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July 23, 2013

T Mavors. City Managers and City Clerks
League Board of Directors

RE: Annual Conference Resolutions Packet
Notice of League Annual Meeting

Enclosed please find the 2013 Annual Conference Resolutions Packet.

Annual Conference in Sacramento. This year’s League Annual Conference will be held September 18 -
20 in Sacramento. The conference announcement has previously been sent to all cities and we hope that

you and your colleagues will be able to join us. More information about the conference is available on the
Leaguc’s Web site at www,cacities.org/ac. We look forward to welcoming city officials to the conference.

Annual Luncheon/Business Meeting - Friday, September 20, 12:00 p.m. The League’s Annual
Business Meeting will be held at the Hyatt Regency Hotel.

Resolutions Packet. At the Annual Conference, the League will consider the two resolutions introduced by
the deadline, Saturday, July 20, 2013, midnight. These resolutions are included in this packet. New this
year, resolutions submitted to the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by city officials
from at least five or more cities. These letters of concurrence are included with this packet. We request that
you distribute this packet to your ¢ity council,

We encourage each city council to consider the resolutions and to determine a city position so that

[y
your voting delegate can represent your city’s position on each resolution. A copy of the resolutions packet is
posted on the League’s website for your convenience: www cacities.grg/resolutions.

The resolutions packet contains additional information related to consideration of the resolutions at the
Annual Conference. Thiz includes the date, time and location of the meetings at which resofutions will be
considered.

represent their city at the Annual Business Meeting. A letter asking city councils to designate thew voting
defegate and two alfernates has already been sent to each city. Copies of the letter, voting delegate form, anl
additional information are alse available at: www cacines ore/resolutions.

Piease Bring This Packet to the Annual Conference
September 18 - 20 — Sacramento
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ANNUAL CONFERENCE MEETING
SCHEDULE FOR RESOLUTIONS

1. Policy Committee Meetings

Wednesday, September 18, 2013
Sheraton Grand Hotel
1230 J Street, Sacramento

Public Safety: 9:00 am. — 10:30 a.m.
Environmental Quality: 10:30 a.m. ~ 12:00 p.m.

2. General Resolutions Committee

Thursday, September 19, 2013, 1:00 p.m.
Sacramento Convention Center
1400 J Street, Sacramento

3. Annual Business Meeting and General Assembly Luncheon

Friday, September 20, 2013, 12:00 p.m.
Hyatt Regency Hotel
1209 L Street, Sacramento



INFORMATION AND PROCEDURES

RESOLUTIONS CONTAINED IN THIS PACKET: The League bylaws provide that resolutions shall
be referred by the president to an appropriate policy committee for review and recommendation.
Resolutions with committee recommendations shall then be considered by the General Resolutions
Commitiee at the Annual Conference.

This year. two resolutions have been introduced for consideration by the Annual Conference and referred
10 the League pohicy committess.

POLICY COMMITTEES: Two policy committees will meet at the Annual Conference to consider and take
action on resohnions referred to them. The committees are Environmental Quality and Public Safety. These
committees will meet on Wednesday, September 18, 2013, at the Sheraton Grand Hotel in Sacramento. The
sponsors of the resolutions have been notified of the time and location of the meetings.

GENERAL RESOLUTIONS COMMITTEE: This committee will meet at 1:00 p.m. on Thursday,
September 19, at the Sacramento Convention Center, to consider the reports of the two policy committees
regarding the two resolutions. This comimitiee includes one representative from each of the League’s regional
divisions, functional departments and standing policy committees, as well as other individuals appointed by the
League president. Please check in at the registration desk for room location.

ANNUAL LUNCHEON/BUSINESS MEETING/GENERAL ASSEMBLY: This meeting will be held at
12:00 p.m. on Friday, September 20, at the Hyatt Regency Hotel.

PETITIONED RESOLUTIONS: For those issues that develop after the normal 60-day deadline, a
resolution may be introduced at the Annual Conference with a petition signed by designated voting
delegates of 10 percent of all member cities (47 valid signatures required) and presenied to the Voting
Delegates Desk at least 24 hours prior to the time set for convening the Annual Business Session of the
General Assembly. This vear, that deadline is 12:00 p.m., Thursday, September 19. If the petitioned
resolution is substantially similar in substance to a resolution already under consideration, the petitioned
resolution may be disqualified by the General Resolutions Committee,

Resolutions can be viewed on the League's Web site: www.cacities.org/resolutians.

Any questions concerning the reselutions procedures may be directed to Meg Desmond at the League
office: ndesimondiicacities,org or (916) 658-8224




GUIDELINES FOR ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS

Policy development is a vital and ongoing process within the League. The principal means for deciding policy
on the important issues facing cities is through the League’s eight standing policy commitiees and the board of
directors. The process allows for timely consideration of issues in a changing environment and assures city
officials the opportunity 1o both inftiate and influence policy decisions.

Annual conference resolutions constifute an additional way to develop League policy. Resolutions should
adhere 10 the following criteria.

Guidelines for Apnual Conference Resolutions

1. Only issues that have a direct bearing on municipal affairs should be considered or adopted at the
' Annual Conference.

2, The issue is not of a purely local or regional concern.
3. The recommended policy should not simply restate existing League policy.
4, The resolution should be directed at achieving one of the following objectives:

(&)  Focus public or media attention on an issue of major importance to cities.

{b) Establish a new direction for League policy by establishing general principals around which
more detailed policies may be developed by policy comimittees and the board of directors.

(¢c) Consider important issues not adequately addressed by the pelicy committees and board of
directors.

(d)  Amend the League bylaws (requires 2/3 vote at General Assembliy}.
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LOCATION OF MEETINGS

Policy Committee Meetings

Wednesday, September 18, 2013
Sheraton Grand Hotel
1230 ) Street, Sacramento

Public Safety: 9:00 am. — 10:30 am.
Environmental Quality:  10:30 am, ~ 12:00 p.m.

General Resoiutions Commiitee

Thursday, September 19, 2013, 1:00 p.m.
Sacramento Convention Center
1400 J Street, Sacramento

Annual Business Meetine and General Assembly Luncheon

Friday, September 20, 2013, 12:00 p.m.
Hyatt Regency Hotel
1200 L. Street, Sacramento
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KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS

Resclutions have been grouped by policy committees io which they have been assigned.

Numbey Key Word Index

Reviewing Body Action
[ ;

[ NN B

2 ; 3 ;

1 - Policy Committee Recommendation
to General Resciutions Commitiee

- General Resolutions Committee

y - General Assembly

2
n
.

