MEETING AGENDA
Monday, October 15, 2012
Southwest Riverside County Association of Realtors®
26529 Jefferson Ave, Murrieta CA 92562
Presiding: Dennis Frank, Chair
2012 Strategic Initiatives
Budget & Tax Reform / Job Creation and Retention / Environmental Reform

Call to Order, Roll Call & Introductions:
Chair Report
Agenda Items
1.

Approval of August 2012 Meeting Minutes

Action

2.

Legislative Report #10
• Reconsideration: Proposition 33, Automobile Insurance Persistency Discounts
• Reconsideration: Proposition 36 Changes in the 'Three Strikes' Law

Action

3.

Measure Y Presentation

Action

4.

SWCLC Bill Tracking and Report Card

Information

5.

Regional Legislator, Staff and Stakeholder Updates

Information

Federal:
State:
Local:

6.
7.
8.

Dennis Frank

Senators Feinstein & Boxer. Representatives Issa, Bono-Mack, Calvert & Hunter
Governor Brown, Senators Emmerson & Anderson, Assemblymembers Jeffries & Nestande
County, Cities, Utilities, EDC, Healthcare, League of Cities

Chamber & Council Member Announcements
Lunch Sponsor
Adjourn – Next meeting November 19, 2012

Information
Thank You

The Southwest California Legislative Council Thanks Our Partners:
- Southwest Riverside Country
Association of Realtors
- Metropolitan Water District of
Southern California
- Near-Cal Corporation
- Economic Development Corp of
Southwest California

- Elsinore Valley Municipal Water
District
- The Gas Company
- Abbott Vascular
- The Murrieta Temecula Group
- Temecula Valley Chamber of
Commerce
- Murrieta Chamber of Commerce

- Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of
Commerce
- Wildomar Chamber of Commerce
- Southern California Edison
- Loma Linda University Medical
Center
- Southwest Healthcare Systems

Please consider adding your business to the list. The SWCLC is fully funded by sponsorships from various private organizations and businesses.
The SWCLC exists solely because of the contributions of these proactive organizations and businesses located throughout the region.
Without their support the actions of the SWCLC would not be possible.

Chair Report
•
•
•
•
•
•

Win on SB 1186 - Nuisance Lawsuits
Loss on AB 1098 - Allocation of VLF Fees
Questions for October 18 Assembly Candidate Forum
November Strategic Planning Meeting
December - Dark
Thanks to guests
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Southwest California Legislative Council
Murrieta Chamber of Commerce
Temecula Valley Chamber of Commerce
Lake Elsinore Chamber of Commerce
Wildomar Chamber of Commerce
Meeting Minutes
September 17, 2012
Legislative Consultant:

Gene Wunderlich

2012 Chair:

Dennis Frank

Directors Attendance:

Nicole Albrecht, Financial Accounting Services
Steve Amante, Amante & Associates
Glen Daigle, Oakgrove Equities
Isaac Lizarraga, Rancho Ford Lincoln
Tony Lopicolo, First Citizens Bank
Don Murray, Commerce Bank of Temecula Valley
Karie Reuther, Granite Construction
Tommy Thompson, Building Industry Association
Roger Ziemer, The Gas Company

Directors Absent:

Alex Braicovich, CR & R, Inc., Jeff George, Superior Quality Construction,
Michael Klein, Nigro & Nigro, PC, Joan Sparkman, Mt. San Jacinto College, Gary
Thornhill, Tierra Verde

Council Guests:

Andrew Abeles, Coldwell Banker Residential Brokerage
Brian Ambrose – City of Murrieta
Danielle Coates, Eastern Municipal Water District
Ken Dickson, Murrieta Valley Unified School district
Leslie Doherty, CPA
Stan Donegan, Senator Joel Anderson
Rick Gibbs, City of Murrieta
Jeff Greene, Assemblymember Jeffries
Michael Harrison, Representative Duncan Hunter
Roger Kaman, Trinity Reprographics
Connie Lynch, SRCAR
Betsy Lowrey, City of Temecula
Jim McLaughlin – CSUSM Leadership SW County
Jami McNees, Temecula Insurance Services
Morris Myers, EDC of Southwest CA
Paul Nolta, Small Business Development Center
David Paget, WJ Bradley Mortgage
Erin Sasse – League of California Cities
Rick Terrazas, Representative Duncan Hunter
Walter Wilson, Coldwell Banker
Linda Wunderlich, The Valley Business Journal

