
City of Los Alamitos 

iAgenda Report 
Discussion Items 

August 19, 2013 Ii 

Item No: 1 OC ~ 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Mayor Warren Kusumoto & Members of the City Council 

Gregory D. Korduner, City Manager 

Direction to Voting Delegate as to the City's Position on Resolutions 
to be Considered at the League of California Cities' 2013 Annual 
Conference 

Summary: The League of California Cities Annual Conference will be held in 
Sacramento, September 18-20, 2013. At the meeting of July 15, 2013, the City Council 
designated Mayor Pro Tem Graham-Mejia as its Voting Delegate to the Annual 
Business Meeting and Mayor Kusumoto as the Voting Alternate. Mayor Pro Tem 
Graham-Mejia has requested the City Council's direction as to its position on the 
proposed resolutions. 

Recommendation: Provide direction to Mayor Pro Tem Graham-Mejia, the City's 
Voting Delegate for the League of California Cities 2013 Annual Business Meeting, on 
the City's position on the 2013 Annual Conference Resolution Packet. 

Background 

The League of California Cities (League) 2013 Annual Conference is scheduled for 
Wednesday, September 18 through Friday, September 120, in Sacramento. One 
aspect of the Annual Conference is the Annual Business Meeting where the 
membership considers and takes action on Conference Resolutions. These 
Resolutions guide cities and the League in efforts to improve the quality and 
responsiveness of local governments throughout California. The Annual Business 
Meeting will be held on Friday, September 20, 2013, 12:00 p.m., at Hyatt Regency 
Hotel. 

Discussion 

Policy development is a key part of the League's legislative effectiveness. The League's 
Annual Conference Resolutions process is one way City officials can directly participate 
in the development of League policy. 
Any elected or appointed city official, individual city, division, department, policy 
committee, or the board of directors may submit a resolution for consideration at the 



conference. Resolutions focus on direct municipal issues of statewide importance and 
are submitted to the General Assembly with concurrence of five cities or five city 
officials. 

This year, two resolutions have been introduced for consideration by the Annual 
Conference and referred to the League Policy committees. 

Resolution No.1 
This resolution was referred to the Environmental Quality Policy Committee. 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 to assist 
local governments in water conservation, ground water recharge and reuse of storm 
water and urban runoff programs. The recommendation to the General Resolution 
Committee is for support. 

Resolution No.2 
This resolution was referred to the Public Safety Committee. The proposed resolution 
seeks to outline the deficiencies in the State's current public safety realignment policy 
as implemented in 2011 by AB 109, and to identify policy changes that will assist State, 
County, and municipal law enforcement 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 enforcement. The 
recommendation to the General Resolution Committee is for support. 

Fiscal Impact 

There is no cost associated with providing direction to the City's Voting Delegate. 

Submitted & Approved By: 

rego D. Korduner 
Interim City Manager 

Attachment: 1. 2013 Annual Conference Resolution Packet 

Directions to LOCC Voting Delegate 
August 19, 2013 
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July 23, 2013 

TO: 

RE: 

Mayors, City Managers and City Clerks 
League Board of Directors 

Annual Conference Resolutions Packet 
Notice of League Annual Meeting 

Enclosed please find the 2013 Annual Conference Resolutions Packet. 

Attachment 1 

l LEAliU E 
'- OF CALI FORN IA 

CIT I E S'" 

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 (he conference is available on the 
League's Web site at www.cacities.org/ac. We look forward to welcoming city officials to the conference. 

Annual LnncheonlBusiness 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 city council. 

We encourage each city council to consider the resolutions and to determine a city position so that 
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: \,vww,cacities.ondreS0iutions. 

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

Voting Delegates. Each cit)' council is encouraged (0 designate a voting delegate and two alternates to 
represent their city at the Annual Business Meeting. A letter asking city councils to designate their voting 
delegate and two alternates has already been sent to each city. Copies of the letter, voting delegate form. and 
additional information are also available at: ww\V.cacities.om/resolutions. 

Please Bring This Packet to the Annual Conference 
I September 18 - 20 - Sacramento 
! _________________________________________________________ I 
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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 a.m. 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 
Committee at the Annual Conference. 

This year. two resolutions have been introduced for consideration by the Annual Conference and referred 
to the League policy committees. 

POLICY COMMITTEES: Two policy committees will meet at the Annual Conference to consider and take 
action on resolutions 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 committee 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 LUNCHEONIBUSINESS 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 presented 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 year, that deadline is 12:00 p.m .. Thursday:September 19. Ifthe 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: \':wv/.\.'acl!ie~5~r:!/rt's1)!uli(lns. 

Any questions concerning the resolutions procedures may be directed to Meg Desmond at the League 
ofii ce: Jllde~C10mhf;caci lles.()rg or (916) 658-8224 



GUIDELINES FOR ~"'NUAL 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 committees and the board of 
directors. The process allows for timely consideration of issues in a changing environmcnt and assures city 
officials the opportunity to both initiate and influence policy decisions. 

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

Guidelines for Annual Conference Resolutions 

1. 

3. 

4. 

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

The issue is not of a purel) local or regional concern. 

The recommended policy should not simply restate existing League policy. 

The resolution should be directed at achieving one of the following objectives: 

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

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

(e) Consider important issues not adequately addressed by the policy committees and board of 
directors. 

(d) Amend the League bylaws (reguires 213 vote at General Assembly). 



LOCATION OF MEETINGS 

Polic\' Committee Meetings 

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

Public Safety: 9:00 a.m. - 10:30 a.m. 
Environmental Quality: 10:30 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. 