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE
1 2
| 1 | Water Bond Funds

| »

PUBLIC SAFETY POLICY COMMITTEE
1
| 2 | Public Safety Realignment

| | | |

Information pertaining to the Annual Conference Resolutions will also be posted on each committee’s

page on the League website: www.cacities.org. The entire Resolutions Packet will be posted at:
www. cacities.orgfresclutions,




KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS (Continued)

KEY TO REVIEWING BODIES KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN
1. Policy Commitiee A - Approve
2. General Resolutions Committee D - Disapprove
3. General Assembly N - No Action
R - Referto appropriate policy committee for
study
a - Amend

Action Footnotes

Aa - Approve as amended

* Subject matter covered in another resolution

Ara - Approve with additional amendment(s)
#* Existing League policy

Ra - Amend and refer as amendead 1o
##% T ocal authority presently exists appropriate policy committee for study

Raa - Additional amendments and refer
Da - Amend (for clarity or brevity) and
Disapprove

Na - Amend (for clarity or brevity) and take
No Action

W - Withdrawn by Sponsor

Procedural Note: Resohwtions that are approved by the General Resolutions Committee, as well as all
qualified petivioned resolutions, are reported to the floor of the General Assembly. In addition, League policy
provides the following procedure for resolutions approved by Leagie policy committees bit nof approved by
the General Resolutions Commitiee:

Fesoludens initially recommended for approval and adoption by all the League policy corfumittees 10 which
the resolution s assigned. but subsequently recommended for disapproval, referral or no action by the
General Reselutions Committee, shall then be placed on a consent agenda for consideration by the General
Assambly. The consent agende shall include a brie? deseription of the basis for the recommendations by
hoth the policy commitiee(s) and General Resoiutions Committee, as well as the recommended action by
each, Any voting delegate may make 2 motion (o pull & resolution from the consent agenda in order to
request the opporfunity to fully debate the resolution. If. upon a majority vote of the General Assembly. the
request for debate Is approved. the General Assembly shall have the opportunity to debate and subsequently
vote on the resolution.




2013 ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION REFERRED TO ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE

I. RESOLUTION CALLING UPON THE GOVERNOR AND THE LEGISLATURE TO WORK
WITH THE LEAGUE OF CALIFORNIA CITIES IN PROVIDING ADEQUATE FUNDING
AND TO PRIORITIZE WATER BONDS TO ASSIST LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN WATER
CONSERVATION, GROUND WATER RECHARGE AND REUSE OF STORMWATER AND
URBAN RUNOFF PROGRAMS.

Concurrence of five or more cities/city officials: Cities of Alhambra, Cerritos; Claremont; Glendors;
Lakewood; La Mirada; La Verne; Norwalk; Signal Hill; Mary Ann Lutz, Mayor, city of Monrovia.
Referred to: Environmental Quality Policy Committee

Recommendations to General Resolutions Committes: Approve

WHEREAS, local governments play a critical role in providing water conservation, ground water
recharge and reuse of stormwater infrastructure, including capture and reuse of stormwater for their citizens,
businesses and institutions; and

WHEREAS, local governments support the goals of the Clean Water Act to ensure safe, clean
water supply for all and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency has encouraged lecal governments to
implement programs to capture, infiltrate and treat stormwater and urban runoff with the use of low impact
development ordinances, green street policies and programs to increase the local ground water supply
through stormwater capture and infiltration programs; and

WHEREAS, local governments also support the State’s water quality objectives, specifically
Section 1324 1of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Contro! Act, on the need to maximize the use of
reclaimed and water reuse and the Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources
Board encourage rainwater capture efforts; and

WHEREAS, the State’s actions working through the water boards, supported by substantial
Federal, State and local investments, have led 10 a dramatic decrease in water poilution from wastewater
treatment plants and other so-called “point sources™ since 1972, However, the current threats to the State’s
water quality are far more difficult to solve. even as the demand for clean water increases from a growing
popualatien and an economically important agricultural industry; and

WHEREAS, the State’s Little Hoover Commission found in 2009 that more than 30,000 stormwater
discharges are subject to permits regulating Jarge and small citics, counties, construction sites and industry,
The Cemmission found that 2 diverse group of water users — the military. small and farge businesses. home
builders and local governments and more — face encrmous costs as they try to contrel and Himit stormwater
potlution. The Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs
of stormwater pollution are greater, ag beach closures impact the State’s economy and environmenial
damage threatens 10 impair wildlife; and

WHERFEAS, ar the same time that new programs and projects to improve water qualify are
currently being required by the U.S, EPA and the State under the Wational Pollution Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permits and the Total Daily Maximum Load (TMDL) programs, many local governments
find that they. lack the basic infrastructure to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and cities are facing
difficuit economic challenges while Federal and State financia] assistance has been reduced due to the
impacts of the recession and slow economic recovery: and
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WHEREAS, cities have seen their costs with the new NPDES permit requirements double and
triple in size in the past year, with additional costs anticipated in future years. Additionally, many local
businesses have grown increasingly concerned about the costs of retrofitting their properties 10 meet
stormwater and runoff requirements required under the NPDES permits and TMDL programs: and

WHEREAS, the League of California Cities adopted water polices in March of 2012, recognizing
that the development and operation of water supply, flood control and storm water management, among
other water functions, is frequentiv bevond the capacity of jocal areas to finance and the League found that
since most facilities have widespread benefits, it has become the tradition for Federal, State and local
governments 1o share their costs (XIV, Financial Censiderations): and the League supports legislation
oroviding funding for stormwater and other water programs: and

WHEREAS, the Governor and the Legislature are currently contemplating projects for a watey
bond and a portion of the bond could be directed to assist local government in funding and implementing the
goals of the Clean Water Act and the State’s water objectives of conserving and reusing stormwater in order
to improve the supply and reliability of water supply; and now therefore let it be

RESOLVED by the General Assembly of the League of California Cities, assembled in Sacramento
on September 20, 2013, that the League calls for the Governor and the Legislature to work with the League
and other stakeholders to provide adequate funding for water conservation, ground water recharge and
capture and reuse of stormwater and runoff in the water bond issue and to prioritize future water bonds to
assist local governments in funding these programs. The League will work with its member cities to educate
federal and state officials to the challenges facing local governments in providing for programs to capture,
infiltrate and reuse stormwater and urban runaff,

M

Backeround Information on Resolution No., 1

Seurce: Los Angeles County Division

Background:

In order to meet the goals of both the Federa! Clean Water Act and the State’s Porter-Cologne Water
Quality Control Act, which seek 1o ensure safe clean water supplies, cities provide critical water
conservation. ground water recharge and reuse of stormwater infrastructure, including capture snd reuse of
stormwater for thelr chtizens. basinesses and instiutions,

Working with the State’s Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources Board
through the National Poliution Discharge Elimination Systern (NPDES) permitting process and Total
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Programs, California’s ciifes implement programs to capture, infilteate and
treat stormwater and urban runoff with the use of low impact development ordinances, green streets policies
and other programs to increzse the local ground water supply.

