwoman
Subcommittee on Competition Policy,
Antitrust, and Consumer Rights
Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

The Honorable Mike Lee
Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Competition Policy,
Antitrust, and Consumer Rights
Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Durbin, Chairwoman Klobuchar, Senator Grassley, and Senator Lee:
The Department of Justice (Department) appreciates the considerable attention and
resources devoted by the House and Senate Committees on the Judiciary over the past several
years to ensuring the competitiveness of our digital economy, and writes today to express
support for the American Innovation and Choice Online Act, Senate bill S. 2992, and the
American Innovation and Choice Online Act, House bill H.R. 3816, which contain similar
prohibitions on discriminatory conduct by dominant platforms (the “bills”).
The Department views the rise of dominant platforms as presenting a threat to open
markets and competition, with risks for consumers, businesses, innovation, resiliency, global
competitiveness, and our democracy. By controlling key arteries of the nation’s commerce and
communications, such platforms can exercise outsized market power in our modern economy.
Vesting the power to pick winners and losers across markets in a small number of corporations
contravenes the foundations of our capitalist system, and given the increasing importance of
these markets, the power of such platforms is likely to continue to grow unless checked. This
puts at risk the nation’s economic progress and prosperity, ultimately threatening the economic
liberty that undergirds our democracy.
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The legislation, if enacted, would emphasize causes of action prohibiting the largest
digital platforms from discriminating in favor of their own products or services, or among thirdparties. In so doing, it would provide important clarification from Congress on types of
discriminatory conduct that can materially harm competition. This would improve upon the
system of ex ante enforcement through which the United States maintains competitive markets
with legal prohibitions on harmful corporate conduct. By confirming the illegality of behaviors
that reduce incentives for smaller or newer firms to innovate and compete, the legislation would
supplement the existing antitrust laws in preventing the largest digital companies from abusing
and exploiting their dominant positions to the detriment of competition and the competitive
process. The Department is strongly supportive of these objectives and encourages both the
Committee and Congress to work to finalize this legislation 1 and pass it into law.
The Department views the legislation’s new prohibitions on discrimination as a helpful
complement to, and clarification of, existing antitrust authority. In our view, the most significant
benefits would arise where the legislation elucidates Congress’ views of anticompetitive
conduct—particularly with respect to harmful types of discrimination and self-preferencing by
dominant platforms. Enumerating discriminatory and self-preferencing conduct that Congress
views as anticompetitive and therefore illegal would clarify the antitrust laws and supplement the
available causes of action and legal frameworks to pursue that conduct. Doing so would enhance
the ability of the DOJ and FTC to challenge that conduct efficiently and effectively and better
enable them to promote competition in digital markets. The legislation also has the potential to
effectively harmonize broad prohibitions with the particularized needs and business practices of
individual platforms over time.
If enacted, we believe that this legislation has the potential to have a positive effect on
dynamism in digital markets going forward. Our future global competitiveness depends on
innovators and entrepreneurs having the ability to access markets free from dominant incumbents
that impede innovation, competition, resiliency, and widespread prosperity. Discriminatory
conduct by dominant platforms can sap the rewards from other innovators and entrepreneurs,
reducing the incentives for entrepreneurship and innovation. Even more importantly, the
legislation may support the growth of new tech businesses adjacent to the platforms, which may
ultimately pose a critically needed competitive check to the covered platforms themselves. We
view these benefits as significant. For these reasons, the Department strongly supports the
principles and goals animating the legislation and looks forward to working with Congress to
ensure that the final legislation enacted meets these goals.

As members continue to revise the legislation, the Department will provide under separate
cover additional assistance to ensure that the bills achieve their goals.
1
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Thank you for the opportunity to present our views. We hope this information is helpful.
Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may be of additional assistance to you.
Sincerely,