General Resolutions Committee 

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

Annual Business Meeting and General Assembly Luncheon 

Friday. September 20.2013, 12:00 p.m. 
Hyatt Regency Hotel 
1209 L Street, Sacramento 
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KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS 

Resolutions have been grouped by policy committees to which they have been assigned, 

Number Key Word Index Reviewing Body Action 

2 3 
I - Policy Committee Recommendation 

to General Resolutions Committee 
2 - General Resolutions Committee 
3 - General Assembly 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE 
1 2 

I Water Bond Funds 

PUBLIC SAFETY POLICY COMMITTEE 

2 I Public Safety Realignment 

information pertaining to the Annual Conference Resolutions will also be posted on each comminee's 
page on the League website: 11'11'\\ ,('aci[ie"orQ, The emire Resolutions Packet will be posted at: 
wwn .ca~;it !::2~)rg/r~~~Jl!1l.@]l, 



KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN ON RESOLUTIONS (Colltinued) 

KEY TO REVIEWING BODIES 

1. Policy Committee 

2. General Resolutions Conunittee 

3. General Assembly 

Action Footnotes 

* Subject matter covered in another resolution 

** Existing League policy 

*** Local authority presently exists 

KEY TO ACTIONS TAKEN 

A Approve 

D Disapprove 

N No Action 

R Refer to appropriate policy committee for 
study 

a Amend 

Aa Approve as amended 

Aaa Approve with additional amendmen1(s) 

Ra Amend and refer as amended to 
appropriate policy committee for study 

Raa - Additional amendments and refer 

Da - Amend (for clarity or brevity) and 
Disapprove 

Na - Amend (for clarity or brevityJ and take 
No Action 

W Withdrawn by Sponsor 

Procedural Note: Resolutions that are approved by the General Resolutions Committce. as well as all 
qualified petitioned resolutions. are reported to the floor of the General Assembly. Tn addition. League policy 
provides the following procedure for resolutions approved by League policy committees but not approved by 
the General Resolutions Committee: 

Resolutions initially recommended for approval and adoption by all the League policy committees to which 
the resolution is assigned, but subsequently recommended for disapproval. referral or no action by the 
General Resolutions Committee. shall then be placed on a consent agenda for consideration by the General 
Assembly. The consent agenda shall include a brief description ofthe basis for (he recommendations by 
both (he policy committee!s) and General Resolutions Committee. as well as the recommended action by 
each. Any voting delegate may make a motion to pull a resolution from the consent agenda in order to 
reguest the opportunity to fully debate the resolution. If. upon a majority vote of the General Assembly. the 
reguest for debate is approved, the General Assembly shall have the opportunity to debate and subsequently 
vote on the resolution. 

5 



2013 ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS 

RESOLUTION REFERRED TO ENVIRONMENTAL OUALITY POLICY COMMITTEE 

1. 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. 

Source: Los Angeles County Division 
Concurrence oHive or more cities/city officials: Cities of Alhambra; Cerritos; Claremont; Glendora: 
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 Committee: Approve 

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

WHEREAS, local governments also support the Stale's water quality objectives. specifically 
Section 1324 I of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control 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 watcr boards. supported by substantial 
Federal, State and local investments. have led to a dramatic decrease in lVater pollution 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 
population and an economically impOJ1ant agricultural industry: and 

WHEREAS, the State's Little Hoover Commission found in 2009 that more than 30,000 storm water 
discharges are subject to permits regulating Jarge and small cities, counties. construction sites and industry. 
The Commission found that a diverse group of water users - the military. small and large husinesses, home 
builders and local governments and more - face enormous costs as they try to control and limit stormwater 
pollution. The Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs 
of stormwater pollution are greater. as beach closures impact the State's economy and environmental 
damage threatens to impair wildlife: and 

WHEREAS, at the same time that new programs and projects to improve water quality are 
currently being required by the U.S. EPA and the State under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) permits and the Total Daily Maximum Load (TMDLJ programs, many local governments 
find that they lack the basic infrastructure to capture. infiltrate and reuse stormwater and cities are facing 
difficult economic challenges while Federal and State financial assistance has been reduced due to the 
impacts of the recession and slO\v 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 to 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 20 12, recognizing 
that the development and operation of water supply, flood control and storm water management, among 
other water functions. is frequently beyond the capacity oflocal 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 to share their costs (XIV, Financial Considerations); and the League supports legislation 
providing funding for stormwater and other water programs; and 

WHEREAS, the Governor and the Legislature are currently contemplating projects for a water 
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 stonnwater 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 runoff. 

IIIIIIIIII 

BaCkground Information on Resolution No. I 

Source: Los Angeles County Division 

Background: 
In order to meet the goals of both the Federal Clean Water Act and the State's POlier-Cologne Water 
Quality Control Act, which seek to ensure safe clean water supplies, cities provide critical water 
conservation, ground water recharge and reuse of stormwater infrastructure. including capture and reuse of 
SlOrmwater for their citizens, businesses and institutions. 

Working with the State's Regional Water Quality Control Boards and the State Water Resources Board 
through the National Pollution Discbarge Elimination System (NPDES) permitting process and Total 
Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Programs, California's cities implement programs to capture, infiltrate and 
treat stormwater and urban runoff with the use of low impact development ordinances, green streets policies 
and other programs to increase tbe local ground water supply. 

These actions have led to a dramatic decrease in water pollution from wastewater treatment plants and otber 
so-called "point sources" since the adoption oftbe Clean Water Act in 1972. However. current tbreats to tbe 
State's "non-point sources" of pollution, sucb as stonnwater 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. 
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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 try and control and limit stormwater pollution. The 
Commission concluded that the costs of stormwater clean up are enormous and that the costs of stormwater 
pollution are greater as beach closures impact the state's economy and environmental damage threatens to 
impair wildlife. 