These actions have led to a dramatic decrease in waier pollution from wastewater treatment planis and ather
so-called “point sources™ since the adoption of the Clean Water Act in 1972, However, current threats 1o the
State’s “non-point sources * of pollution. such as stormwater and urban runoff are far more difficult to solve.
even as the demand for clean water increases from a growing population and an economically important
agricultural industry.



Current Problem Facing California’s Cities

The Little Hoover Commission found in 2009 that more than 30,000 stormwater discharges are subject to
permits regulating large and small cities, counties, construction sites and industry. The Commission found
that a diverse group of water users — the military. small and large businesses, home builders and local
governments and more - face enormous costs as they ry and control and limit stormwater pollution. The
Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs of stormwater
potlution are greater as beach closures impact the state’s economy and environmental damage threatens ¢
impair wildhife.

Additionally. new programs and projects 1o improve water quality are currently being required by the 1.8,
EPA and the State under the NPDES permits and the TMDL programs. Many local governments find that
they lack the basic infrastructure 1o capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and the cities are facing difficult
economic chalienges while Federai and State financial assistance has been reduced due {o the impacts of the
recession and slow economic recovery.

Cities have seen their costs with the new NPDES permit requirements triple in size in the past year, with
additional costs anticipated in future years. Additionally, many local businesses have grown increasingly
concerned about the costs of retrofitting their properties to meet stormwater and runoff requirements
required under the NPDES permits and TMDL programs.

In Los Angeles County alone, reports commissioned by the Los Angeles County Flood Coentrol District
estimate the costs of achieving region-wide compliance for implementing TMDL programs in the NPDES
permits required by the Los Angeles Reglonal Water Quality Controf Board (LARWQUB) will be in the
tens of billions of dollars over the next twenty years. Additionally, failure to comply with the LARWQCB’s
terms could result in significant Clean Water Act fines, state fines and federal penalties anywhere from
$3,000- $37,500 per day. Violations can also result in third-party litigation. Such costs are not confined to
Los Angeles County and are being realized statewide.

Clearly, compliance with the NPDES permit and TMDL programs will be expensive for local governments
over a long period of time and cities lack a stable, long-term, dedicated local funding source to address this
need, Many cities are faced with the choice of either cutting existing services or finding new sources of
revenue to fund the NPDES and TMDL programs.

Los Angeles County Division Resolution

The Division supports strang League education and advocacy at both the State and Federal levels to help
cities face the challenzes in providing programs fo capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and urban runeft.
While Los Angeles County cities and other regions seek 10 secure local funding soustes 1o meet the Clean
Water Act and the State’s water objectives. it will simply not be enough io meet the enormous costs of
complience. The Los Angeles County Division strongly believes thai Staie and Federal cooperation are
sary to fund programs to secure and reuse stormwater in order to improve water supply and reliubility
ughout the state.

The Division calls for the League 1o engage in discussions on 2014 State Water Bond to assist cifies i
funding and implementing the goals of the Clean Water Act and the State’s Water objectives, This
resalution does not support the 2014 bond issue. since the League and individual cities will need to make
this decision at a later time upon review of the final language. However, the Governor and Legislature have
reopened discussions for the 2014 water bond and Tunding of urbag runoff and stormwater progranis has
taken a back seat in past bond issues, such as Proposition 84, In May, Assembly Speaker John Perez
:ppomt?d a Water Bond Working Group which recently outlined a new set of Priorites and Accountabil

s Tor developing a water bond that would g cain the support of 273 of the Legistature and voters, {}nc
the priorities identified by the commitiee inctuded, “Regional Self Reliance/Integrated Regional Water




Management,” posing the question if stormwater capture should be included in any future bonds. The
Division believes the opportunity 1o advocate for funding in the bond is now.

i

Feaoue of California Cities Staff Analvsis on Resolution No, |

Staff: Jason Rhine: (916) 658-8264
Committee: Envirowmental Quality

Summarv:

This resolution seeks to call upon the Governor and the Legislature to work with the League of California
Cities in providing adequate funding and to prioritize water bonds 1o assist iocal governments in water
conservation, ground water recharge and reuse of stormwater and urban runoff programs.

Background:
In 2009, the State Legislature passed and Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed a package of legislation

that included four policy bills and an $11.1 billion water bond {The Clean, and Reliable Drinking Water
Supply Act). The water bond included the following major spending proposals:

e $453 miliion for drought relief projects, disadvantaged communities, small community wastewater

freatment improvements and safe drinking water revolving fund

e $1.4 hillion for "integrated regional water management projects”

e  §2.25 billion for projects that "support delta sustainability optiens”

= §3 billion for water storage projects

e $1.7 billion for ecosystem and watershed protection and restoration projects in 21 watersheds

+ §1 billion for groundwater protection and cleanup

e $1.25 billion for "water recycling and advanced treatment technology projects”

The $11.1 billion bond also included nearly $2 billion in earmarks. Projects slated for funding included:

e $40 million to educate the public about California's water

e $100 million for a Lake Tahoe Environmental improvement Program for watershed restoration, bike
traits and public access and recreation projects

e £7% million for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, for public access, education and interpretive
projects

s $20 million for the Baldwin Hills Conservancy 1o be used to buy more land

e §20 million for the Boisa Chica Wetlands for interpretive projects for visitors

The water bond was originally scheduled (o appear on the 2010 ballot as Proposition 18, However. due 1o
significant criticism over the size of the bond, the amount of carmarked projects. and a lack of public
support. the Legislature has voted twice to postpone the baliot vote. The water bond s now siated for the
November £, 2014 ballot.

It i unclear whether or not the water bond wiil actually appear o the November 2014 ballot. In recent
months, pressure has beers mounting to postpone the waier bond vet again or significantly rewrite the water
bond to drastically reduce the overall size of the bond and remove all earmarks. The Legislature has unti]

the summer of 2014 to act.

Fiscal Impact:
Unknown. This resolution does not seek a specified appropriation from a water bond.



Existing Leacue Policy:

In 2008, the League formed a new Water Task Force to consider updates and revision to the Water
Guidelines the League drafted and adopied 20 vears earlier. These new Guidelines were formally approved
by the League board of directors in Feb. 2010. Below are the most pertinent policy and guiding principles
related 10 the proposed resolution. To view the entire waier policy guidelines, go 1

v, cacities.org waterpolicovouidelines.