Peter S. Hyun
Acting Assistant Attorney General

9100 S. Sepulveda Blvd., Ste. 210
Los Angeles, CA 90045
Phone 310.645.5151 FAX 310.645.0130
www.laxcoastal.com

February 28, 2022
The Honorable Alex Padilla
United States Senate
112 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510
VIA FAX: (202) 224-2200
RE: S.2992 American Innovation and Choice Online Act OPPOSE
Dear Senator Padilla:
Serving the communities of Westchester, Marina del Rey, Playa Vista, Playa del Rey, Ladera Heights, and
surrounding areas of Los Angeles, the LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce promotes business and enhances
the vitality of our community through member services, educational programs, strategic partnerships,
community outreach and legislative advocacy.
We must respectfully oppose S.2992 because we believe the risk of unintended consequences from this
legislation far outweighs any potential benefits. Our small business members use the tech platforms your bill
seeks to regulate on a daily, and in fact hourly, basis. They do not believe these platforms operate in an anticompetitive manner. Instead, they find these platforms enhance their ability to compete and grow their own
businesses.
Our members are currently using the tech platforms that are the subject of this legislation to provide
information to their customers, show products and services and for sales. AICOA could force our small
business members to become more dependent
platforms. That would be unfortunate
AICOA would increase the cost of
doing business by our members by imposing limits to the products and services these businesses can use,
often for free.
We are grateful for the leadership you provide in the United States Senate and know that you are motivated
to fight for a healthy American economy. S.2992 has morphed into a regulatory pursuit that risks damage to a
bright, evolving aspect of American commerce
and
we wish that Congress would abandon it.
Please feel free to follow-up with our Legislative Consultant, Ted Green, at (310) 659-9450 or
ted@greenpaac.com.
Sincerely,
Chad Maender
President/CEO

South Bay Association of Chambers of Commerce

(Sbacc-1)

Balance Sheet
As of March 31, 2022

TOTAL
AS OF MAR 31, 2022

AS OF MAR 31, 2021 (PY)

ASSETS
Current Assets
Bank Accounts
1310 Malaga Bank - Main - 4702
Total Bank Accounts

47,482.28

46,534.56

$47,482.28

$46,534.56

Accounts Receivable
11000 Accounts Receivable
Total Accounts Receivable
Total Current Assets
TOTAL ASSETS

28,500.00

2,500.00

$28,500.00

$2,500.00

$75,982.28

$49,034.56

$75,982.28

$49,034.56

1,000.00

1,465.00

$1,000.00

$1,465.00

0.00

0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$1,000.00

$1,465.00

$1,000.00

$1,465.00

46,868.73

44,397.59

LIABILITIES AND EQUITY
Liabilities
Current Liabilities
Accounts Payable
20000 Accounts Payable
Total Accounts Payable
Other Current Liabilities
Redondo Chamber sent in error
Total Other Current Liabilities
Total Current Liabilities
Total Liabilities
Equity
3150 Surplus/(Deficit)
3190 Fund Balance

0.00

0.00

Net Income

28,113.55

3,171.97

Total Equity

$74,982.28

$47,569.56

$75,982.28

$49,034.56

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND EQUITY

Accrual Basis Thursday, March 31, 2022 07:08 PM GMT-07:00
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South Bay Association of Chambers of Commerce

(Sbacc-1)

Profit and Loss YTD
January - March, 2022

TOTAL
JAN - MAR, 2022

JAN - MAR, 2021 (PY)

4100 Memberships - Continuing

4,200.00

3,700.00

4120 Sponsorship - General

7,500.00

5,250.00

Income
4000 Operating Income

4140 Other Charges

-10.00

4150 Annual luncheon income

2,500.00

2,500.00

6.54

11.17

14,206.54

11,451.17

Total Income

$14,206.54

$11,451.17

GROSS PROFIT

$14,206.54

$11,451.17

4160 Interest
Total 4000 Operating Income

Expenses
5000 Program Expenses
5240 Supplies - Recognition

434.39

5250 Supplies - Office

357.81

Total 5000 Program Expenses

792.20

5990 Taxes & Insurance

29.99

5850 Insurance - Directors & Officer
Total 5990 Taxes & Insurance

404.00

404.00

433.99

404.00

6200 Administrative
6111 Prof Services - PEAR Strategies

5,106.00

6112 Professional Services- Grey Pine Group

7,500.00

6120 Accounting Service

300.00

2,750.00

6140 Member Fees, Dues & Subscriptio

250.00

500.00

6230 Supplies

762.00

Total 6200 Administrative

8,050.00

9,118.00

6490 Utilities & Services
6380 Telecommunications/Website

159.00

Total 6490 Utilities & Services

159.00

Total Expenses

$8,642.99

$10,314.20

NET OPERATING INCOME

$5,563.55

$1,136.97

NET INCOME

$5,563.55

$1,136.97

Cash Basis Thursday, March 31, 2022 07:12 PM GMT-07:00
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SBACC Status Report
Monday, April 04, 2022
AB 84