Additionally, new programs and projects to improve water quality are currently being required by the U.S. 
EPA and the State under the NPDES permits and the TMDL programs. Many local governments find that 
they lack the basic infrastructure to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and the cities are facing difficult 
economic challenges while Federal and State financial assistance has been reduced due to 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 storm water and runoff requirements 
required under the NPDES permits and TMDL programs. 

In Los Angeles Count)' alone, reports commissioned by the Los Angeles County Flood Control District 
estimate the costs of achieving region-wide compliance for implementing TMDL programs in the NPDES 
permits required by the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (LARWQCB) will be in the 
tens of billions of dollars over the next twenty years. Additionally, failure to comply with the LAR WQCB'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-tenn, 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 strong League education and advocacy at both the State and Federal levels to help 
cities face the challenges in providing programs to capture, infiltrate and reuse stormwater and urban runoff. 
While Los Angeles County cities and other regions seek to secure local funding sources to meet the Clean 
Water Act and the State's water objectives. it will simply not be enough to meet the enormous costs of 
compliance. The Los Angeles County Division strongly believes that State and Federal cooperation are 
necessary to fund programs to secure and reuse stormwater in order to improve water supply and reliability 
throughout the state. 

The Division calls for the League to engage in discussions on 2014 State Water Bond to assist cities in 
funding and implementing the goals oftbe Clean Water Act and the State's Water objectives. This 
resolution does not support the 2014 bond issue, since the League and individual cities will need to make 
this decision at a later lime upon review of the final language. However, the Governor and Legislature have 
reopened discussions for the 2014 water bond and funding of urban runoff and storm water programs has 
taken a back seat in past bond issues, such as Proposition 84. In May, Assembly Speaker John Perez 
appointed a Water Bond Working Group which recently outlined a new set of Priorities and Accountabilitv 
)\.:!sj1surcs for developing a water bond that would gain the support of2/3 of the Legislature and voters. One 
of the priorities identified by the committee included, "Regional SelfReliancellntegrated Regional Water 
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Management," posing the question if stonnwater capture should be included in any future bonds. The 
Division believes the opportunity to advocate for funding in the bond is now. 

IIIIIIIIII 

League of California Cities Staff Analysis on Resolution No.1 

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

Summan': 
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 to assist local governments in water 
conservation. ground water recharge and reuse of storm water and urban runoff programs. 

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

• $455 million for drought relief projects. disadvantaged communities, small community wastewater 
treatment improvements and safe drinking water revolving fund 

• $1.4 billion for "integrated regional water management projects" 
• $2.25 billion for projects that "support delta sustainability options" 
• $3 billion for water storage projects 
• $1.7 billion for ecosystem and watershed protection and restoration projects in 21 watersheds 
• $1 billion for groundwater protection and cleanup 
• SI.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: 
• $40 million to educate the public about California's water 
• $100 million for a Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program for watershed restoration. bike 

trails and public access and recreation projects 
• $75 million for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, for public access. education and interpretive 

pf()jects 
• S20 million for the Baldwin Hills Conservancy to be used to buy more land 
• S20 million for the Bolsa Chica Wetlands for interpretive projects for visitors 

The water bond was originally scheduled to appear on the 20 I 0 ballot as Proposition 18. However, due to 
significant criticism over the size of the bond, the amount of earmarked projects, and a lack of public 
support, the Legislature has voted twice to postpone the ballot vote. The water bond is now slated for the 
]\;ovember 4. 2014 ballot. 

It is unclear whether or not the water bond will actually appear on the November 2014 ballot. In recent 
months, pressure has been mounting to postpone the lVater bond yet again or significantly rewrite the water 
bond to drastically reduce the overall size of the bond and remove all earmarks. The Legislature has until 
the summer of2014to act. 

Fiscal Impact: 
Unknown. This resolution does not seek a specified appropriation from a water bond. 
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Existing League Policy: 
In 2008, the League formed a new Water Task Force to consider updates and revision to the Water 
Guidelines the League drafted and adopted 20 years earlier. These neW Guidelines were formally approved 
by the League board of directors in Feb. 20 I O. Below are the most pertinent policy and guiding principles 
related to the proposed resolution. To view the entire water policy guidelines, go to 
v.'ww. cad Ll es. orgiwatemo! icygui del i nes. 

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: environmentally, economically, and geographically relating to point of 
origin. Appropriate funding sources could include, but are not limited to user fees, bonds and federal 
funding. 

• 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 
• The League supports the development of a statewide goal to reduce water use by 20% by 2020 

through the implementation of fair and equitable measures consistent with these principles. 
• 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. 

Waler Recycling 
• 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 one million acre­
feel/year (afy) by 2020 and by at leasl two million af)' by 2030. 

• Increased recycling. reuse and other refinements in water management practices should be included 
in all water supply programs. 

"later Storage 
• The development of additional surface facilities and use of groundwater basins to store surface 

waler that is surplus to that needed to maintain State Water Resource Control Board (SWRCB) Bay­
Delta estuary water quality standards should be supported. 

Groundwater 
• The principle that local entities within groundwater basins (i.e .. cities. counties. special districts. and 

lhe regional waler quality control boards) working cooperatively should be responsible for and 
involved in developing and implementing basin wide groundwater. basin management plans should 
be supported. The plans should include. but not be limited 10: a) protecting groundwater quality: b) 
identifying means 10 correct groundwater overdraft; cJ implementing better irrigation techniques; d \ 
increasing water reclamation and reuse; and e) refining water conservation and other management 
practices. 

