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RE: Bills to Monitor and for Action – Status as of March 10, 2017 
                 
 

 Adherence to Strategic Plan: 
Goal B: Regional Advocacy.  Advocate for the interests of the South Bay 
 

 
ENVIRONMENT 

SB 618 
(Bradford) 

Load-serving entities: integrated resource plans: This 
bill would require that the integrated resource plan filed by 
a load-serving entity be reviewed and approved by the 
commission. The bill would require that the plans of all 
load-serving entities contribute to a diverse and balanced 
portfolio of resources needed to ensure a reliable 
electricity supply that provides optimal integration of 
renewable energy in a cost-effective manner and meets 
the specified emissions limits for greenhouse gases in 
proportion to each load-serving entity’s load share so that 
there is no cost shifting among load-serving entities.  

Recommend 
MONITOR 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3/9/17 
Senate Energy, Utilities, and 
Communications 
Hearing Date:  April 4 
 
NOTE: Could restrict CCA power 
purchases 

 
 
REVENUE 

AB252 
(Ridley-
Thomas) 

Local government: taxation: prohibition: video streaming 
services.  Existing law authorizes counties, cities, and 
other local agencies to impose various taxes and fees in 
connection with activity or property within those 
jurisdictions. The California Constitution also authorizes a 
charter city to levy local taxes to raise revenues for local 
purposes, subject to restrictions imposed by that city’s 
charter or preemption in matters of statewide concern. 
This bill, until January 1, 2023, would prohibit the 
imposition by a city, city and county, or county, 
including a chartered city, city and county, or county, 
of a tax on video streaming services, including, but 

Recommend 
OPPOSE 

3/1/17 
Assembly Revenue and 
Taxation Committee 
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not limited to, any tax on the sale or use of video 
streaming services or utility user taxes. 

 
 
TRANSPORTATION 

AB 1 
(Frazier) 

& 
SB 1  

(Beall) 
 

Transportation Funding. This bill would create the Road 
Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program to address 
deferred maintenance on the state highway system and the 
local street and road system including revenues attributable 
to a $0.012 per gallon increase in the motor vehicle fuel 
(gasoline) tax imposed by the bill with an inflation 
adjustment, as provided, an increase of $38 in the annual 
vehicle registration fee with an inflation adjustment, as 
provided, a new $165 annual vehicle registration fee with an 
inflation adjustment, as provided, applicable to zero-
emission motor vehicles. 
This bill would annually set aside $200,000,000 of the funds 
available for the program to fund road maintenance and 
rehabilitation purposes in counties that have sought and 
received voter approval of taxes or that have imposed fees, 
including uniform developer fees, as defined, which taxes or 
fees are dedicated solely to transportation improvements. 
The bill would require $80,000,000 for expenditure on the 
Active Transportation Program. The bill would require 
$30,000,000 in each of 4 fiscal years beginning in 2017–18 
to be transferred to the Advance Mitigation Fund created by 
the bill pursuant to (12) below. The bill would continuously 
appropriate $2,000,000 annually of the funds available for 
the program to the California State University for the 
purpose of conducting transportation research and 
transportation-related workforce education, training, and 
development, and $3,000,000 annually to the institutes for 
transportation studies at the University of California. The bill 
would require the remaining funds available for the program 
to be allocated 50% for maintenance of the state highway 
system or to the state highway operation and protection 
program and 50% to cities and counties pursuant to a 
specified formula. The bill would authorize a city or county 
to spend its apportionment of funds under the program on 
transportation priorities other than those allowable pursuant 