Staff Present:

Kim cousins – Lake Elsinore Valley Chamber of Commerce
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Laura Turnbow – Temecula Valley Chamber of Commerce
Patrick Ellis– Murrieta Chamber of Commerce
Meeting called to order at:

12:10 by Chairman Dennis Frank

Chair’s Report
 Chairman Frank reported the Temecula Valley Chamber of Commerce Legislative Summit is scheduled for
Thursday, September 27, 2012 at South Coast Winery. California Chamber of Commerce President/CEO Allan
Zaremberg will present the keynote address. Roy Paulson, Ken Rivers and Roger Shultz will also make
presentations.
1.
Approval of Minutes
Directors reviewed the Minutes from the August 20, 2012 meeting. The motion was made to approve the minutes
as written. The motion was seconded and carried by a unanimous vote.
2.
Legislative Report #8
SB 1186 – ADA Nuisance Lawsuits – Letter from Senator Anderson has been posted on the SWCLC website urging all to
take action on this bill. Letters will be delivered to Governor Brown.
AB 1098 – Reallocation of VLF Fees – Letter is available on SWCLC website. Download letter and urge Governor to
approve.
HR 5823 - FHFA Bulk Sale - Letter is available on SWCLC website. Copy support letter and email to appropriate
representatives.
Ballot Propositions - A synopsis of ballot propositions is available on the SWCLC website. The bill tracker summary is also
available. We have supported 37 bills, 12 of which have gone on for approval by Governor Brown. 51 bills were opposed
by the SWCLC, 12 of which have been placed before the Governor for approval. Three bills of theses have been approved
and signed by Governor Brown.
Proposition 33
Changes Law to Allow Auto Insurance Companies to Set Prices Based on a Driver's History of Insurance Coverage.

SWCLC Recommendation: WATCH

Proposition 36
Three Strikes Law. Sentencing for Repeat Felony Offenders.

SWCLC Recommendation: Watch.
3.

Legislator and Stakeholder Updates

Eastern Municipal Water District
Danielle Coates addressed the group related to pending litigation between San Diego Water Authority and MWD. San
Diego County Water Authority (San Diego) has filed a lawsuit (San Diego County Water Authority vs. Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California, and is pursuing several strategies to shift costs to MWD’s other member agencies. If
successful, SDCWA’s action would affect MWD’s remaining 25 member agencies financially, and by extension, most water
ratepayers in Southern California. Coates requested the SWCLC provide a letter stating our support to local water
agencies. The motion was made to send a letter of support. The motion was seconded and carried by a
unanimous vote.
Congressman Duncan Hunter
Report by Rick Terrazas and Mike Harris.
Congressman Hunter initiated SB 1186 and thanked the SWCLC for taking a position on this bill. Congressman Hunter will
host an interactive conference related to San Diego and protecting our local defense industry. The conference is
scheduled for Tuesday, September 25, 2012 at the UCSD Campus.
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Senator Joel Anderson
Report by Stan Donegan.
Senator Anderson has offered to facilitate workshops related to SB 1186. Donegan stated Senator Anderson has strong
concerns related to the bonds for high speed rail.
Assemblyman Kevin Jeffries
Report by Jeff Greene
Greene stated Assemblyman Jeffries has completed his final session. A weaker version of the proposed pension reform
has passed. Additional reform is necessary. CEQA reform has been held over to the next legislative session. Greene
reported Assemblyman Jeffries was very pleased with the reinstatement of VLF fees.
City of Murrieta
Presented by Rick Gibbs.
Gibbs stated 225,000 jobs will be lost with sequestration, with a serious impact to the local economy. Gibbs addressed
the importance of authorizing the EB5 program, which affects local projects.
City of Temecula
Presented by Betsy Lowrey
Lowrey stated the SWLC’s agenda are in line with the City of Temecula. The City will host a College and Career Fair this
Saturday. 172 colleges and universities will participate.
City of Lake Elsinore
Presented by Kim Cousins
Cousins stated Dr. Husing will present an economic outlook on September 20, 2012 at the Diamond Club.
League of California Cities
Presented by Erin Sasse
Erin requested those present to forward letters regarding AB 1098 to Governor Brown and urge him to sign. This bill
would allow for future annexations of land by local cities. Sasse stated SB 214 is an important piece of legislation related
to infrastructure financing. The League of Cities is hosting a golf tournament in October and participants are needed.
Murrieta Chamber of Commerce
Presented by Patrick Ellis
They will host a City Council Candidate Forum on October 3rd. Questions for the candidates are being solicited. John
Hunneman will facilitate the event. The October Mixer will be held on October 4th at Embassy Suites. The Murrieta Gold
tournament is scheduled for October 5th.
Temecula Chamber of Commerce
Presented by Laura Turnbow
The City Council Candidate Forum is set for Tuesday, October 2nd. All six candidates will participate. Brian Connors will
facilitate the forum. Monte Carlo is scheduled for September 19th at Wilson Creek Winery.
Murrieta School District
Presented by Ken Dickson
Dickson reported Stan Sheer has resigned, effective October 1, 2012. Pat Kelly will take over as Superintendent.
EDC Update
Presented by Morris Myers
Myers stated he will be in Washington in September as part of the Workforce Investment Board. They will attempt to
educate legislators regarding potential changes Workforce Investment Act funds. The EDC golf tournament will be held on
September 28, 2012.
Gene Wunderlich – Gene will be performing in The Music Man beginning on September 13th at the Temecula Theater.