• Financial assistance from state and federal governments should be made available to requesting 
loeal agencies to develop and implement their groundwater management plans. 

Financial Considerations 
• 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 frequently beyond 
the capability oflocal areas to finance; 
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• 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 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 sUbmitting resolutions were asked to provide written 
documentation of concurrence. The following letters of concurrence were received: cities of Alhambra; 
Cerritos; Claremont; Glendora; Lakewood; La Mirada; La Verne: Norwalk: Signal Hill; and Mary Ann Lutz, 
Mayor, 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' ASSOCIATlOl'i 
REPRESENTATIVES TO IDENTIFY AND ENACT STRATEGIES THAT WILL ENSURE THE 
SUCCESS OF PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT FROM A LOCAL MUNICIPAL LAW 
ENFORCEMENT PERSPECTIVE. 

Source: Public Safety Policy Committee 
Concurrence of five or more cities/city officials: Cities of Arroyo Grande, Covina: Fontana: Glendora: 
Monrovia: Ontario: Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara 
Referred 10: Public Safety Policy Committee 
Recommendation to General Resolutions Committee: Approve 

WHEREAS, in October 2011 the Governor proposed the realignment of public safet), responsibilities 
from state prisons to local government as a way to address recent coun orders in response to litigation 
related to state prison overcrowding, and to reduce state expenditures: and 

WHEREAS, the Governor stated that realignment needed to be fully funded with a constitutionally 
protected source of funds if it 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 liabi1it)' protection for 
stakeholders: and 

WHEREAS, California currently has insufficient jail space, probation officers, housing and job 
placement programs, medical and mental health facilities. lacks a uniform definition of recidivism: and 
utilizes inappropriate convictions used to deJermine inmate eligibility for participation in the realignment 
program: and 

WHEREAS, since the implementation of realignment there have been numerous issues identified that 
have not been properly addressed that significantly impact municipal police departments' effOlis to 
successfully implement realignment: and 

WHEREAS, ultimatel), many of these probationers who have severe mental illness are released into 
communities where they continue to commit crimes that impact the safety of community members and drain 
the resources of probation depal1mems and police departments throughout the state: and 
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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 
he sentenced to county jail are ultimately sentenced to time served due to overcrowding in county facilities: 
and 

WHEREAS, there are inadequate databases allowing local police departments to share critical 
offender information among themselves, with county probation departments. and with other count)' 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 Califomia 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 Califomia Police Chiefs' Association to address the following issues: 

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

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 unifonTI definition of recidivism with the input of all criminal justice stakeholders 
throughout the state; 

4. Enact legislation that will accommodate the option for cit)' police officers to make ten (10) day !lash 
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 Little Hoover Commission Report W216 
dated :vIay 30, 2013; 

7. Provide for greater representation of city officials on the local Community Corrections Partnerships. 
Currently AB 117 provides for only one city official (a police chief) on the seven-member body. six 
of which are aligned with the county in which the partnership has been established. As a result the 
coumies dominate (he 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 rapidly and efficiently share offender 
information to assist in tracking and monitoring the activities of AB 109 and other offenders, 

IIIIIIIIII 
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Background Information on Resolution 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 to address certain judicial orders dealing with State prison overcrowding and to reduce 
State expenditures. This program shifts the prisoner burden from State prisons to local counties and cities. 

When the Governor signed into law realignment he stated that realignment needed to be fully funded with 
constitutionally protected source of funds to 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 programs; medical and mental health facilities; and 
with an inappropriate definition ofN3 (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 already 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 year 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 ITom Los Angeles County. 

The March 4, 2013 repOli to the Los Angeles County Criminal Justice Coordination Committee (CCJCC) 
shows a strong effort and progress in addressing the realignment mandate. However, there is insufficient 
funding. 

The repOli also states the jail population continues to be heavily influenced by participants housed locally. 
On September 30, 2012, the inmate count in the Los Angeles County Jail was 15.463; on January 31, 2013, 
tbe count was 18,864. The realignment population accounted for 32% of the Jail population; 5,7-13 offenders 
sentenced per Penal Code Section 1170 (h) and 408 parole violations. 

By the end of January 2013,13,535 offenders were released on Post Release Community Supervision 
(PRCS) to Los Angeles County including prisoners with the highest maimenance costs because of medical 
and drug problems and mental health issues costing counties and local cities millions of dollars in unfunded 
mandates since the beginning of the program. Prisoners with prior histories of viol em 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 
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an accurate risk assessment of the threat these offenders pose to societ), if they are realigned to 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 
released PRCS offenders would be 50% High Risk, 25% Medium Risk and 25% Low Risk. The reality is 
3% are Very High Risk, 55% are High Risk, 40% are Medimn Risk and only 2% are Low Risk offenders. He 
said the High Risk and serious mentally ill offenders being released "are a very scary population." One of 
the special needs offenders takes the resources of20-30 other offenders. 
Assistant Sheriff Terri McDonald who is the county Jail Administrator recently stated the Jail has only 30 
beds for mentally ill offenders being released - when in fact she actually needs 300 beds to accommodate 
the volume of serious mentally ill 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 ofa 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 for 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. 

1II!//I11/ 

League of California Cities Staff Analysis on Resolution No.2 

Staff: Tim Cromartie (9 J 6 J 658-8252 
Committee: Public Safety Policy Committee 

Summan': 
This Resolution seeks to outline the deficiencies in the State's current public safety realignment policy, as 
implemented in 2011 by AB 109. and to identify policy changes that will assist State, county and municipal 
law enforcement 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 
enforcement. 