General Principles

¢ The League supports the development of additional groundwater and surface water storage,
including proposed surface storage projects now under study if they are determined to be feasible,
including but not limited to: environmentalty, economically, and geographically relating to point of
origin. Appropriate funding sources could include, but are not limited to user fees, bonds and federal
funding.

s The League supports state water policy that allows undertaking aggressive water conservation and
water use efficiency while preserving, and not diminishing, public and constitutional water rights.

Water Conservation

e The League supports the development of 2 statewide goal o reduce water use by 20% by 2020
through the implementation of fair and equitable measures consistent with these principles.

e Accomplishing water conservation and water use efficiency goals will require statewide action by
all water users, including residential, commercial, industrial and agricultural water users, local and
regional planning agencies, state and federal agencies, chambers of commerce, and business,
commercial and industrial professional and trade associations.

Water Recycling
‘e Wherever feasible, water recycling should be practiced in urban, industrial and agricultural sectors.
This includes increasing the use of recycled water over 2002 levels by at least ong million acre-
feet/year (afy) by 2020 and by at least two mitlion afy by 2030,
s Increased recycling, reuse and other refinements in water management practices should be included
in all water supply programs.

Water Starage
s The development of additicnal surface facilities and use of groundwater basins to store surface
water that is surplus to that needed to maintain State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB) Bay-
Delta estuary waler quality standards should be supported.

Groundwaler

= The principle that local entities within groundwater basing (1e.. cities, counties, special districts, and
the regional water qualiny control boards) working cooperatively should be responsible jor and
invelved in developing and implementing basin wide groundwater, basin management plans shou!
be supported. The plans should include. bui not be limited to; a) protecting groundwater guality: b}
identifving means to correct groundwater overdraft; ¢) implementing betler rrigation techniques: d)
increasing water reclamation and reuse: end e} refining water conservation and other management
practices.

e Financial assistance from state and federal governments should be made available 10 requesting
focal agencies to develop and implement their groundwater management plans,

Financial Considerations
e It is recognized that the development and operation of water supply. water conveyance. flood control
and stormwater management, water storage, and wastewater treatment facilities is frequent]y bevond
the capability of local areas to finance:



e The League supports legislation to provide funding for stormwater, water and wastewater programs,
including a constitutional amendment which would place stormwater fees in the category of water
and wastewater fees, for the purposes of Proposition 218 compliance.

Support:
New this vear, any resolutions submitted o the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by

city officials from at least five or more cities. Those submitting resclutions were asked 1o provide written
documentation of concurrence. The following letters of concurrence were received: cities of Alhambra;
Ceyritos; Claremont; Glendora; Lakewood: La Mirada; La Verne; Norwalk: Signal Hili; and Mary Ann Lutz,
Mavor, city of Monrovia. A letter of support was also received from the California Contract Cities
Association.

RESOLUTION REFERRED TO PUBLIC SAFETY POLICY COMMITTEE

2. RESOLUTION CALLING UPON THE GOVERNOR AND LEGISLATURE TO ENTER INTO
DISCUSSIONS WITH THE LEAGUE AND CALIFORNIA POLICE CHIEFS® ASSOCIATION
REPRESENTATIVES TO IDENTIFY AND ENACT STRATEGIES THAT WILL ENSURE THE
SUCCESS OF PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT FROM A LOCAL MUNICIPAL LAW
ENFORCEMENT PERSPECTIVE.

Scurce: Public Safety Policy Committee

Concurrence of five or more ¢ities/city officials: Cities of Arrovo Grande, Covina; Fontana; Glendora;
Monrovia; Ontario, Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara

Referred to: Public Safety Policy Committee

Recommendation to General Resolutions Commitiee: Approve

WHEREAS, in October 2011 the Governor proposed the realignment of public safety responsibili t=es
from state prisons to local government as a way to address recent court orders in response to iatwa‘uon
related to state prison overcrowding, and to reduce state expenditures; and

WHERFEAS, the Governor stated that realignment needed te be fully funded with a constitutionally
protected sovrce of funds if i were to succeed; and

WHEREAS, the Legislature enacted the realignment measures, AB 109 and AB 117, and the
Governor signed them into law without full constitutionally protected funding and liability plOt""‘CU on for
stakehoiders: and

WHEREAS, California currently has insufficient jail space, probation officers, housing and jeb
piacerent programs. medical and mental health facilities, lacks a uniform definition of recidivism; and
utilizes mappropriate convictions used to determine inmate eligibility for participation in the realigroment
program: and

WHEREAS, since the implementation of realignmeent there have been numerous issues identified that
have not been properly addressed that significantly impact municipal police departments” efforts to
supccessfully implement realignment; and

WHEREAS, ultimately many of these probationers who have severe mental iliness are released into
comnunities where they continue to commit crimes that impact the safety of cormmunity members and drain
the resources of probation departments and police departments throughout the state; and



WHEREAS, an estimated 30 counties were operating under court-ordered or self-imposed population
caps before realignment, and the current lack of bed space in county jails has since led to many convicted
probationers being released early after serving a fraction of their time; with inadequate to no subsequent
supervision. leaving them free to engage in further criminal offenses in our local cities; and

WHEREAS, there is increasing knowledge among the offender population which offenses will and
will not result in a sentence to state prison, and many offenders, if held in custody pending trial, that would
be sentenced to county jail are ultimately sentenced to time served due to overcrowding in county facilities;
and

WHEREAS, there are inadequate darabases allowing local pelice departments to share critical
offender information among themselves, with county probation departments, and with other county and state
law enforcement entities; and

WHEREAS, local police departments have not received adequate funding to properly address this new
population of offenders who are victimizing California communities; and now therefore let it be

RESOLVED by the General Assembly of the League of California Cities, assembled in Sacramento
on September 20, 2013, to request the Governor and State Legislature to immediately enter into discussions
with League representatives and the California Police Chiefs’ Association to address the following issues:

1. The need to fully fund municipal police departments with constitutionally protected funding to
appropriately address realignment issues facing front-line law enforcement;

I

Amend appropriate sections of AB 109 to change the criteria justifying the release of non-violent,
non-serious, non-sex offender inmates (N3) inmates to include their total criminal and mental
history instead of only their last criminal conviction;

3. Establish a uniform definition of recidivism with the input of all criminal justice staleholders
throughout the state;

4, Enact legislation that will accommodate the option for city police officers to make ten (10) day flash
incarcerations in city jails for probationers who violate the conditions of their probation;

5. Establish oversight procedures to encourage transparency and accountability over the use of
realignment funding;

6. Implement the recommendations identified in the California Linde Hoover Commission Report #2160
dated May 30, 2013;

Provide for greater representation of city officizls on the local Community Corrections Partnerships.,
Currently AB 117 provides for only one ¢ity official (a police chiefy on the seven-member body. six
of which are aligned with the county in which the partnership has been established. As a result. the

sounties dominate the committees and the subsequent distribution of realignment funds.