(Committee on Budget) Employment: COVID-19: supplemental paid sick leave.
Current Text: Amended: 2/2/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 2/2/2022
Location: 2/9/2022-S. BUDGET & F.R.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would, beginning January 1, 2022, until September 30, 2022, provide for COVID-19
supplemental paid sick leave for covered employees who are unable to work or telework due to certain
reasons related to COVID-19, including that the employee is attending a COVID-19 vaccine or vaccine
booster appointment for themselves or a family member, or is experiencing symptoms, or caring for a
family member experiencing symptoms, related to a COVID-19 vaccine or vaccine booster. The bill
would entitle a covered employee to 40 hours of COVID-19 supplemental paid sick leave if that
employee either works full time or was scheduled to work, on average, at least 40 hours per week for
the employer in the 2 weeks preceding the date the covered employee took COVID-19 supplemental
paid sick leave. The bill would provide a different calculation for supplemental paid sick leave for a
covered employee who is a firefighter subject to certain work schedule requirements and for a covered
employee working fewer or variable hours, as specified.
Organization
SBACC

AB 257

(Holden D) Food facilities and employment.
Current Text: Amended: 1/27/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 1/27/2022
Location: 2/1/2022-S. RLS.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would enact the Fast Food Accountability and Standards Recovery Act or FAST Recovery Act.
The bill would establish the Fast Food Sector Council (council) within the Department of Industrial
Relations, to be composed of 11 members to be appointed by the Governor, the Speaker of the
Assembly, and the Senate Rules Committee, and would prescribe its powers. The purpose of the
council would be to establish sectorwide minimum standards on wages, working hours, and other
working conditions related to the health, safety, and welfare of, and supplying the necessary cost of
proper living to, fast food restaurant workers, as well as effecting interagency coordination and prompt
agency responses in this regard.
Organization
SBACC

AB 662

Position
Oppose

Position
Oppose

(Rodriguez D) Mental health: dispatch and response protocols: working group.
Current Text: Amended: 4/28/2021 html pdf
Last Amend: 4/28/2021
Location: 1/25/2022-S. RLS.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would require the California Health and Human Services Agency to convene a working
group, as specified, no later than July 1, 2022, to examine the existing dispatch and response
protocols when providing emergency medical services to an individual who may require evaluation and
treatment for a mental health disorder. The bill would require the working group to develop
recommendations for improvements to those dispatch and response protocols and recommend
amendments to existing law, including, but not limited to, the provisions governing involuntarily taking
an individual into temporary custody for a mental health evaluation and treatment. The bill would
require the working group to submit periodic reports to the Legislature every 6 months to update the
Legislature on its progress, and to submit a final report of its recommendations to the Legislature on
or before January 1, 2024.
Organization
SBACC

AB 1001

Position
Support

(Garcia, Cristina D) Environment: mitigation measures for air quality impacts: environmental
justice.
Current Text: Amended: 3/22/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 3/22/2022
Location: 2/1/2022-S. RLS.
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Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency to prepare a
mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if
revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that
the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the environment. This bill would require
mitigation measures, identified in an environmental impact report or mitigated negative declaration to
mitigate the adverse effects of a project on air quality of a disadvantaged community, to include
measures for avoiding, minimizing, or otherwise mitigating for the adverse effects on that community.
The bill would require mitigation measures to include measures conducted at the project site that
avoid or minimize to less than significant the adverse effects on the air quality of a disadvantaged
community or measures conducted in the affected disadvantaged community that directly mitigate
those effects.
Organization
SBACC
AB 1524

(O'Donnell D)

Position
Oppose
State Air Resources Board: zero-emission drayage trucks: Project 800 initiative.

Current Text: Amended: 7/5/2021 html pdf
Last Amend: 7/5/2021
Location: 8/27/2021-S. 2 YEAR
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy 2 year Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed
Conc.
1st House
2nd House

Chaptered

Summary: Would require the State Air Resources Board to extend the Project 800 initiative to provide
continued financial incentives to support the ordering of an additional 1,000 to 1,600 zero-emission
drayage trucks in 2022 to serve California ports. The bill would express the intent of the Legislature
that an additional 1,000 to 1,600 zero-emission drayage trucks will be ordered by December 31, 2022,
and will begin operating at California ports by December 31, 2024, and that funding for the initiative
come from, but shall not be limited to, the Hybrid and Zero-Emission Truck and Bus Voucher Incentive
Project. The bill would prohibit Project 800 initiative financial incentives from being made available to
an applicant unless that applicant attests to the state board, in writing, that the applicant does not
have an applicable law violation, as defined, at the time of application, and that the applicant will not
have an applicable law violation for a specified period.
Organization
SBACC
AB 1761

