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The Delta/Water package was put on the inactieeddrly Saturday morning he five-bill Delta/Water package
consisting of SB 12 (Simitian, D-Palo Alto); SB 2@avley, D-Santa Monica); SB 458 (Wolk, D-Daviap 39
(Huffman, D-San Rafael); and AB 49 (Feuer, D-Losggéles) emerged from the Water Conference Committee
early last week with no Republican conferee sigrstuBy mid-day Friday the five bills were guttedda
amended into one bill, SB 722 (Steinberg, D-Sacraa)eonly to be gutted and amended again by ragjhtfto

yet another bill, SB 68 also by Senator SteinbArdinancing mechanism or water bond measure wasings
from the package, but Senator Dave Cogdill (R-Fogsmd Assembly Member Anna Caballero (D-Salinas) h
been working on separate measures to accomplishmilsaing piece. Even before committee membersthad
newly gutted and amended bill the Assembly Watek$?and Wildlife Committee held a 6:30 p.m. hearamg
SB 68. Despite opposition from environmental, labbusiness, environmental justice and agricultural
organizations the bill passed out of committee, dnte it was clear it would not garner the necgssenple
majority votes on the Assembly Floor the bill wag pn the inactive file at the end of the first ye&the 2009-

10 legislative session. Farm Bureau was oppos&@t68.

Legislative leaders have called on the governocdovene a special legislative session within 30sday
continue seeking a workable water solution. Theseasus among observers is that this will likelythee next
step. Farm Bureau will continue to emphasize thedrfer comprehensive water solutions to developliabile
water supply for a healthy economy and ecosysteeneVer the Legislature reconvenes.

Two bills that would have increased the authorityhe California Coastal Commission and its stadf@sent to
the Inactive File in the Senate and are dead ferytbar AB 291 (Lori Saldafia, D-San Diego) that would &av
allowed the staff of the Coastal Commission to ateilally halt processing of a permit applicationthe
Commission staff asserts that any violation exists the property was defeated on a vote of 22 to 16.
Reconsideration was granted and the bill was sulesgly sent to the Inactive File, so technicallseinains alive
and can potentially be taken up again next yeaseAblymember Ira Ruskin (D-Redwood City) read the
handwriting on the wall after the defeat of AB 226d chose to park his measure that would have egiahe
Commission new judicial authority by allowing it tevy civil penalty for violations of the Coastalch We
greatly appreciate the active involvement of ournFdeam members as well as the contributions dirgel
coalition of other statewide organizations thaivaty opposed these measures with Farm Bureau.

The rolicall on AB 226 was as follows: “AYES:” Alest, Corbett, DeSaulnier, Florez, Hancock, Kehoend,
Liu, Lowenthal, Pavley, Romero, Simitian, Steinhe¥dgiggins, Wolk, and Yee; “NOES:” Aanestad, Ashburn
Benoit, Calderon, Cedillo, Cogdill, Correa, Cox,ibam, Dutton, Ducheny, Harman, Hollingsworth, Huff,
Maldonado, Negrete-McLeod, Price, Runner, StricltlanWValters, Wright, and Wyland; “ABSENT,
ABSTAINING, OR NOT VOTING:” Oropeza, and Padilla.



The Assembly concurred in the Senate amendmem®8t852 (Paul Fong, D-Mountain View), which would
require mandatory electronic filing of property tstatements, and sent the measure to the goverher bill
exempts taxpayers who demonstrate to the countgssss that this e-filing requirement would be an
unreasonable burden on their business. The bill alempts any taxpayer whose personal propertyahas
assessed value of less than $100,000 in the pseyear. Farm Bureau opposes AB 852 due to itsdackarity
regarding what constitutes an unreasonable burden.

SB 250 (Florez, D-Shafter) failed passage on theeAsbly Floor on a vote of 28-42 this week. The wills
amended when it came out of the Appropriations Cdtaento exempt working dogs used on Californiasis
and ranches, however it did not ensure that thesngstion would be acknowledged by local governméritsey
were to enact further spay and neuter requirem&ikeen Senator Florez committed to taking amendmients
exempt working dogs, he also committed to ensutiiag this exemption would be protected at the loeed!.
This bill as currently written requires dogs, novered by the exemptions, and cats in Californiagspayed or
neutered, unless the owner obtains an “intact” gefon the dog, or keeps the cat indoors at allesmif dog
owners have been cited for certain pet relatedatianis, they are ineligible to obtain an intactprincluded in
the list of violations, is allowing a dog to runlatge. CFBF remains opposed to SB 250 until theking dog
exemption is covered at both the state and los&lde The bill was granted reconsideration and plased on
the Assembly inactive file on Thursday. Senatoré&zacould bring the bill back up for amendments aote in
January, although members of the Assembly sentoagsimessage to the author and sponsor with a ityajor
voting No.

SB 14 (Simitian, D-Palo Alto) and AB 64 (KrekoriaD;Burbank) passed in the final hours of the ledige
session. Although SB 14 overtook AB 64 as the Mehaf choice for mandating an increase to the 'state
renewable portfolio standard from tkarrent 20% by 2010 to at least 33% by 2@26h bills both proceeded
through the legislative process. The two bills wesey similar, although only AB 64 would have edistied the
Energy Planning and Infrastructure Coordinati@@mmittee, to be tasked with designating and rankin
transmission corridors. In the last week of sessiba provisions of SB 14 that were negotiated gawhered
additional support were divided in two, with a pamtbeing split off into a gutted AB 64. Hearings looth bills
were held late in the week to address addition&retments regarding price caps, access to out4ef+®sources
and technical planning. CFBF joined with other hass and agricultural groups in opposing the lagest and
submitted a veto request. It is anticipated thee&®war will veto both pieces of legislation, butrsign Executive
Order that directs ARB to work with the state’s yyeagencies to deliver on the 33% renewable reqent.
The Governor had issued an Executive Order edhatrsupported a 33% mandate.