8. Provide, either administratively or by legislation, an effective statewide data sharing mechanism
allowing state and local law enforcement agencies to rapidiy and efficiently share offender
information to assist in tracking and monitoring the activitiee of AB 109 and other offenders.

I



Backeround Information on Reschition No. 2

Source: Public Safety Policy Committee

Background:

in October 2011 the Governor proposed the realignment of public safety tasks from State Prisons to local
government as a way 1o address certain judicial orders dealing with State prison overcrowding and to reduce
State expenditures, This program shifts the prisoner burden from State prisons to Jocal counties and cities.

When the Governor signed into law realignment he stated that realignment needed to be fully funded with
constitutionally protecied source of funds 1o succeed. Nonetheless, the law was implemented without full
constitutional protected funding for counties and cities: insufficient liability protections to local agencies;
jail space; probation officers; housing and job placement prograins; medical and mental health facilities; and
with an inappropriate definition of N3 (non-serious, non-sexual, non-violent) criminal convictions used to
screen inmates for participation in the program.

Two-thirds of California's 58 counties are zlready under some form of mandated early release. Currently, 20
counties have to comply with maximum population capacity limits enforced by court order, while another 12
counties have self-imposed population caps to avoid lawsuits,

At this time no one knows what the full impact of realignment will ultimately be on crime. We hope that
crime will continue to drop, but with the current experience of the 40,000 offenders realigned since October
2011, and an estimated additional 12,000 offenders being shifted from State prison to local jails and
community supervision by the end of fiscal vear 2013-14, it will be very difficult to realize lower crime rates
in the future.

Beginning in October 2011, California State prisons began moving N3 offenders into county jails, the
county probation and court systems, and ultimately funneled them into community supervision or alternative
sentencing program in cities where they will live, work, and commit crime.

Note: There is currently no uniform definition of recidivism throughout the state and no database that can
deliver statistical information on the overall impact realignment has had on all cities in California. Because
of this problem we have used data from Los Angeles County.

The March 4, 2013 report to the Los Angeles County Criminal Justice Coordination Committee (CCJICC)
shows a strong effort and progress in addressing the realignment mandate. However, there is insufficient
Fam— .
fundine,

The report also states the jail population continues o be heavily influenced by purticipants housed locally.
Om September 30. 2012, the inmate count in the J.os Angeles County Jail was 15,463 on January 31, 2013
the cowit was 18.864. The realignment population accounted for 32% of the Jail popuiation; 5,743 oftenders
senenced per Penal Code Section 1170 (h and 408 parole violations.

By the end of January 2013, 13,335 offenders were released on Post Release Community Supervision
(PRCS) o Los Angeles Coumnty including prisoners with the highest maintenance costs because of medical
and drug problems and mental health issues costing counties and local cities mitlions of dolars in unfunded
mandates since the beginning of the program. Prisoners with prior histories of violent crimes are also being
released without proper supervision. That is why sections of AB 109 must be amended to change the
criteria used to justify the release of N3 inmates to include an offender’s total criminal and mental
history instead of only their last criminal conviction. Using the latter as the key criteria does not provide



an accurate risk assessment of the threat these offenders pose to society if they are realigned o county
facilities, or placed on Post Release Community Supervision.

Chief Jerry Powers from the Los Angeles County Probation Department recently stated the release criteria
for N3 offenders “has nothing to do with reality.” He said initially the State estimated the population of
refeased PRCS offenders would be 50% High Risi. 25% Medium Risk and 25% Low Risk. The reality is
3% are Very High Risk, 55% are High Risk, 40% are Madium Risk and only 2% are Low Risk offenders, He
said the High Risk and serious mentally ill offenders being released “are a very scary popuiation.” One of
the special needs offenders takes the resources of 20-30 other offenders.

Assistant Sheriff Terri McDonald who is the county Jail Administrator recently stated the Jail has only 30
beds for mentally i1l offenders being released — when in fact she actually needs 300 beds to accominodate
the volume of serious mentalty il offenders being released that require beds.

Los Angeles County data shows 7,200 released offenders have had some sort of revocation, This number is
expected to increase because of a significant increase in the first four months of year two of realignment that
totals 83% of the entire first year of the program; 4,300 warrants were issued Tor offenders; 6,200 offenders
have been rearrested; and 1,400 prosecuted. Data reveals one in 10 offenders will test positive for drugs
during the first 72 hours after being released knowing they are required to report to a probation officer
during that time. Only one in three offenders will successfully complete probation.

There are more than 500 felony crimes that qualify State prison inmates for release under realignment. They
will be spending their time in cities with little, if any, supervision.

e

Leacue of California Cities Staff Anailvsis on Resolution No, 2

Staff; Tim Cromartie (916) 658-8252
Committee: Public Safety Policy Committes

Summary:

This Resolution seeks o outline the deficiencies in the State’s current public safety realignment policy, as
implemenied in 2011 by AB 109, and to identify policy changes that will assist State, county and municipal
faw esiforcement entities to cope with the expanded universe of offenders that are now being directed to
county facilities, resulting in increased related impacts on both local communities and municipal law
gnforcement,

Buackeround:

This resclution was brought to the Public Safety Policy Committee by individual members of that commitiee
who are increasingly concerned about municipal public safety impacts resulting from county jail
overcrowding, a problem that has intensified with realignment. resulting in certain categories of otfenders
doing no jail time or being sentenced to Gme served. This has created a climate in which some offenses
receive fittle or no jail time, accompanied by a growing body of anecdotal evidence that property crimes
have correspondingly increased. with some, such as auto theft, being committed in serial fashion. increased
criminal activity has strained the resources of many local police departments already straggling to more
closely coordinate information sharing with county probation offices to effeciively monitor offenders on
post-community release supervision,

In addition, there is growing concern about the criteria established for determining which offenders are
eligible for post-release community supervision (the non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offenders). There is
so much concern that a May 2013 report of California’s Little Hoover Commission recommended adjusting
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the criteria to examine an offender’s total criminal history rather than merely his or her last known offense,
as a means of more accurately assessing the risk he or she might pose to the community,

Implementation of the realignment policy is handled in part by the Community Corrections Parinerships
established by AB 109, which currently have onlv one city representative, compared to at least four county-
level representatives.

Fiscal Impact:
Unknown impact on the State General Fund. This resolution seeks to establish increased and

constitutionally protected funding for city police departments (and county sheniff’s departments, to the
degree they are contracted to provide police services for cities). but does not specify a dollar amount for the
revenue stream. At a2 minimum. it would entail an annual revenue stream of at least the amount provided for
cities for front-line law enforcement in the State’s 2013-14 Budget, $27.5 million, indefinitely - although
that revenue stream has never been formally identified by the Brown Administration as having any direct
connection to realigniment.