Background: 
This resolution was brought to the Public Safety Policy Committee by individual members of that commiltee 
who are increasingly concerned about municipal public safety impacts resulting from county jail 
overcrowding, a problem that has intensified with realignment, rcsulting in certain categories aT offenders 
doing no jail time or being sentenced to time served. This has created a climate in which some offenses 
receive little or no jail time, accompanied by a growing body of anecdotal evidence that propeny 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 struggling to more 
closely coordinate information sharing with county probation offices to effectively 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 ofCalifornia'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 Partnerships 
established by AB 109. which currently have only one city representative. compared to at least four county­
level representatives. 

Fiscal r mpac!: 
Gnknown impact on the State General Fund. This resolution seeks to establish increased and 
constitutionally protected funding for city police departments (and county sheriff'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 a 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 realignment. 

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

• 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. 

• 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 oflocal control for strong cities. The resolution'S objectives of locking in ongoing 
funding for front-line municipal law enforcement, and increasing city participation in the 
Community Corrections Partnerships. are consistent with promoting local contro!' 

Support: 
?'-Jew 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 submitting resolutions were asked to provide written 
documentation of concurrence. The following cities!city officials have concurred: cities of Arroyo Grande: 
Covina: Fontana: Glendora: Mornoyia; Ontario: Pismo Beach; and Santa Barbara. 
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LETTERS OF CONCURRENCE 
Resolution # 1 

Water Bond Funds 
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City of Alhambra 
Office of the Mayor and City Council 

July 1,2013 

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

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 cities 
working to meet 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 anticipating spending $24,101.96 this year to 
start the development ofthe Enhanced Watershed Plan and monitoring plan. 
Priorto 2016, the City anticipates spending $1,169,000 forfull capture device 
~ln 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 questions. 

Very truly yours, 

cc: Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities 
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OFrIO: 01" nit: MAYOR 

BRUCE W. BA.R.ROWS 

Bill Bogaard 
President 

CJVIC CENTcR· 1(1125 5LCOMFIELD AVENCE 
PO, BOX .'3 J:'.>(\ • ceRK1TOS, CALifORNIA 90703 .'51.30 

PliONE; (562; 916-1310· PAX; (S62) I.j.G8-1085 
CELL ['HONE: (.1562) 547-1732 
Email: bbarl'9G703~Jiao! (~om 

WWW.CEl\RJTOS.US 

July 8, 2013 

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

RE: Los Angeles Cou~ty Division Annual Conference Resolution 
~_df 

pres:de~rd :;27 

Cerritos 
b*;~ 

~Tr 
2008 

The City of Cerritos 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 ;)ivision's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities working to 
meet the Slate's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by 
prOViding direction for the League to educate state leaders an9 advocate for funding 
dunng discussions on lile 2014 Water Bond, The City of Cerritos expended $866,000 In 

the F15cal Year 2011-2012 for compilonce with required stormwater programs. Future 
expendn:ures are expected to be over $1.5 million annuallYI as the City will be requlred 
to begin construction of costly stormwater capital improvements. 

As members of the League our city values the policy development process provided to 
the Genera: Assembly, We appreciate your time on this issue, Please feel free to 
contact Art Gall'ucCl, City Manager at (562)916-1301 or agaliucci@cerritos,us, if you 
have any questions, 

Since;:el-y; 

/~ /,d, 
/(_:i.~--/ 

Bruce W. Barrows 
MAYOR 

cc: Ling-Ling Chang! President, Los Angeles County DIvision c/o 
Robb Konnke, executIve Director, Los Angeles County DiviSion, ronb@iacitles,org 
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CITY OF CLAREMONT 

City Hal, 
207 Harvard Avenue 
p.o. Box 880 
Claremont, CA 91711-0880 
Fax: (909)399-5492 
Website: www.cLclaremont.ca.us 
Email: contact@cLciaremont.ca.us 

July 1,2013 

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

President Bogaard: 

City Council. (909) 399-5444 
Corey Calaycay 

Joseph M. Lyons 
Opany/ K. Nas/ali 

Sam Pedro28 
Larry Schroeder 

RE: Los Angeles County Division Proposed Resolution for Lee Approval 
At The 2013 Annual Conference 

The City of Claremont 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 Sacrarnento. 

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 for 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 General Assembly and appreciates your time on this issue. If you have any 
questions, please feel free to contact Tony Ramos. City Manager, at (909) 399-5441. 

Sincerely. 

{Jj<NMA~' 
Opanyi Nasiali 
Mayor 

c: Jennifer Quan, League of California Cities 
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CITY OF GLENDORA CITY HALL. (626191 ~-R200 

1 JG E.:sl Foothill Rl\'ll, Glendofd l (,dIJorniZl C)'[7~1 
WW\I;' .ci.g!endon:u:n. us 

July 15, 2013 

Bill Bogaarct, 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 Glendora 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 cities working to meet the 
State's water quality objectives and slODn water management plans by providing dIrection for 
the League to educate state leaders and advocatc 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. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to contact me, if 
you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

/ 
Joe Santoro, Mayor 

C'-- L.mg-Ling Chang. President, Los Angeles County Division c/o Robb Korinke. 
Executive Director. Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org 

Jennifer Quan, Regiona, Public Affairs Manager, League of Califomia Cities -
jquan@cacities.org 

rl~IDE OF THE FOOTHILLS 
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July 2,2013 

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

Sl~''\.<: ('IT'f,f~ 

1\1::X,H' 

JdrV\'\~;)d 

('1.~ufwH l\-'~~m\wr 

{{.o,! j~im';;i:lD 

('nt\twil Memh~, 

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution - Support 

Dear President Bogaard' 

The Ci1y of Lakewood 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 add(ess a critical funding need for Gltles working to 
meet the State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by 
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for fur-ding 
dunng disclissions on the 2014 Water Bond 

For Lakewood, the Initial cost alone to prepare the Watershed Management Plan 
(WMP). Coordinated Integrated Managembl1t Plan (CIMP), and Reasonable Assurance 
Modeling for the three watersheds that Lakewood IS a part of is estimated to be 
$153,167. This cost does not include administration costs monltorrng !Costs, 
construction (Josts, or inspection costs, WhlCll are eS\II11ated to be in the millions of 
dollars. 