Motion to Adjourn at 1:33 p.m.
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Legislative Report Item 1

Action Item

Proposition 33, Automobile Insurance Persistency Discounts
Title: Changes Law to Allow Auto Insurance Companies to Set Prices Based on a Driver's History of Insurance
Coverage. Initiative Statute.
Presentation: Gene Wunderlich
Recommended action:

Background:


Proposition 33 is similar to Proposition 17, which was on the June 8, 2010 ballot. Proposition 17 was narrowly defeated.
Unlike Proposition 17, Proposition 33 exempts soldiers and those who have been unemployed for 18 months from paying
more after a lapse in persistency.



If Proposition 33 is approved, it will allow insurers to offer discounts to new customers who can prove they were
continuously covered by any licensed auto insurance company over the previous five years. These discounts are known as
"persistency discounts" or "loyalty discounts" and under current California law, insurance companies can only offer them to
existing customers.



The fight over Proposition 33, and automobile insurance persistency discounts in general, began in 1988, when Proposition
103 was approved. Proposition 103 forbids the type of persistency discounts that #11-0013 would allow.

Official Summary
"Changes current law to permit insurance companies to set prices based on whether the driver previously carried auto
insurance with any insurance company. Allows insurance companies to give proportional discounts to drivers with some
prior insurance coverage. Will allow insurance companies to increase cost of insurance to drivers who have not maintained
continuous coverage. Treats drivers with lapse as continuously covered if lapse is due to military service or loss of
employment, or if lapse is less than 90 days."

Fiscal impact

(This is a summary of the initiative's estimated "fiscal impact on state and local government" prepared by the California Legislative
Analyst's Office and the Director of Finance.)

"Probably no significant fiscal effect on state insurance premium tax revenues."
Support


The California Republican Party voted to endorse the measure at their annual state convention, held in February 2012.



Don Perata, former California State Senate president pro tempore.. He says, "This initiative does what most states have done
successfully and allows the consumer to control the discount. This is not a party issue. This is a fairness question, and as a
legislator and policymaker, I always supported the portability of this discount. It just makes sense."



Juan Vargas (D-San Diego), former Chair of the Assembly Insurance Committee.



Californians with car insurance earn a discount for following the law. But if you switch companies you lose the discount. Proposition
33 allows you the freedom to change insurance companies and keep your discount. Proposition 33 makes insurance companies
compete, helps lower rates, and will insure more drivers.



Vote Yes on Proposition 33 because you should get the discount that you have earned, regardless of which insurance company you
pick. If you are active military, Proposition 33 says you keep your discount. That’s why our military families, led by the American
GI Forum and Veterans of Foreign Wars, say Yes on Proposition 33.



Under Proposition 33, if you are unemployed for up to 18 months because of layoff or furlough, you still qualify for a discount.
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Donors
George Joseph, who chairs insurance company Mercury General, is the dominant donor to the Proposition 33 campaign. Joseph, a
billionaire, was the 385th richest man in American in 2011.
These are the $10,000 and over donors to the "yes" campaign as of October 11, 2012:
Donor

Amount

George Joseph

$8,422,127

Abernathy Insurance Agency

$14,000

Calgard Associates

$10,000

Del Sol Group

$15,000

Opposition


Brian Stedge of Consumer Watchdog says, "Mercury Insurance is back with another costly ballot initiative which attempts to
trick voters into giving insurance companies new power to increase premiums and punish consumers. Mercury Insurance has a
terrible history of mistreating its customers, ignoring the law and trying to deceive voters, and Californians need to know that
you can't trust Mercury Insurance. The last thing Californians' need is another self-serving ballot initiative by a corporation
hell bent on increasing its profit margins on the backs of already struggling families."



