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Legislative Bulletin

AB 2705 (Jones) Mello-Roos Transit Funding 
AB 2705 (Jones), which would add public transit to the list of services that can be financed under the Mello-Roos Community Facilities Act of 1982, has moved to the Assembly Floor. This bill would provide a new source of funding for transit, and will further help local communities to experience the economic, social, and environmental benefits that public transit offers. Please contact your Assembly Member as soon as possible to express your support for this bill. Click here to see our floor alert. 
AB 2791 (DeSaulnier) Public Transit Safety Funds
Assembly Member Mark DeSaulnier has introduced AB 2971, which creates the “Fair Share for Safety Program.” This program would require Caltrans to conduct an annual analysis for fatality rates of all modes of travel, as specified, and to apportion federal transportation safety funds, as specified, in a manner that is proportionate to the rate of fatalities for each mode of travel. In addition, the bill would authorize a local agency to require the payment of a fee, as specified, as a condition of issuing a building permit for purposes of defraying the actual or estimated cost of constructing other transportation facilities, including pedestrian, bicycle, transit, and traffic-calming facilities, if specified conditions are met. The fees collected would be deposited in a multimodal fund. This bill is currently on the Suspense file in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. Please contact Assembly Appropriations Committee Chair Mark Leno (D-San Francisco) to urge him to move this bill from Suspense.
Support AB 1221 (Ma) Infrastructure Financing Districts
AB 1221 brings Infrastructure Financing Districts (IFDs) more in line with redevelopment districts by removing the voter approval currently needed for cities and counties to create IFDs. The bill would also increase the area included in a transit village plan to include up to 1/2 mile of the exterior boundary of the parcel on which is located a transit station.
IFDs allow reallocation of existing tax revenues to improve a designated area. Local agencies that will contribute their property tax increment revenue to the IFD must still approve the plan. In current law, to legally form an IFD, a two-thirds voter approval is required. This requirement differs from the process for establishing redevelopment areas where only the approval of the city council or board of supervisors, respectively, is required. The requirement for voter approval, which is not due to any constitutional limitation, is a very high bar and has proven to discourage locals from pursuing the establishment of IFDs.

IFDs can issue 30-year bonds that are paid from local property tax increment revenues to finance highways, transit, water systems, sewer projects, flood control, child care facilities, libraries, parks, and solid waste facilities. These districts can therefore play a critical role in funding much needed transit projects.
This bill has been set for hearing in the Senate Local Government Committee on Wednesday, May 7th.  Please see a sample support letter that you can send to the Committee by clicking here. The members of the Committee are: Gloria Negrete McLeod (Chair) (D – Chino), Dave Cox (R – Fair Oaks), Tom Harman (R – Orange), Christine Kehoe (D – San Diego), and Mike Machado (D – Linden). 
Legislative Committee Workshop on SB 375
On April 21st, the Association Legislative Committee participated in an all day workshop to discuss SB 375 (Steinberg), which is a regional planning measure aimed at reducing vehicle miles traveled and combating greenhouse gas emissions. Participants included staff from Senator Steinberg’s office, the office of current President pro Tem Don Perata (D-Oakland), and Assembly Speaker Fabian Nunez (D-L.A.), as well as representatives from the League of California Cities and the California State Association of Counties.  
While the Legislative Committee did not take an official position on the bill it has drafted a letter to Senator Steinberg stating the California Transit Association’s principles with respect to transit funding and land use. Please click here to see the SB 375 letter.
Propositions 98/99

Propositions 98 and 99, which will appear on California's June 3, 2008 ballot, were discussed at the May 1st Legislative Committee meeting. 
Proposition 98 bars state and local governments from condemning or damaging private property for private uses. It prohibits rent control and similar measures. Furthermore, it prohibits deference to government in property rights cases. It defines “just compensation” as fair market value. An award of attorney fees and costs is also required if a property owner obtains a judgment for more than the amount offered by the government. Governmental entities are also required to offer to the original owner of condemned property the right to repurchase property at condemned price when property is put to substantially different use than was publicly stated.  
Proposition 99 bars state and local governments from using eminent domain to acquire an owner-occupied residence, as defined, for conveyance to a private person or business entity. It creates exceptions for public work or improvement, public health and safety protection, and crime prevention. Proposition 99 is a direct response to public concerns raised following the United States Supreme Court’s decision in Kelo vs. City of New London, in which it was the decided that the use of eminent domain could transfer property from one private owner to another for economic development, which was widely criticized because it could lead to large corporations benefiting at the expense of individual homeowners and local communities. In addition, Prop 99 does not negatively affect public transit. 
The Legislative Committee voted to support Proposition 99 and oppose Proposition 98. 
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