As memOF>n; of the l,eague our citv vCllues thp. >:loiic'l 0P \fP\opmp.llt [l'y\{',e"o p'o,,'k!p.r1 te 
the General Assembly. We appreciatR your time on this issue, Please feel free to 
contact Paolo Beltran, Senior Management Analyst, at (562) 866-9771, extension 2140, 
or email at pbeltran@lakewoodcitV.org, if you have any questions 

;;!levi-
Steve Croft 
Mayor 

cc: Ling-Lmg Chang, President. Los Angeles County DiVision c/o 
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County DiviSion. 
robb@laclties.org 
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CITY OF LA MIRADA 
" ~ DEDICATED TO SERVICE 

July 15, 2013 

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

LETTER OF SUPPORT 

SUBJECT: LOS ANGELES COUNTY DIVISION ANNUAL CONFERENCE RESOLUTION 

Dear President Bogaard: 

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

The Division's resolution 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 educate State 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 to capture, filter, 
and reuse storm water, and Federal and State funding to assist in providing this infrastructure 
has been reduced in recent yeans as a result of the economic 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 also face 
steep fines, penalties, and third party lawsuits if it is unable to meet the National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES) permit requirements. Receiving State funding could 
help alleviate the financial burden placed on local governments to meet storm water 
requirements. 

As a member of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the 
General Assembly. Please contact Jeff Boynton, Deputy City Manager, at (562) 943-0131 if you 
have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