Richard Holober, Executive Director of the Consumer Federation of California, says, "When was the last time a billionaire
insurance magnate spent a fortune to save you money? Never. This proposition is nothing more than an insurance tycoon's
self-enrichment scheme."



The latest Mercury initiative, Prop 33, would allow auto insurance companies to raise rates on millions of Californians,
including good drivers who did not purchase insurance during the preceding five years for legitimate reasons like a serious
illness, long-term unemployment or going to college, even if they did not own a car. Under current law – enacted by the voters
in 1988 as part of Proposition 103 – insurance companies are not allowed to set their prices based on whether or not a
customer previously purchased auto insurance.



The fact that Prop 33 will give insurance companies new power to increase premiums for good drivers led the California
Democratic Party to vote to oppose Prop 33 at its Executive Board meeting this past weekend.





More important, state regulations would require insurers to offset the discount by imposing higher rates on new customers
who were first-time drivers or who had let their coverage lapse for some reason — for example, because they didn't need a
car or couldn't afford one. The increase would prompt more drivers of limited means to take to the road without insurance,
probably raising the cost of uninsured motorist coverage for everyone else.
Proposition 33 might help Mercury induce more drivers to switch insurers. But raising the cost of coverage for those without
insurance doesn't help anyone on California's roads. Voters should reject Proposition 33.

Challenge to Attorney General Summary, Opponents’ Ballot Arguments
In its lawsuit, the Mercury Insurance campaign wants the court to change the first line of the Attorney General’s summary,
From:
Changes current law to allow an insurance company to set prices based on whether the driver previously carried auto insurance
with any insurance company.
To:
Changes current law to allow an insurance company to offer a continuous coverage discount based on whether the driver
previously carried auto insurance with any insurance company.
Mercury also wants the court to strike central points of ballot arguments signed by Consumers Union, Consumer Federation of
California, California Nurses Association, California Alliance For Retired Americans and Consumer Watchdog. Among the facts
about Prop 33 that George Joseph wants kept out of the voter pamphlet are:


"Proposition 33 unfairly punishes anyone who stopped driving for a good reason but now needs insurance to get back behind
the wheel."



"Proposition 33 raises insurance rates for students completing college who now need to drive to a new job."
Southwest California Legislative Council
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"Proposition 33 raises insurance rates for people who dropped their coverage while recuperating from a serious illness or
injury that kept them off the road."

Donors
These are the $30,000 and over donors to the "no" campaign as of October 11, 2012:
Donor

Amount

Consumer Watchdog

$40,616

Campaign for Consumer Rights

$30,000

Consumer Federation of California

$17,430
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Legislative Report Item 2

Action Item

Proposition 36, Changes in the "Three Strikes" Law
Title: Three Strikes Law. Sentencing for Repeat Felony Offenders. Initiative Statute.
Presentation: Gene Wunderlich
Recommended action:

Background:
Proposition 36 will modify elements of California's "Three Strikes" Law, approved by the state's voters in 1994. In 2004, voters
rejected Proposition 66, which like the 2012 measure was an attempt to change some aspects of the original "Three Strikes" Law.
Proposition 36, specifically, will if enacted:





Revise the three strikes law to impose life sentence only when the new felony conviction is "serious or violent".
Authorize re-sentencing for offenders currently serving life sentences if their third strike conviction was not serious or violent
and if the judge determines that the re-sentence does not pose unreasonable risk to public safety.
Continue to impose a life sentence penalty if the third strike conviction was for "certain non-serious, non-violent sex or drug
offenses or involved firearm possession".
Maintain the life sentence penalty for felons with "non-serious, non-violent third strike if prior convictions were for rape,
murder, or child molestation."