Existing Leacue Policy:
Related to this resolution, existing policy provides:

o The League supports policies establishing restrictions on the early release of state inmates for the
purpose of alleviating overcrowding, and limiting parole hearing opportunities for state inmates
serving a life sentence, or paroled inmates with a violation.

s The League supports increasing municipal representation on and participation in the Community
Corrections Partnerships, which are charged with developing local corrections plans.

¢ In addition, the Strategic Priorities for 2012, as adopted by the League Board of Directors, included
the promotion of local control for strong cities. The resolution’s objectives of locking in ongoing
{unding for front-line municipal law enforcement, and increasing city paiticipation in the
Community Corrections Partnerships, are consistent with promoting local control.

Support:
New this year, any resolutions submitted to the General Assembly must be concurred in by five cities or by

city officials from at least five or more cities, Those submifting resolutions were asked to provide writien
documentation of concurrence. The following cities/city officials have concurred: cities of Arroyo Grande;
Covina; Fontana; Glendora; Monrovia; Ontario; Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara,
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City of Alhambra
Office of the Mayor and City Council

July 1, 2013

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cilies
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 85814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution

Dear President Bogaard:

The City of Alhambra supports the Los Angeles County Division's effort to
submit a resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the
League’s 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for ¢ities
working to meset the State’s water quality objectives and storm water
management plans by providing direction for the League to educate state
leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water
Bond. The City of Alhambra is anficipating spending $24,101.86 this year to
start the development of the Enhanced Watershed Plan and monitering plan.
Prior to 2016, the City anticipates spending $1,16¢,000 for full capture device
on our storm drain catch basins. In the future, it is estimated the city may
need $34 million dollars to finance the required infrastructure to meet the
new permit guidelines, We also anticipate needing to hire additional staff to
monitor and maintain the program. None of these costs have a dedicated
funding source.

As members of the League, our city values the policy development process
provided to the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue.
Please feel free to contact Mary Chavez, Director of Public Works, at (626)
570-5067 if you have any guestions.

Veary truly yours,
/ ki -
Dl
P /’f-’\ - j ‘} i ( N E: G AL

Stevern Placido, DDS
Mayor

ce.  Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities
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BRUCE W. BARRGWS

July 8, 2013

3ill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 85814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resoclution

Presidenftﬁeﬂga/eﬁd:/’%

The City of Cerritos supports the Los Angeles County Divislon’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
rmeet the State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by
praviding direction for the Leagus to educate state leaders and advacate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The City of Cerritos expended $866,000 in
the Fiscal Year 2011-2012 for compliance with requirad stormwater programs. Future
expenditures are expected to be over $1.5 milllon annually, as the City will be required
to begin construction of costly stormwater capital improvements,

As members of the League our city values the policy development process provided to
the General Assembly.  We appraciate vour fime op this issue. Please feel free to
cantact Art Galiucci, City Manager at (562)916-1301 or acallucci@cerritos.us, if you
hiave any guestions,

Sincerghy,
o -

Bruce W, Barrows
MAYOR

cc: Ling-Ling Chang, Prasident, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Robb Korinke, Executive Divector, Los Angeles County Division, rebbx@Elacities.org



CITY OF CLAREMONT

City Hall

207 Harvard Avenue

PO, Box 880

Claremont, CA 81711-0820

Fax: {404) 350-5432

Weabisite: www ol claremont.ca.ug
Emaill contact@ciclaramoni.ca.ds

July 1. 2013

2ill Bogaard

President

League of Caiifornia Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramenio, CA 85814

President Bogaard:

City Council » (809) 388-5444
Corey Calaycay

Joseph M. Lyans

Opanyi K. Nasiali

Sam Fedroza

Larry Schrosder

RE: Los Angeles County Division Proposed Resolution for LCC Approval

At The 2013 Annual Conference

The City of Claremont supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effert to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly al the League’s 2013 Annual

Conferance in Sacramento.

The Division's resoiution seeks o address a critical funding need for cities working fo
meet the State's water guality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League o educate state leaders and advocate for funding

during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond.

As members of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to

the General Assembly and appreciates vour time on this issue.

if you have any

auestions, please fesl free to contact Tony Ramos, City Manager, at (609) 398-5441.

Sincarely,

Opanyi Nasiali
Mayor

o Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities

v FTMersne Tty Covac Lesters /U Snnusl Conl Apgeeval (-0 duly™s 3
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cotgiendora cnous

Rill Bogaard, President
League of Californie Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Amnual Conference Resolution
President Bogaard:

The Ciry of Glendora supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effort to submit a resolution
for cansideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacramentio,

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to meet the
State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by providing direction far
the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014
Water Bond,

As members of the League our city values the policy development process provided to the
eneral Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue, Please feel free to contact me, if

vou have any questions.

Sincerely,

Joe Santoro, Mayor

Ling-Ling Chang. President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o Robb Kornnke,
Exeoutive Director, Los Angeles County Diviston, robb@lacitics.crg

Jennifer Quan, Regional Public Affairs Manager, League of Califorma Cities -
jquan{@cacities org

PRIDE OF THE FPOOTHILLS
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Cheri Aveiniss, Lalawood, CASITIY « (862} B06 P71 » Faw (567 Wik

July 22013

Mr. Bill Bogaard
Presiden!
League of California Cities
- 1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 85814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution - Support
Dear President Bogaard:

The City of Lakewood supports the Los Angsles County Division's effort to submit a
resofution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League's 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for citizs working to
meet the State's water guality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during ciscussions on the 2014 Watar Bond

For Lakewood, the initial cost alene to prepare the Watershed Management Pian
(WNP), Coordinated Integrated Management Plan {CIMP), and Reasonable Assurance
Modeling for the three watersheds that Lakewcod 18 a part of is estimated to be
$153,167. This cost does not include administration costs  monitoring nosts,
construction costs, or inspection costs, which are estimated [0 be in the millions of

doliars.

Ae mempers of the League our city values the nolicy develonmeant prosecs nrovidad o
the General Assembly,  We appreciate your time on this issue,  Please feel free to
confact Paclo Beltran, Senior Management Analyst, at (562) 866-9771, extension 2140,
or email at pheltran@lakewoodeity, org, if you have any questions.

Sineeraky
J '/ [
o T i/’ < -
o Pa
o N

Steve Croft
WMavyor

ce: Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division.
robb@iacities org
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Juiy 15, 2013 LETTER OF SUPPORT

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: LOS ANGELES COUNTY DIVISION ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTION
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of La Mirada, | am writing to express support for the League of California
Cities, Los Angeles County Division's effort to submit a resoclution for consideration by the
League's General Assembily af the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resofution seeks to address a critical funding need for local governments working
to meet Federal and State objectives to protect water resources and storm water management
plans. The resolution also provides direction for the League to sducate Stale leaders and
advocates for the inclusion of storm water funding in the State's proposed 2014 Water Bond.

