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APA California Legislative Update – March/April 2011
BY SANDE GEORGE, APA CALIFORNIA LOBBYIST
STEFAN/GEORGE ASSOCIATES  
APA CALIFORNIA POSITION ON THE ELIMINATION OF REDEVELOPMENT AGENCIES
As of this writing, the Legislature has passed approximately $7.4 billion in cuts and fund transfers without passing the major revenue options to make up the difference in the total $26 billion budget deficit.  The budget votes are continuing, with a race to make a June election allowing the voters to extend the sales, income and vehicle tax increases that expire soon.  So far, the 2/3 vote needed to send the tax extensions to the voters hinges on a deal for various reforms, fiscal and environmental, advocated by five Republicans in exchange for the budget vote.  Stay tuned.

Of chief concern to APA is a major, controversial budget proposal to eliminate redevelopment agencies, sending $1.7 billion in redevelopment revenue to the state this year. To find the votes to gain this revenue, the Governor has promised to discuss redevelopment reforms later this year.  So far, that has not garnered enough votes to abolish redevelopment agencies, with members asking why the reforms should not be completed first, rather than after a wholesale and irreversible elimination of redevelopment agencies.

APA agrees that there are areas in redevelopment law that can be improved, but redevelopment tools should remain in place while that discussion occurs. Below is the policy statement and official position of APA:

 APA CA Policy Statement:
The California Chapter of the American Planning Association (APA CA) supports the use of redevelopment in California.  Redevelopment builds and improves communities, provides tools to more quickly implement general plans, spurs job growth and taxes and is a significant provider of infrastructure, urban development and affordable housing in the state.   The elimination of the redevelopment tool without the creation of alternative methods for local agencies to use to address the issues of infrastructure, renovation of blighted areas, economic development and the development of affordable housing is shortsighted. While APA CA recognizes the challenges of the State’s budget are substantial, in this tumultuous time, eliminating important redevelopment tools without the development of alternate regulatory and financing tools for local agencies to use in their place will make it even harder for local agencies to address California’s critical planning, affordable housing, SB 375 and economic development goals.  
For these reasons, APA CA desires to work with the Governor and the Legislature to find alternate reforms that would retain the core functions of redevelopment agencies and help address the critical budget deficit. APA CA believes it is vital to find alternative methods to retain the basic functions of redevelopment prior to any action to simply eliminate redevelopment agencies.
 Hot Bills 

For an up-to-date list of all bills anytime, log on to the APA California website at www.calapa.org.com
AB 1220 (Alejo) Statute of limitations for housing element challenges 

Opposed

This bill is modeled after AB 602 from last year, which was vetoed by the Governor. Sponsored by the housing advocate organizations, it was designed to deal with the court’s decision in Urban Habitats v. City of Pleasanton that existing law provides a 90-day statute of limitations on provisions in 65009 (d), 60 days for the local agency to respond, and one year to sue.  The housing advocates believe that this decision inappropriately limits their ability to challenge housing elements and other housing policies and ordinances, even though they were allowed to proceed in this case based on alternative challenge provisions. Although local governments and APA met several times with the author and sponsors, we were unable to come to a mutually agreeable compromise.  Instead, working with the Building Industry Association, the bill was amended to allow a five-year statute of limitations on challenges to housing elements and implementing ordinances, as well as providing various exemptions for projects underway from building moratoriums mandated by the courts during a challenge.  
AB 1220 includes that five-year statute of limitations.  APA remains opposed on this bill. This measure will encourage a broad array of lawsuits that do not differentiate between major noncompliance with state law or a small difference in interpretation, leave local agencies, developers and businesses unfairly open to uncertainty long after decisions have been made, and expose local agencies to millions of dollars in attorneys fees even if the city or county successfully defend a lawsuit.  It also ignores the many other new fast and effective remedies that address the sponsor’s concerns provided in SB 375.
SB 244 (wolk) disadvantaged unincorporated communities 

opposed

This bill is modeled after SB 1174 by Wolk last year, which would require a city or county to amend its General Plan to address the presence of island, fringe, or legacy unincorporated communities inside or near its boundaries. Without a source of funding to assist communities with the planning and infrastructure funding, this bill was not pursued last year. SB 244 contains the same major flaws.  APA remains opposed. 

Many cities and counties have taken steps to address disadvantaged incorporated communities and APA recognizes the importance of an inclusive planning process that addresses the need of communities and populations that have been historically underserved. However, one roadblock consistently impedes major infrastructure upgrades in California’s communities: funding.  As currently drafted, this bill would impose a very expensive new mandate on cities and counties to amend their General Plans with an extraordinary amount of detail regarding not only disadvantaged communities but “fringe” communities as well.  It also requires cities and counties to take steps to mitigate a very broad and un-prioritized list of services in these communities without funds to complete these requirements.
SB 226 (simitian) ceqa STREAMLINING
Watch

This bill currently makes a minor change to the scoping process under CEQA. However, it may become a vehicle for a package of CEQA streamlining options that will improve the CEQA process without deleting CEQA’s important purposes.  APA and AEP formed the Enhanced CEQA Action Team (ECAT) in December with the express task of developing legislation that will provide concrete CEQA streamlining.  ECAT intends to be a major player in discussions to amend CEQA this year and plan to work with the Legislature to see those changes adopted.
Important deadlines

May 6 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to Fiscal Committees fiscal bills introduced in their house 

May 13 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to the Floor non-fiscal bills introduced in their house 

May 20 Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 6 

May 27 Last day for fiscal committees to hear and report to the Floor bills introduced in their house (J.R. 61 (a)(5)). Last day for fiscal committees to meet prior to June 6 
May 31 – June 3 Floor Session Only. No committee may meet for any purpose 

June 3 Last day for bills to be passed out of the house of origin 
June 6 Committee meetings may resume 

June 15 Budget must be passed by midnight 
July 8 Last day for policy committees to meet and report bills 

July 15 Summer Recess begins at the end of this day’s session, provided Budget Bill has been enacted

Aug. 15 Legislature reconvenes from Summer Recess 
Aug. 26 Last day for fiscal committees to meet and report bills to the Floor 

Aug. 29 – Sept. 9 Floor Session only. No committees, other than conference committees and Rules Committee, may meet for any purpose 

Sept. 2 Last day to amend bills on the Floor

Sept. 9 Last day for each house to pass bills 