Position
Support

(Voepel R) Employment: flexible work schedules.
Current Text: Introduced: 2/2/2022 html pdf
Location: 2/10/2022-A. L. & E.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed
Conc.
1st House
2nd House

Chaptered

Summary: Would enact the Workplace Flexibility Act of 2022. The bill would permit an individual
nonexempt employee to request an employee-selected flexible work schedule providing for workdays
up to 10 hours per day within a 40-hour workweek, and would allow an employer to implement this
schedule without the obligation to pay overtime compensation for those additional hours in a workday,
except as specified. The bill would require that the flexible work schedule contain specified information
and the employer’s and the employee’s original signature. The bill would also require the Division of
Labor Standards Enforcement in the Department of Industrial Relations to enforce this provision and
adopt regulations.
Organization
SBACC
AB 1845

Position
Support

(Calderon D) Metropolitan Water District of Southern California: alternative project delivery
methods.
Current Text: Amended: 3/24/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 3/24/2022
Location: 3/23/2022-A. W.,P. & W.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would authorize the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California to use the designbuild procurement process for certain regional recycled water projects or other water infrastructure
projects. The bill would define “design-build” to mean a project delivery process in which both the
design and construction of a project are procured from a single entity. The bill would require the district
to use a specified design-build procedure to assign contracts for the design and construction of a
project, as defined.
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Organization
SBACC
AB 2200

Position
Support

(Arambula D) Online Jobs and Economic Support Resource Grant Program.
Current Text: Amended: 3/24/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 3/24/2022
Location: 3/31/2022-A. L. & E.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Current law establishes the Breaking Barriers to Employment Initiative and specifies that
the primary purpose of the initiative is to provide individuals with barriers to employment the services
they need to enter, participate in, and complete broader workforce preparation, training, and
education programs aligned with regional labor market needs. Current law creates in the State
Treasury the Breaking Barriers to Employment Initiative Fund, the moneys in which are available, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, to carry out the Breaking Barriers to Employment Initiative. Existing
law authorizes the California Workforce Development Board to develop necessary policies to ensure
that grants awarded under the initiative fund are activities that are consistent with the intent of these
provisions. This bill would create in the Breaking Barriers to Employment Initiative Fund, the Online
Jobs Account, the moneys in which would be available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to carry
out the Online Jobs and Economic Support Resource Grant Program.
Organization
SBACC

ACA 7

Position
Support

(Muratsuchi D) Local government: police power: municipal affairs: land use and zoning.
Current Text: Introduced: 3/16/2021 html pdf
Location: 3/16/2021-A. PRINT
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would provide that a county or city ordinance or regulation enacted under the police power
that regulates the zoning or use of land within the boundaries of the county or city would prevail over
conflicting general laws, with specified exceptions. The measure, in the event of the conflict with a
state statute, would also specify that a city charter provision, or an ordinance or regulation adopted
pursuant to a city charter, that regulates the zoning or use of land within the boundaries of the city is
deemed to address a municipal affair and prevails over a conflicting state statute, except that the
measure would provide that a court may determine that a city charter provision, ordinance, or
regulation addresses either a matter of statewide concern or a municipal affair if it conflicts with
specified state statutes. The measure would make findings in this regard and provide that its
provisions are severable.
Organization
SBACC

SB 18

Position

(Skinner D) Hydrogen: green hydrogen: emissions of greenhouse gases.
Current Text: Amended: 6/30/2021 html pdf
Last Amend: 6/30/2021
Location: 8/27/2021-A. 2 YEAR
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy 2 year Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed
Conc.
1st House
2nd House

Chaptered

Summary: Would require the State Air Resources Board, by December 31, 2022, as a part of the
scoping plan and the state’s goal for carbon neutrality, to identify the role of hydrogen, and particularly
green hydrogen, in helping California achieve the goals of the act and the state’s other climate goals.
The bill would require the state board, in consultation with the State Energy Resources Conservation
and Development Commission (Energy Commission) and Public Utilities Commission (PUC), to prepare
an evaluation posted to the state board’s internet website by June 1, 2023, that includes specified
information relative to the deployment, development, and use of hydrogen. The bill would require the
state board, in making these evaluations, to consult with the California Workforce Development Board
and labor and workforce organizations.
Organization
SBACC
SB 213