CITY OF LA MIRADA 

~~~-~-
Steve De Ruse 
Mayor 

TER:jb:vdr 

cc' Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County DiviSion 
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division 
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CITY OF LA VERNE 
CITY HALL 

3660 "D" Street, La Verne, California 91750·3599 
Vfflw.ci .Ia-verne.ca.us 
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SISTER CITlfrS 
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July 2,2013 

Bill BDgaard, 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 DivisiDn'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 tD 
meet the State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by 
providing direction for the League to educate state leaders and advDcate iOI' fundng 
dUring discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. While the City is still in the process of 
IdentifYing the costs associated with meeting the new requirements of the MS-4 
PERMIT, it IS expected these measures will 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 time on this issue Please feel free to 
contact our City Manager, Bob Russi at 909-596-8726. ii you have any questlDns 

SinceI' 

t0i 
Don end ric 
Mayo 

cc Jennifer Quan. League of California Cities 
JR Ranelis, Senior Management Analyst 

t.}",My [)OCdmentslCITY CDUNCIL\O Kc.NDRICKI$upport 2013 L;;agu>;; Cord RescLdoc 
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LUIGI VERNOLA 
Mayor 

MARCEL RODARTE 
Vice Mayor 

CHERI KELLEY 
Councilmember 

MICHAEL MENDEZ 
Cnullcilmernber 

LEONARD SHRYOCK 
Council member 

MICHAEL J. EGAN 
City Ylanagel 

1270U NORWALK BLVD., P.O. BOX 1030, NORWALK, CA 90651·1030'" PHONE: 562/929-5700 '" FACSIMILE: 562/929~5773 '" WWW.KORWALKCA.GOV 

July 2, 2013 

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

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution 

Dear President Bogaard: 

The city of I\lorwalk 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 resoiution 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 for the League to educate state leaders and advocate for funding 
during discussions on the 2014 Water Bond. The cost of compliance with the new 
storm water permit is in the millions cf dollars. The Watershed Management Plan alone 
will cost close to $1 M. Implementation of projects in the near future based on that 
Watershed Management Plan eould potentially cost the City of Norwalk $5 - $10 million 
annually. 

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 Mike Egan, Cit Manag " at (562) 929-5772 if you have any questions. 

Sine el , 
~t{.2~-y!.::j----·-----" 
<.....::-~ • 

'~~eZla 
Mayor 

cc: Ling-Ling Chang, Presideni, Los Angeles County Division clo 
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@lacities.org 
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June 27, 2013 

Bill Bogaard 

President 
League of Ca;'ifornia Cities 
1400 K Street, Suite 400 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

CITY OF SIGNAL HILL 

2175 Cherry Avenue , Slg~ol Hill, Caill arnia 90755-3799 

RE: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution 

President Bogaard: 

The city of Signal Hill 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 :-esoiution seeks to addl'ess a criticai funding need for cities working to meet the State's 
water quality objEctives and storm water management plans by providmg direction for the League to 
educate state leaders and advocate for funding during discussions on l:he 2014 Water Bond. The city of 
Signa! Hi!! currently budgets for $755,000 annuo!!y for compliance with required stormwater programs, 
which represents over 4% of the entire General Fund. Future expenditures are expected to be over 51.5 

million annually, as the City will be required to begin construction of costly slormwater caoital 

improvements. 

As members of the League our city values the parley development process provided to the Genera! 
Assembly. We appreciate your time on this issue. Please feel free to contact I<eo Farfsing, City 
Manager at (562) 989-7302 or kfa-fsing@cityofsignai.org, i'you have any quest'ons, 

Since"ely, 

~~f'f\~ 
Michael J, Noll 

Mayor 

CC: Ung~Ling Chang, President, Los Ange!es County DiviSion c/o 
Robb I<orinke/ Executive Director, los Angeles County Division, robb@iacities.org 
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City of l\10NYZOVIA 
bO!!1 

ifiiP 

July 2, 2013 

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

SUBJECT: Los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution 

Dear Presrdent Bogaard: 

As Mayor of the City of Monrovia, I 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 
Sacramento. 

1887 

The Division's resolution seeks to address a critical funding need for cities worlling to meet the State's 
waler 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 is 
anticipating millions of dollars in stormwater permit compliance cosls over the next five years - funds the 
City currently does not have available Funding assistance is vital in order for the City to mee! 
stormwater permit requirements. 

As members of the League, our City values the policy development process provided to the General 
Assembly. We appreciate your time on tilis issue. Please feel free to contact Heather Maloney, Senior 
Management Analyst, at (626) 932.-5577 or hmaloney@ci.monrovia ca. us, if you have any questions. 

cc: City Council 
Ling-Ling Chang, President, Los Angeles County Drvision cia 
Robb Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Divrsion, robb@lacities.org 
Laurie K. Lile, City Manager 
Ron Bow, Director of Public WorKs 

413 S,,"th Jvy Avenue • Monrovia, Cc']i!ornia 91012<&-2881) , (626) 932-5550 ' FAX (626) '032-:;521, 
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June 20, 2013 

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

RE: los Angeles County Division Annual Conference Resolution 

President Bogaard: 

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 Annual Conference in Sacramento. 

The Division's resolution seeks to address a cntlcal funding need for Cities working to 
meet the State's water quality objectives and storm water management plans by 
providing direction for the league tD educate state leaders. and advocate for funding 
dur'mg diSCUSS'lons 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 poi icy development process 
provided to the General Assemb!y. We appreciate your time on this iSSUe. Please 

feel free to contact our office at (562) 622-5533 if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Tye 
CCCA President 

CC: Ling-Ung Chang, President, Los Angeles County DIvision c/o 
Roob Korinke, Executive Director, Los Angeles County Division, robb@l<Jcitles.org 
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July 17, 2013 

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

CITY OF 

~ ,F.', 
" - "--'~' "., , 
~,F'C / ..... LIF 0 H N IA. 

~'r -'".'I'f'l"_'; ,-, 

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution 

Dear President Bogaard: 

JOO Eust Branch Street 
Arroyo Gr.mdc) CA 934:W 

Ph"ne: (80C,) 4 73-5400 
FAX: (X!)5) 473-(J"K6 

~£~tr.@?-?''E9J'(~'r.;J.,f.d?!Qrg 
~:sy-".mQYJlgr-"l.ndS.r~U"g 

On behalf of the City of Arroyo Grande, r 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 resolution 
specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related to realignment, as well as 
nwdification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post-release community supervision, l.e, 3 

non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that focuses on total criminal history rather than 
merely the last recor;:Ied offense, 

As a member oEche League, our City values the poticy development process prOVided to the General 
Assembly. Please contact our Ci:y Manager, Steve Adams, at (805)473·5404, if you have any questions, 

Sincerely, 

Mayo;, City of Artoyo Grande 
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C I ~rY () F C~()VINA 
125 East College Street '" Covina, California 91723-2199 

www.covinacu.gov 

July 17, 20J 3 

Bill Bogaard, President 
Leag:Je of California Cities 
140() K Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, California 95814 

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolulion 