SB 7 (Wiggins, D-Santa Rosa), which would extenel lgngth of time customers are able to offset usHge
energy against generation under net metering flar smd wind is awaiting a vote on the AssemblyoEldt was
placed on the inactive file, and was never takéthefinactive list for a vote.

SB 32 (Negrete MclLeod, D-Chino) which would expdedd-in tariffs, and allow customers with existinet-
metered projects to move to feed-in tariffs (a mouerently prohibited by the CPUC) passed and mdeed
enrollment.CFBF joined with other agricultural groups in sugpw the legislation.

AB 527 (Fuentes, D-Sylmar) would amend the Calirbabor Code to require the Labor Commissioner to
deem all wage and hour records falsified if any @vaad hour record is falsifiedCFBF and a wide range of
California business interests have opposed AB BRdughout the process, on the grounds that a singlance

of a unapproved falsification of a record coulddenan employer defenseless against a claim foaidnpages,
missed meal and rest periods and a variety of qtbssible violations. In spite of that oppositiboth houses if
the Assembly have passed AB 527 and it awaits kemeok before being sent to the Governor.




AB 793 (Jones, D-Sacramento) would amend Califolawa to virtually eliminate any statute of limitatis on
pay-and-benefits lawsuits, for the stated purpdsenaking California law uniform with federal law goay
equity CFBF and the California business community op@oSB 793 but the Assembly has passed it and is
poised to send it to the Governor for final action.

AB 854 (Arambula, I-Fresno) would require Farm LaBwmntractors (FLCs) to verify they have no outding
wage-related court judgments or pending fines fthenLabor Commissioner before they can renew ibtaie-
mandated FLC licenseFarm Bureau has supported AB 854 in hopes ofamipg the professionalism of FLCs
growers rely on to provide labor on farms. AB 854n enrollment before being sent to the Goveifoorfinal
action.

AB 1000 (Ma, D-San Francisco) would have requinegblyers to furnish paid sick-leave to workers vilave
worked for only seven daysAB 1000 died in Assembly Appropriations in Majytlwno further action taken.
CFBF opposed AB 1000 because it would have oppasedtly mandate on small employers with short-term
labor forces.

AB 1288 (Fong, D-Mountain View) would prohibit |[dcand regional governments from requiring busingdee
use the flawed federal E-Verify system to verife tlegal employment status of their workforces #thare
seeking procurement contracts or as part of aegsiht of an enforcement issu€&arm Bureau supported AB
1288 because agriculture cannot comply with a requent to use E-Verify in the absence of a workable
agricultural guest worker program and should notsbbject to inconsistent requirements across jictisas.

AB 1288 is awaiting final action by the Governor.

Efforts early in the session to increase employiesibility in managing state-mandated meal anst geriods
failed. The business community and CFBF worked with &am Calderon (D-Montebello) to craft legislation,
but the labor community refused to engage constelgtin the discussion.

SB 356 (Wright, D-Inglewood) would have requiredtstagencies to significantly expand consultatidh whe
regulated community CFBF and the business community supported SBWbigh failed in committee.

SB 789 (Steinberg, D-Sacramento) would have revibedstate’s Agricultural Labor Relations Act tdoal

unions to claim the right to represent workers lo@ basis of a simple majority of workers signingrts” or
some similar show of interest in potential uniopresentation, rather than preserving the right afkers to cast
a private ballot for or against unionizatioBFBF, a large segment of California agriculturel éhe California
business community opposed SB 789, which the Govesmtoed on September 2.

SB 827 (Wright, D- Los Angeles) will prevent a cbdecision in Natural Resources Defense CouncBouth
Coast Air Quality Management District) from keepirtbe air district from being able to issue ovehausand
pending permits that are either exempt from offsguirements or qualified to use offset cred@sirrently this
lawsuit has blocked implementation of nearly 1,B#uth Coast Air Quality Management District pernids
schools, fire stations, police stations, water igypgblants, pollution control projects, hospitalslectricity
generation, manufacturing and others. In additmooye than 2000 existing permits are potentiallyjectbto
being cancelled. Blocking these permits means jlas¢ and delays in building needed projects. SB 896
sponsored by the air district and numerous pulritt private entities. It was approved by the legisk and is
awaiting the governor’s signature. Farm Bureau stippl.




AB 222 co-authored by (Adams, R-Hesperia) and (M&an Francisco) would be of immense benefit to
California agriculture by providing a practicaleattative to the open-field burning of agricultupgproducts and
offer an environmentally-sensitive alternative le &gricultural land-spreading of sewage sludgeould also
help enable the state to meet its new Low Carbar Standard (LCFS) mandate that requires substifitD%

of fuel with non petroleum sources such as biofueB 222 will provide new revenue sources for tgeaultural
industry if the feed stocks to comply with the LC&® grown and processed within the state withoany way
reducing or impacting the state’s output of agtimal food resources. Unfortunately the waste mamemt
industry in cooperation with Senate staff was sssfté in stopping this bill. Farm Bureau was iport.

SB 2 (Wiggins, D-Santa Rosa) extends the authasizedbr the assessment to fund research and ottreac
Pierce’s Disease to March 1, 2016 upon a posigverendum voteThe bill also provides a mechanism for the
Pierce’s Disease Board to increase, within theadleestablished cap of $3 per $1,000 farm-gateeyahe
annual assessment rate to fund research and duirgamther pests that are deemed a major thoeainegrape
growing in California. SB 2 has been approved gy ldgislature and is awaiting the governor’s sigratFarm
Bureau supported the bill.