If Proposition 36 is approved by voters, approximately 3,000 convicted felons who are currently serving life terms under the Three
Strikes law, whose third strike conviction was for a nonviolent crime, will be able to petition the court for a new, reduced,
sentence. Reducing the sentences of these current prisoners could result in saving the state somewhere between $150 to $200
million a year.
Altogether, about 8,800 prisoners are currently serving life terms in California prisons under the 1994 law.
24 states have a "Three Strikes"-type law.
California's "Three Strikes and You're Out" Law was passed by both the California state legislature and the people of California
through a voter initiative in 1994. California was one of the first states to pass such a sentencing scheme, which is now viewed as
the harshest (non-capital) sentencing law in the United States. According to official ballot materials promoting the law, the Three
Strikes scheme was intended to "keep murders, rapists, and child molesters behind bars, where they belong." However, today,
more than half of inmates sentenced under the law are serving sentences for nonviolent crime. The Three Strikes Project
exclusively represents these individuals.
Official Summary
"Revises three strikes law to impose life sentence only when new felony conviction is serious or violent. Authorizes re-sentencing
for offenders currently serving life sentences if third strike conviction was not serious or violent and judge determines sentence
does not pose unreasonable risk to public safety. Continues to impose life sentence penalty if third strike conviction was for certain
non-serious, non-violent sex or drug offenses or involved firearm possession. Maintains life sentence penalty for felons with nonserious, non-violent third strike if prior convictions were for rape, murder, or child molestation."
Fiscal impact
(This is a summary of the initiative's estimated "fiscal impact on state and local government" prepared by the California
Legislative Analyst's Office and the Director of Finance.)
"State savings related to prison and parole operations that potentially range in the high tens of millions of dollars annually in the
short run, possibly exceeding $100 million annually in the long run. Increased state and county costs in the millions to low tens of
millions of dollars annually in the first few years, likely declining substantially in future years, for state court activities and county
jail, community supervision, and court-related activities."
Southwest California Legislative Council
October, 2012

Support


The NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund.

Arguments in favor


Dan Newman, who filed the language for the initiative says, "I think we will end up having a broad, bipartisan coalition this
time. We will not allow this campaign to be pigeonholed, as past efforts [to change the law] have been. This will include law
enforcement, Democrats, Republicans, civil right leaders and taxpayer advocates."



Mike Romano, a Stanford University law professor who founded the "Three Strikes Project" in 2006. He says, "nonviolent
third-strikers are the least likely to re-offend of any group in prison" and that offenders "will have to go before a judge and
show they are not a danger to the community before their sentence can be reduced by one day".



David Mills, a former investment banker who has pledged to support the initiative by donating funds sufficient to enable the
collection of signatures to qualify it for the ballot.



Geri Silva of "Families Against California's Three Strikes". Silva supports the 2012 initiative but believes it does not go far
enough: "We're happy to have this initiative, but why should you get eight years for a petty theft. Hell no. We have got to stop
compromising."



"The state should not allow the misallocation of limited penal funds by having life prison sentences for those who do not pose
a serious threat to society. The punishment should fit the crime." Steve Cooley, Los Angeles District Attorney.



"Prop. 36 is good for public safety in California. It ensures just, fair and consistent criminal sentences. The policy has been in
place in Los Angeles for over a decade and our crime rates are at record lows. Our limited prison resources should be directed
at keeping violent offenders off the streets." Charlie Beck, Los Angeles Chief of Police



Defendants who have ever been convicted of an extremely violent crime — such as rape, murder, or child molestation — will
receive a life sentence no matter how minor their third strike crime. These dangerous criminals will receive no benefit
whatsoever from Prop 36.



The U.S. Supreme Court has ordered California's overflowing prisons to release tens of thousands of inmates. Under Prop 36,
prisoners currently serving life sentences for non-serious, non-violent third strikes could have their life sentences reduced to a
term of years no less than double an ordinary sentence if a judge determines that there is no risk to public safety. This will
help ensure that there is room in our prisons for truly dangerous criminals and that the punishment fits the crime for nonviolent offenses. Los Angeles' District Attorney has effectively implemented this reform for a decade and crime rates in Los
Angeles have dropped to historic lows.



"A life sentence for petty theft or drug possession is excessive."

Donors
The leading donor to Proposition 36 as of mid-July 2012 is David Mills. He is a professor at Stanford University.
These are the $100,000 and over donors to the "yes" campaign as of July 14, 2012:
Donor

Amount

David Mills

$953,000

George Soros

$500,000

NAACP Legal Defense Fund

$175,000

Peter Ackerman

$100,000

Opposition


Mike Reynolds, who wrote the language for California's "Three Strikes" Law says, "Once someone has been convicted of two
serious or violent offences, I suggest it's pretty clear what they are capable of. If this passes, we are likely to see property
crimes going up all over the state, and in very short order."