Dear i'resJdent Bogrrard: 

On behalf of the City of Covina, I am writing to express support ror the League of California 
Cities' Public Safet), Resolution, which will he submitted for consideration by the League's 
General Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramemo, 

The League's Resolu1ion seeks to highlight a number of deiicionc;es wi1h the current public 
safety realignment policy~ and what (unding wld policy changes ;)eed to occur in response. The 
resolutlon specifically calls out the need i'or ongoing Jocal law enforcement funding rciau::d to 
realignment, as well as modification 0fthe criteria t()r which otTendcrs arc eiigible for post­
release community supervision, j,e. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria thai 
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the bSl recorded offense, 

As J member of the League. our City va!ues the pol;c)' development proce>s provided to the 
General Assemhly, PI"ose COJEDct Daryl Parrish. City Manager, at (626 i 384-54 J n. ifyol' have 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 

i·' 

Wailer Allen 1lI 
Mayor, City ()rCovina 

, 

The Cit'!' (~rC"l'ill(/ !J/'{wides re.\,/J(JI1sil'r? J'I1/ll'Iicijhd ser'l'ices (1/[(1 1)J{ll/uges 

{mhli,' l'f!.\{)l{f"i\'S W fnJWl1c(:" [11(; (1Iwlit,\' [~(iif('f(!r our c()!J1nlltni~\', 
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__________ ...:.fvlayor ,~cgllanetta Warren 

July 17.2013 

Bill Bogaard. President 
League ofCalifol'l1ia Cities 
J 400 K Street. Suite 400 
Sacramento. California 95814 

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution 

Dear President Bogaard: 

On behalf of the City of Fontana, I am writing to express support for tile League ofCalifol'l1ia 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 ResolUlion 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 resolution 
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 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)350-7654, if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Mayor, Cit)' of Fontana 

AWhc 
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CITY OF GLENDORA ClTY HALL 

OfFICr: OF THR :'4A YOR 

July 19,2013 

Bill Bogaard) President 
League of California Cities 
]..\.Q() K Street, SUIte 400 
Sacnlrr,emo, Callfornia 95g 14 

RE: Public Safet), Realignment Resolution 

Dear President Bogaard: 

116 East Foothill Blvd., Glendora, California 91741 
FAX (626) 9,4-8221 

www.ci.glendor~i.c.i.:.us 

On behalf of the City of Glendora, I am writi'ng to express support for the League of Caltforni" 
Cities' Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for consideration by the League's 
Gellcral Assembly at the September 2013 Annual Conference in Sacramento. 

The League's Resoilltior, seeks to highlight a number of deilciencies With tbe current public 
safety realignment policy, and wh8t funding and polley changes need to occur Il1 response, Tbe 
resoiutivn specillc8lJy calis out tile. need for ongomg local law enforcement funding reiated to 
realignment, 3.1 well as modification of the criteria for which offenders are eligible for post­
rclc[lsc commu11lty supervision, ice. 8 non~violent~ non-serious, non~sex offender criteria thtit 
focuses on total crimmal history ratber than merely the last recorded diense. 

As a member of tile League, our City values the poltey development process provided to the 
General Assembly. Please contact Chris Jeffers, Ci1y Manager, at gjeff'ers(W,cl glel1dora eil llS or 
(626) 914-8201, if you have any questions. 

Sincerely. 

Ci:y cd' GI~ndora 

Joe Santoro 
\~.'3.yor 

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS 
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City of MONROVI{\. 

July 19. 2013 

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

RE: PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT RESOLUTION 

Dear President Bogaard: 

As Mayor of the City of Monrovia, I 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 resolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law 
enforcement funding related to realignment. as well as modification of the elite ria for 
which offenaers 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 Laurie Liie. City Manager, at (626) 932-5501, 
if you have any questions. 

cc: City Council 
James Hunt, Police Chief 

·1887 

),lomDv:a, California 91016-2888 • (626) 932-5550 • FAX (626) 9J2-5520 
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CITY 
303 EAST "8" STREET, CIVIC CENTER 

PAU_ S. LEON 
MAYOR 

JiM IN, BOWMAN 

A'J\I~ D. WApt,JEH 
:JE8FJ\ DORST~PCAAD/~ 

PAUI_ \JJNCENT AVILA 

COUti,:IL Mi1MSr,QS 

8 i II Bog,ord, President 
League of California Cities 
1400 K Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, California 95814 

ONTARIO 

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution 

Dear President Boganrd: 

CALIfORNiA 917G.1~"! 105 

Jul)' 18,2013 

(909) 395-2000 
FAX (909) 395-2Q70 

CHRIS HUGHES 
('111' rJM/AGCA 

MARY E.. WtRTES 1I.1MC 
CIT! CU,A>f 

,lAMES n IJ!JU-iIE:ER 
TREAS,jREfl 

011 behalf of the City of Ontario, J am writing to exprt-ss support for [he League of Californi3 Cities' 
Public Safety Resolution, which will be submitted for considcr3lion by the League's General Assembly at 
the September 2013 Annual Confcrcno,; in Sacramemo. 

The League's Resolution seeks to highlight a number of deficie.ncies v"ith the current public surety 
;'calignment policy, and what fLmding and policy changes need to occur in response. The rt~olution 
specifically calls out the need for ongoing local Jaw enforcement funding related to realignment, as wel! 
3$ moddicatrofl of the criteria f'or which offenders arc eligible for post-release community supervision; 
i.e., B non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria th:H focuses on total criminal history rather than 
merely the las1 recorded offense. 

As a member of the League. our City values the policy development process provided to the General 
Assembly, Pleo,e contact Chris Hughes, City Manager, at (909) 395-20 J 0, if you bave any questions. 

S IIlcercl)" 

/~) ~ jc;:::P /.:., 
PAUL S. LEON 
Mayor 

WW'v',.',ci.oni;:;rio,ca.l1S 
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July 18, 2013 

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

RE: Public Safety Realignment Resolution 

Dear Presloent Bogaard: 

F;rom the Office of the Mayor 
Shelly Higginbotham 

760 Mattie Road 
Pismo Beach, CA 93449 

(805) 235-6604 
shigginbotham({i)pismobeach.oJ'g 

.. --.-- ------ ""' - - -- .--" 

On behalf of the City of Pismo Beach, I 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 resolution 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 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 James R. Lewis, City Manager, at (805) 773-
7007. if you have any questions. 
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Helene SC''\r1eider 

Mayor 

City of Santa Barbara 
Office of Mayor 

July 19,2013 

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

H SCll n e I d er<f",SJ nt<1 Barhn ra C A, gil \' 

www.Sunt<lBUrOf\fo(A.g(w 

Ci!y Hail 
RE: Public Safely Realignment Resolution 

735 Anacaph Street 

Sama 88rbnra, CA 

9:l1D1·199(J 

i'vi(Jiill'IY Addl ('.55 

P,O Boy 1990 

S8r'lt8 BClrbFlfs, CA 

S~110L-19£'t, 

rei 805,56<: 53:23 

Fax BOS.SE<l.5Ll75 

Dear President Bogaard: 

On behalf of the City of Santa Barbara, I am writing to express support for the League of 
California Cities' Public Safely 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 
resolution specifically calls out the need for ongoing local law enforcement funding related \0 

realignment, as well as modification of tile criteria for which offenders are eligible for pOSI­
release community supervision, i.c. a non-violent, non-serious, non-sex offender criteria that 
focuses on total criminal history rather than merely the last recorded offense. 

It is imp0l1ant to our City, that such state-mandated programs remain fully-funded and that the 
regulations 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. 

Sincerely. 

He lene Schneider, 
Mayor 

cc: Dave Mullinax. League ofCaiifornia Cities 
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