Recommend 
MONITOR or 
SUPPORT 

AB 1 – 1/19/17  
Assembly Transportation 
Committee   
 
SB 1 – 3/8/17 
Senate Appropriations 
Committee 
 
Both are urgency bills requiring a 
2/3 vote 
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to the program if the city’s or county’s average Pavement 
Condition Index meets or exceeds 80. 
The bill would also require the department to annually 
identify savings achieved through efficiencies implemented 
at the department and to propose, from the identified 
savings, an appropriation to be included in the annual 
Budget Act of up to $70,000,000 from the State Highway 
Account for the Active Transportation Program. 
This bill would exclude the California Transportation 
Commission from the Transportation Agency, establish it as 
an entity in state government, and require it to act in an 
independent oversight role.  
(3) This bill would create the Office of the Transportation 
Inspector General in state government, as an independent 
office to ensure that all state agencies expending state 
transportation funds are operating efficiently, effectively, 
and in compliance with federal and state laws. The bill would 
provide for the Governor to appoint the Transportation 
Inspector General for a 6-year term, subject to confirmation 
by the Senate, and would provide that the Transportation 
Inspector General may not be removed from office during 
the term except for good cause. The bill would specify the 
duties and responsibilities of the Transportation Inspector 
General and would require an annual report to the 
Legislature and Governor. 
This bill would require the department to update the 
Highway Design Manual to incorporate the “complete 
streets” design concept by July 1, 2017. 
(4) This bill would require the Department of Transportation 
to prepare a loan repayment schedule and would require the 
outstanding loans to be repaid pursuant to that schedule. 
(5) The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and 
Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B) created the 
Trade Corridors Improvement Fund and provided for 
allocation by the California Transportation Commission of 
$2 billion in bond funds for infrastructure improvements on 
highway and rail corridors that have a high volume of freight 
movement and for specified categories of projects eligible to 
receive these funds. This bill would deposit the revenues 
attributable to a $0.20 per gallon increase in the diesel fuel 
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excise tax imposed by the bill into the Trade Corridors 
Improvement Fund. The bill would require revenues 
apportioned to the state from the national highway freight 
program established by the federal Fixing America’s 
Surface Transportation Act to be allocated for trade corridor 
improvement projects approved pursuant to these 
provisions. 
The bill would also expand eligible projects to include, 
among others, rail landside access improvements, landside 
freight access improvements to airports, and certain capital 
and operational improvements. 
(6) Existing law requires all moneys, except for fines and 
penalties, collected by the State Air Resources Board from 
the auction or sale of allowances as part of a market-based 
compliance mechanism relative to reduction of greenhouse 
gas emissions to be deposited in the Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund. Existing law continuously appropriates 
10% of the annual proceeds of the fund to the Transit and 
Intercity Rail Capital Program and 5% of the annual 
proceeds of the fund to the Low Carbon Transit Operations 
Program. 
This bill would, beginning in the 2017–18 fiscal year, instead 
continuously appropriate 20% of those annual proceeds to 
the Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program and 10% of 
those annual proceeds to the Low Carbon Transit 
Operations Program. 
(7) This bill would delete the transfer of these miscellaneous 
revenues to the Transportation Debt Service Fund to the 
General Fund for debt service on general obligation 
transportation bonds issued pursuant to Proposition 116 of 
1990. The bill, subject to a specified exception, would 
instead require the miscellaneous revenues to be retained 
in the State Highway Account and to be deposited in the 
Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Account. 
(8) This bill, commencing July 1, 2017, would instead 
transfer to the Highway Users Tax Account for allocation to 
state and local transportation purposes under a specified 
formula the portion of gasoline excise tax revenues currently 
being deposited in the General Fund that are attributable to 
boats, agricultural vehicles, and off-highway vehicles.  
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(9) This bill would eliminate the annual rate adjustment to 
maintain revenue neutrality for the gasoline and diesel 
excise tax rates and would reimpose the higher gasoline 
excise tax rate that was in effect on July 1, 2010, in addition 
to the increase in the rate described in (1) above. 
This bill would increase the additional sales and use tax on 
diesel fuel by an additional 3.5%. The bill would restrict 
revenues from this increase to transit capital purposes and 
certain transit services and would require a recipient transit 
agency to comply with certain requirements, including 
submitting a list of proposed projects to the Department of 
Transportation, as a condition of receiving a portion of these 
funds. The bill would require the Controller to compute and 
publish quarterly proposed allocations for each eligible 
recipient agency under the State Transit Assistance 
Program. The bill would require an existing required audit of 
transit operator finances to verify that these new revenues 
have been expended in conformance with these specific 
restrictions and all other generally applicable requirements. 
This bill would, beginning July 1, 2019, and every 3rd year 
thereafter, require the State Board of Equalization to 
recompute the gasoline and diesel excise tax rates and the 
additional sales and use tax rate on diesel fuel based upon 
the percentage change in the California Consumer Price 
Index transmitted to the board by the Department of 
Finance. 
(10) The bill would require the commission, as part of its 
review of the program, to hold at least one hearing in 
northern California and one hearing in southern California 
regarding the proposed program. The bill would require the 
department to submit any change to a programmed project 
as an amendment to the commission for its approval. 
This bill, on and after August 1, 2017, would also require the 
commission to make an allocation of all capital and support 
costs for each project in the program, and would require the 
department to submit a supplemental project allocation 
request to the commission for each project that experiences 
cost increases above the amounts in its allocation. The bill 
would require the commission to establish guidelines to 
provide exceptions to the requirement for a supplemental 
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project allocation requirement that the commission 
determines are necessary to ensure that projects are not 
unnecessarily delayed. 
(11) The bill would also prohibit loans of weight fee 
revenues to the General Fund. 
(12) The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to 
be prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental 
impact report on a project that it proposes to carry out or 
approve that may have a significant effect on the 
environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that 
the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a 
lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative declaration for 
a project that may have a significant effect on the 
environment if revisions in the project would avoid or 
mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that 
the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the 
environment. 
CEQA, until January 1, 2020, exempts a project or an 
activity to repair, maintain, or make minor alterations to an 
existing roadway, as defined, other than a state roadway, if 
the project or activity is carried out by a city or county with a 
population of less than 100,000 persons to improve public 
safety and meets other specified requirements. 
This bill would extend the above-referenced exemption 
indefinitely and delete the limitation of the exemption to 
projects or activities in cities and counties with a population 
of less than 100,000 persons. The bill would also expand 
the exemption to include state roadways. 
This bill would also establish the Advance Mitigation 
Program in the Department of Transportation. The bill would 
authorize the department to undertake mitigation measures 
in advance of construction of a planned transportation 
project. The bill would require the department to establish a 
steering committee to advise the department on advance 
mitigation measures and related matters. The bill would 
provide for reimbursement of the revolving fund at the time 
a planned transportation project benefiting from advance 
mitigation is constructed. 
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FEDERAL 

HR 735 
(Adam Smith-

WA) 

 (New BRAC Legislation) 
 “To establish a fair and transparent process that will result 

in the timely consolidation, closure, and realignment of 
military installations inside the United States and will 
realize improved efficiencies in the cost and management 
of military installations, and for other purposes.” 

Proposed: 
OPPOSE  

1/31/17  
Referred to House 
Appropriations Committee 
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