Arguments against


California saw a 37% drop in crime n the first four years after implementing "Three Strikes".



"If criminals are on the street, especially repeat offenders, what are they going to be doing?"



"While all states have seen drops [in crime], none have as much as in California."
Southwest California Legislative Council
October, 2012

"In regards to my position on Proposition 36, I am opposed. After reviewing our current Three Strikes law and the proposed
changes with Prop 36, I believe the current law already gives Prosecutors and Judges the power to implement “Three
Strikes” fairly. In addition, Proposition 36 would reduce their ability to use Three Strikes to target dangerous repeat felons. If
the intent of this proposition is to prevent alleged cases of individuals being unjustly incarcerated for life then that issue
should be addressed in a much more narrow scope through judicial review.
This proposition if passed would cause about 3,000 convicted felons serving life terms the right to petition for a reduced
sentence and if successful these individuals would be released without state parole or any law enforcement supervision.
Not only would this be detrimental to the safety of our communities, but the potential 3,000 judicial proceedings would
cause a substantial financial impact on County DA’s that are already severely impacted by State cuts.
Law enforcement statewide is feeling the effects of AB109- realignment of prisoners from the State to Counties. In my 30
years of law enforcement experience I have not seen a more irresponsible act by our State Legislature in regards to public
safety. This is not to say that change from State control to the County level could not be more effective. It is the
irresponsible manner in which this bill was introduced, with no plan or forethought for the consequences. In addition to
AB109 the California Department of Corrections has been ordered by our Federal Government to reduce the prison
population, these “FED Kick Outs” are in addition to AB109. Unfortunately, I believe the recent increase of criminal violence
towards police and the spike in part one crimes is directly related and only going to get worse.
With this being said I believe the passing of Proposition 36 would be detrimental to public safety. Also, the California Chiefs
of Police Association oppose Proposition 36."
Mike Baray
Chief of Police
Murrieta Police Department
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31350 Rancho Vista Road Temecula, CA 92592

www.TVUSD.k12.ca.us (951) 676‐2661

TEMECULA VALLEY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Measure Y FACT SHEET
November 2012 ballot
Election Day is November 6, 2012
Our Temecula Valley schools are among the best in the state. However, as our community continues to grow and change,
technology advances, and our local schools age, they require renovations. With that in mind, on August 7, 2012, the
Temecula Valley Unified School District Governing Board voted to place Measure Y on the November 6, 2012 ballot to
seek authorization to upgrade Temecula Valley School District school facilities and maintain
the quality of our outstanding neighborhood schools.
The official 75-word ballot question reads as follows:
“To maintain the quality of education in local schools and to provide facilities and equipment for career and technical
education classes in health, science, technology and the trades, to upgrade classrooms, science labs and computers to keep
pace with technology, improve student safety and security, shall Temecula Valley Unified School District be authorized to
issue $165 million in bonds and appoint a fiscal oversight committee with annual audits to ensure that bond funds are
spent to benefit local children?”
Measure Y will:
• Upgrade classrooms, science labs, computer systems, and technology infrastructure to keep pace with advancing
technology
• Renovate, update and modernize facilities and equipment to provide new and expanded career technical programs and
advanced courses in math, science, and technology so local children are prepared for college and good paying jobs
• Improve energy efficiency, and reinvest the savings in programs such as arts and music
• Repair and replace roofs, floors, walkways, lighting, electrical and plumbing systems
• Add classrooms, labs, and other facilities to meet student needs and reduce overcrowding
All Measure Y funds will stay in our community to benefit local children. No money can be taken away by the state or
used for other purposes. None of the money will be used to pay for school administrator salaries.
Measure Y will qualify our community for matching funds. Without Measure Y, these funds will go to other school
districts. Funds can only be used for programs approved by the voters. An independent Citizens’ Oversight Committee
will oversee the expenditures and ensure funds are spent properly. Good schools are the foundation of a quality
community. Good schools protect property values and contribute to our high quality of life. Maintenance of our
exemplary school programs is an investment in our community.
Ballots are mailed the week of October 8, 2012. Election Day is November 6, 2012.
The last day to register to vote in this election is October 22, 2012.
To learn more about Measure Y, please visit the Temecula Valley USD website, www.tvusd.k12.ca.us. If you have
questions about the district budget and/or programs, please contact Timothy Ritter, Superintendent, Temecula Valley
Unified School District at: tritter@tvusd.k12.ca.us.
For information about the citizen’s campaign on behalf of Measure Y, please contact the Friends of Temecula Valley
Schools at info@yesonmeasurey.org. For unbiased analysis of measures on the November 2012 election, please go to
www.smartvoter.org. No Argument Against Measure Y was filed.
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SWCLC 2012 Bill Tracker
Bill #