Position
Support

(Cortese D) Workers’ compensation: hospital employees.
Current Text: Amended: 1/25/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 1/25/2022
Location: 1/31/2022-A. DESK
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed
Conc.
1st House
2nd House

Chaptered
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Summary: Current law establishes a workers’ compensation system, administered by the
Administrative Director of the Division of Workers’ Compensation, to compensate an employee for
injuries sustained in the course of employment. Current law creates a rebuttable presumption that
specified injuries sustained in the course of employment of a specified member of law enforcement or a
specified first responder arose out of and in the course of employment. Current law, until January 1,
2023, creates a rebuttable presumption of injury for various employees, including an employee who
works at a health facility, as defined, to include an illness or death resulting from COVID-19, if specified
circumstances apply. This bill would define "injury," for a hospital employee who provides direct patient
care in an acute care hospital, to include infectious diseases, cancer, musculoskeletal injuries, posttraumatic stress disorder, and respiratory diseases. The bill would include the novel coronavirus 2019
(COVID-19), among other conditions, in the definitions of infectious and respiratory diseases.
Organization
SBACC
SB 230

(Portantino D) State Water Resources Control Board: Constituents of Emerging Concern in
Drinking Water Program.
Current Text: Amended: 1/20/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 1/20/2022
Location: 1/26/2022-A. DESK
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would require the State Water Resources Control Board to establish, maintain, and direct a
dedicated program called the Constituents of Emerging Concern in Drinking Water Program for 5 years
to assess the state of information and recommend areas for further study on, among other things, the
occurrence of constituents of emerging concern (CEC) in drinking water sources and treated drinking
water. The bill would require the state board to convene, by an unspecified date, the Science Advisory
Panel for 3 years to review and provide recommendations to the state board on CECs for further
action, among other duties. The bill would require the state board to provide a final report to the
Legislature by June 1, 2026, on the work conducted by the panel.
Organization
SBACC

SB 260

Position
Support

(Wiener D) Climate Corporate Accountability Act.
Current Text: Amended: 1/3/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 1/3/2022
Location: 1/26/2022-A. DESK
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Would require the State Air Resources Board, on or before January 1, 2024, to develop and
adopt regulations requiring United States-based partnerships, corporations, limited liability companies,
and other business entities with total annual revenues in excess of $1,000,000,000 and that do
business in California, defined as "reporting entities," to publicly disclose to the Secretary of State, and
verify, starting in 2025 on a date to be determined by the state board, and annually thereafter, their
greenhouse gas emissions, categorized as scope 1, 2, and 3 emissions, as defined, from the prior
calendar year, as provided. The bill would require reporting entities to disclose their greenhouse gas
emissions in a manner that is easily understandable and accessible to residents of the state.
Organization
SBACC

SB 1095

Position
Oppose

Position
Oppose

(Durazo D) Air quality: rules and regulations: socioeconomic impacts assessment.
Current Text: Amended: 3/29/2022 html pdf
Last Amend: 3/29/2022
Location: 3/28/2022-S. APPR.
Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Desk Policy Fiscal Floor Conf.
Enrolled Vetoed Chaptered
Conc.
1st House
2nd House
Summary: Current law requires a local air pollution control district or an air quality management
district (local air district) that intends to propose the adoption, amendment, or repeal of a rule or
regulation that will significantly affect air quality or emissions limitations to perform, except as
specified, an assessment of the socioeconomic impacts of the proposed adoption, amendment, or
repeal of the rule or regulation, as provided. Current law defines “socioeconomic impacts” to include,
among other things, the type of industries or business, including small business, affected by the rule or
regulation, the impact of the rule or regulation on employment and the economy of the region affected
by the adoption of the rule or regulation, and the range of probable costs, including costs to industry
or business, including small business, of the rule or regulation. This bill would authorize a local air
district to contract with a third party to conduct the required assessment of socioeconomic impacts, or
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portion thereof, as provided. The bill would require a local air district to ensure that a prospective thirdparty contractor include in its proposal for the assessment specified information, including, among
other things, a conflicts statement and a proposed schedule and budget for the assessment.
Organization
SBACC

Position
Oppose

Total Measures: 14
Total Tracking Forms: 14

Page 5/5