Like many cities, the City of La Mirada does not have the basic infrastructure fo capture, filter,
and reuse storm water, and Federal and State funding to assist in providing this infrastructure
has been reduced in recent years as a result of the eccnomic recession. Compliance with the
MS-4 permit and other storm water regulations could cost the City millions, and reduce funding
for other vital City services such as infrastructure and public safety. The City could aiso face
steep fines, penalties, and third party lawsuits if it is unable to meet the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) permit requirements. Recelving State funding could
help alleviate the financial burden piaced on local governmenis to meet storm water
requirements.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the
Genera!l Assembly. Please contact Jeff Boynton, Deputy City Manager, 2t (562) 943-0131 if you
nave any guestons,

Sincerely.

CITY OF LA MIRADA

Steve De Rusge
Mayor

TERjDvdr

oo Ling-Ling Chang. President, Los Angetes County Division
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division

nee PoRlowdes
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City oF LAVERNE
CITY HALL

Sreeet. La VYerne, California 91750-3589
W Gl a-varne Ca.us

Bili Begaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution

President Bogaard:

The City of La Verne supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly af the League's 2013 Annual

Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resoiution seeks to address a oritical funding need for cilies working fo
meet the State's water guality objectives and storm water management pians by
providing dirgction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond, While the City is still in the process of
identifying the costs associated with meeling the new reguirements of the M&-4
PERMIT, it is expecied these measures wiil far exceed existing local resources.

As members of the League, our city values the policy development process provided
to the General Assembly. We appreciate your ime on this issue. Please feel free to
contact our City Manager, Bob Russi at 909-596-8726, if you have any questions.

Siﬂces'%]
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JR Fznells, Benior Management Analyst

Wby DocumenissCHTY SOUNCILD KERDRICHKSuppon 20138 League Conl Reso doc

General Adminestration 305/536-877
Fubdic Works S08/556 874
Poige D

5 e Water Customer Service 909/506-6744 ¢ Parks & Conyrunity Services S05/586-6700

mce 905/505-6718 ¢ Community Development 806/586-8706 » Building B09/5496-8713
nartmant S08/586-5581 o General Fax SR/598-8757



LUTGEVERNOLA
.?V’i:”:}i‘"

MARCEL RODARTE
Viee Mayor

CHERI KELLEY
Counciimember

Counet her
LEOMNA SHRYOCK
Covncilmember
MICHAEL | EGAN

12700 NORWALE BLVD., PO, BOX 130, NORWALK, CA 90651 1030 * PHONE: S62006-5700 * FACSIMILE: S62/5%5-5773 * WWH NORWALKCA GOV
Juiy 2, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Citiss
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramenic, CA 95314

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

The city of Norwaik supports the Los Ahgeies County Division’s effort to submit &
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual
Conference in Sacramento.

The Division's resoiution saeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to
mest the State’s water guality objectives and storm water management plans by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The cost of compliance wilh the new
storm water permit is in the millions of dollars. The Watershed Management Plan alone
will cost close to $1M. Implementation of projacts in the near future based on thal
Watershed Management Plan could potentially cost the City of Norwalk $5 - $1C million
annualiy.

pe members of the League our City values the policy development process provided to
the General Assembly.  We appreciaie your lims on this issue.  Please feel free 10
cortact Mike Egan, Clty Managet, at (562) 829-5772 if you have any guestions.

gt Vernola
Meawvaor

car Ling-Ling Chang, Presiderd, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Fobb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb @lacities.org



CHY OF SIGNAL HILL

217HCharry Avanue « Signal Hil Colifomia 90755-3709

lung 27, 2013

Bill Bogaard

President

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annyal Conference Respiution

President Bogaard:

The city of Signat Hill supports the Los Angeles County Division’s effort 1o submit a resolution for
consideration by the Genersl Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annua! Conference in Sacramentc.

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to meet the State's
watar guality objectives and storm water management plans by providing direction for the League to
educate state ieaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond, The city of
Signal Hill currently budgets for S755,000 annuslly for compliance with required stormwater programs,
which represents over 4% of the entire General Fund. Future expenditures are expected to be over 51.5
milion annuzlly, as the City will be required to begin construction of costly stormwater capital

improvaments.
As membars of the League our city vajues the pollcy development process provided to the General

sesembly.  We appreciate your time on this issue,  Piease foel free to contact Ken Farfsing, City
Mansger ot {5621 989-7302 or kfarfsing@cityofsignal org, if you have any questions.

Singerely

- P -
!
| \
fichee! | MNod
Mayor

£¢: Ling-ting Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
2obb Korinks, Executive Director, Los Angetes Courty Division, robbElacities.org
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City of MONROVIA

Office of the Mayor and the City Counneil

July 2, 2013

Bill Bogaard

Prestdent

League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramenio, CA 86814

SUBJECT: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution

Dear President Bogaard:

As Mavor of the City of Monrovia, | support the Los Angeles County Division's effort to submit a
resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the League’s 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacrameanto.

The Division's resalution seeks to address a critical funcing need for cities working fo meat the State's
water quality objectives and storm water management plans by providing direction for the League (o
educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The City is
anticipating millions of dollars in stormwater permit compliance cosis over the next five years — funds the
City currently does not have available. Funding assistance is vital in order for the CHy to meet
stormwater permil requirements.

A5 mambers of the League, cur City values the policy development procass provided to the General
Assernbly. Ve appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to contact Heather Maloney, Senior

Management Analyst. at (828) 932-5577 or hmalorey@ci.monrovia.ca.us, if you have any guestions,

Sinceraly, /’}
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Mary Ann ;uL{

Mayor

s

TeoN City Council
Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Division ¢/o
Fiohp Korinke, Executive Diractor, Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org
Laurie K. Lile, City Manager
Ron Bow, Directar of Public Works

413 South vy Avenue @ Monrovia, California 910262858 @ (620) 9328550 = FAX (626) 932-5520
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lune 20, 2013

Bill Bagaard
President
teague of California Cities

C1ADD K Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 55614

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conferznce Resolution

Fresident Bogaara:

The California Contract Cities Association supports the Los Angeles County Division’s
effort to submit a resolution for consideration by the General Assembly at the
League’s 2013 Annuat Conference in Sacramento,

The Division's resoiution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working 10
meet the State's water quality ohjectives and storm water management pians by
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate Tor funding
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. All of the 58 cities we represent can ill
afford this increasingly expensive ongoing cost.