Author

Position Emmerson Anderson Jeffries Nestande Brown

Intent

AB 1098 Carter

VLF Fees: Allocation

S

A

A

A

A

VETO

AB 1612 Lara

ADMINISTRATIVE PRACTICES

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

AB 1750 Solorio

Rainwater Capture Act of 2012

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

AB 1844 Campos

EMPLOYER USE OF SOCIAL MEDIA

S

A/N

A / NVR

A

A

CHA

AB 2026 Fuentes

INCOME TAXES: CREDITS: FILM:

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

AB 2245 Smyth

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY: CEQA: Exemptions: Bikeway

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

AB 2273 Wieckowski

Common interest developments:; Notice of transfer

S

A

NVR

A

A

CHA

SB 1099

Wright

Regulations

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

SB 1161

INTERNET-BASED SERVICES: VOIP Protocol

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

SB 1186

Padilla
Dutton

Disability access: liability (frivolous lawsuits)

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

SB 1387

Emmerson

Metal Theft

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

SB 1474

Hancock

Grand Jury Proceedings: Attorney General: Powers & Du

S

A

A

A

A

CHA

SB 1255

Wright

EMPLOYEE COMPENSATION: ITEMIZED STATEMENTS

O

A

N

N

N

CHA

AB 278

Eng

California Homeowners Bill of Rights

O

NV

N

A

N

CHA

AB 685

Eng

California Water Policy

O

N

N

N

N

CHA

AB 1532 Perez

California Global warming solutions act

O

N

N

N

N

CHA

SB 535

De Leon

California Communities Healthy Air Revitalization Trust.

O

N

N

N

N

CHA

SB 829

Rubio

Public contracts: project labor agreements.Local Control

O

N

N

N

NVR

CHA

SB 900

Leno

California Homeowners Bill of Rights

O

N

N

A

N

CHA

SB 1222

Leno

Solar Energy: Permits

O

N

N

A

A

CHA

SB 1234

De Leon

Retirement Savings Plan

O

N

N

N

N

CHA

AB 369

Huffman

Health care coverage: prescription drugs

O

A

A

N

N

VETO

AB 1000 Perea

Health care coverage: cancer treatment

O

A

N

A

A

VETO

AB 1145 Cedillo

SUPPLEMENTAL JOB DISPLACEMENT VOUCHER

O

N

N

N

N

VETO

AB 1186 Skinner

Increases Energy Costs GWSA

O

N

N

N

N

VETO

AB 1450 Allen

EMPLOYMENT: DISCRIMINATION: STATUS AS UNEMPLO

O

N

N

N

N

VETO

AB 1687 Fong

Workers’ Compensation: Utilization Review

O

N

N

N

N

VETO

AB 2346 Butler

Agricultural employee safety: heat-related illness

O

N

N

N

N

VETO

SB 1572

JOB KILLER: Illegal Tax Increase GWSA

O

N

N

N

N

ar 63

Pavley

swc
swc
swc
swc
cc
swc
swc
cc
swc
Tem
swc
swc
cc
car
cc
cc
cc
cc
car
loc
cc
cc
cc
cc
cc
swc
cc
cc
cc

This year the Southwest California Legislative Council took positions on 85 state measures, 6 Federal bills and 3 local
position statements (Ontario Airport, Closing Parks & Bay Delta Conservation).
We adopted a SUPPORT position on 35 state bills, 12 passed through the process relatively unscathed, 11 were signed
into law by the Governor and only 1 was vetoed (AB 1098 VLF Distribution).
We adopted OPPOSE positions on 51 bills, 16 of which passed through the process, 9 were signed into law by the
Governor and 7 were vetoed.
We are awaiting feedback from our legislators on their final vote record.
The Governor scored a 64% approval rating on bills supported or opposed by the SWCLC.
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