As members of the League our association values the policy development process
provided to the General Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please
feel fres to contact our office at {562} 622-5533 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
o N
Pl

Steve Tye
COCA Presiden

CC; Ling-Ling Chang, Fresident, Los Angeles County Division cfo
ke Erxecutive Direcior, Los Angeles County Division, robb&iacities.org

Robb Ke

11027 Downey Ave, Dowaey, ©4 %0041 PRS2} 636553 F06F) 622-9555 vamv Contrasinitienary
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LETTERS OF CONCURRENCE
Resolution #2
Public Safety Realignment
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July 17,2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Public Safetv Realipnment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On bebalf of the City of Arroyo Grande, [ am writing to express support for the League of California Cities’
Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League’s General Assembly at
the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento. '

The League's Resolution seeks to highlight a number ofdcfmencms with the current public safety
reahmmmt policy, and what funding and policy changes need to oceur in response. The resolution
specifically calls out the need for onvomg local law enforcement funding related to realignment, as well as
modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, f.e. a
non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As 2 member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the General
Assembly. Plca e contact our City Manager, Steve Adams, at {805)473-5404, if you have any questions.

sincerely,
7;4;& 5;‘%&%

Mayor, City of Arroye Grande



CEITY OF COVIER
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Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution

Dear President Bogaard;

On behalf of the City of Covina, | am writing to express support for the League of California
Cities' Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League's
General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League's Resolution seeks o highlipght a number of deficiencies with the current public
safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need (o cccur in response. The
resofution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local faw enforcement funding related to
realipnment, as well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-
release community supervision, 1.e. a non-violent, nen-serjous, non-sex offender critenia that
focuges on total eriminal history rather than merely the last recarded offense.

As & member of the League, cur City values the policy development process provided to the
General Assembly. Please contact Daryl Parvish, City Manager, at (626) 384-5410, if you have

I0ns.

any qt

sinesrely,

Woglter Afflen 1T
Mayor, Uity of Coving

The Citv of Covina provides responsive municipal services and manages
public resources 1o enkance the quality of Dic for our compmnit:.
30
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Biil Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Pubiic Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Fontana, | am writing to express support for the League of California Cities’
Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League’s General
Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League’s Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public safety

1
realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response. The resolution
specifically calls out the need for ongoing focal law enforcement funding related to realignment, as
well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-release community
supervision, i.e. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal

history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the General
Assembly. Please contact Ken Hunt City Manager, at (909)350-75654, if you have any guestions.

Sincerely,
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(626} $14-5201

aard, Prosident

of Cahfornia Cities
1400 K Sureet, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

l.eagt

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

Om behalf of the City of Glendora, T am writing to express support for the League of California
Cities” Public Safety Reselution, which will be submitted for consideration by the Lengue’s
General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

League’s Resolution seeks to highlight 2 number of deficiencies with the current public
vesolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related to
reatignment, as well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-
release community supervision, i.e. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided o the
General Aszembly, Please contact Chrls
(G256) 9148207 1f you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Criy of Glendora
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Jeffers, City Manager, at ¢joffers@cl glendera.ca ug or
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Gritwce of the Mayor and the Cay Councid

July 16, 2013

Biif Bogaard, President
teague of California Cities
1400 K Street, Sulte 460

" Sacramente, California 85814

RE: PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT RESOLUTION
Dear Fresident Bogaard:

As Mayor of the City of Monrovia, | am writing to express support for the League of
California Cities' Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by
the League's General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in
Sacramento.

The League's Resolution seeks to highfight a number of deficiencies with the current
nublic safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in
response. The resolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law
enforcament funding related to realignment, as well as modification of the criteria for
which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, i.e. a nen-viclent,
non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on tota! criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As @ maember of the League, our City values the policy development process provided
to the Genera! Assembly, Please contact Laurie Llle, City Manager, at (626) 832-5501,
if you have any gquestions,

Sincere !y
/' ,:’_/’- 7
/ /, K M/f.

Mery fnn { uu
Mayor

ce. City Coundll
James Hunt, Police Chief

o FAX (620 052-2520
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Bili Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Ontario, | am writing 10 express support for the League of California Cities”
Public Safety Resolution, which wili be submitted for consideration by the League’s General Assembly at
the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League's Resolution seeks 1o highlight @ nmumber of deficiencies with the current public safety
realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response. The resolution
specifically calls out the need for ongeing local law enforcement funding refated to realignment, as well
as modification of the critaria for which offenders are etigible for post-relesse community supervision;
i s non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense,

a5 1 member of the Leaspe, our Clty values the poilcy development process provided lo the Generul

Fho

Assembly. Please contect Chris Hughes, City Manager, at (9093 395-2010. 1f you have any questicns.

PAUL B LEON

Muvor

WSO Ao D US

@ Frirdpd on raayecles papern
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From the Office of the Mayor

Shelly Higginbotham

760 Mattie Road

k= Pismo Beach, CA 93449
T ‘:‘/ : -

&@oﬁ A (BOS} 235-6604

shigginbothamiipismobeach org

July 18, 2013

Bill Bogaard, President
League of California Citles
1400 K Street, Suite 400

Sacramanto, California 85614
RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Pismo Beach, | am writing to express support for the League of
California Cities’ Public Safety Resclution, which will be submitted for consideraticn by
the League's General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in

Sacramento.

The League’s Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current
public safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need fo occur in
response. The resolution specifically calls out the need for ongeing focal law
enforcement funding related to realignment, as well as modification of the criteria for
which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, 1.e. a non-viclent,
non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than
merely the last recorded offense.

As g member of the League, our City vaiues the policy development process provided
to the General Assembly. Please contact James R. Lewis, City Manager, at (BO5) 773-
7007, if you have any questions.

Sincarely, VA
o ,r-'i-«n-ff"}-' Y iagen T A0
Shelly Higginbetham

Mayor
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City of Santa Barbara

Office of Mavory

Juty 19, 2013

Bili Bogaard, President
League of California Cities
1400 1 Street, Sulie 400
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution
Dear President Bogaard:

On behalf of the City of Santa Barbara, | am writing to express support for the League of
California Cities’ Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the
League's General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento.

The League’s Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficiencies with the current public
safety realignment policy, and what funding and policy changes need to occur in response. The
resclution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related to
realignment, as well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are cligible for post-
release community supervision, e, a non-violent, non-serious, non-s¢x offender criteria that
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense.

It is important to our City, that such state-mandated programs remain fully-funded and that the
reguiations do not impede our law enforcement officers’ ability to use their professional

discretion in protecting our community.

As a member of the League, our City values the League’s leadership and policy direction on
this issue.

Sincarely,

Helene Schneider,
Mavor
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