REPORT TO MAYOR AND COUNCIL NO: 08-020

January 25, 2008

SUBJECT: 2008 PRIORITY ISSUES AND LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY
POSITIONS DRAFT

REPORT IN BRIEF

This draft report details the City’s proposed 2008 Priority Issues and Legislative
Advocacy Positions (LAP) for preliminary Council review at the January 25
Study Issues and Budget Issues Workshop. The purpose of establishing City
LAPs and Priority Issues is to focus staff time for advocacy on significant
legislative issues.

For 2008, staff recommends three priority issues, not in any particular order:
e Telecommunications Tax and Regulatory Reform
e Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) of Onizuka Air Force Station
e State Budget Deficit

Staff recommends seven priority watch issues, not in any particular order:

e Investment Funding for Workforce Development

e Environmental/“Green” Regulatory and Conservation Issues

e Transportation Infrastructure and Funding

e Moffett Field and NASA Ames

¢ Regional and State-wide Water Supply Issues, Particularly Relating to the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Restrictions

e Interoperability/Public Safety Communications System

e State Children's Health Insurance Program (SCHIP)

Based on Council comments and direction at the January workshop, the
proposed 2008 legislative advocacy positions and priority issues will be revised

and brought back to Council for final review and recommendation in February.

BACKGROUND

Priority Issues

To focus the City's limited advocacy resources, staff annually seeks direction
from Council regarding priorities. To ensure the best use of limited staff
resources, the City designates two special categories for advocacy: priority and
priority watch. Intergovernmental priority areas are those "hot" areas where
activity is either already underway or expected within the upcoming calendar
year, and where the pending legislation/issue is expected to have significant
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impact on City business. Priority watch areas are those areas of significant
concern that staff believes may become active, but no specific legislation/issue
or activity has yet been developed. As with priority areas, the priority watch
areas are also areas that could have a significant impact on the City of
Sunnyvale.

The priority and priority watch areas identified in this RTC do not fully
represent the complete spectrum of issues worthy of the City's attention. As
resources permit, staff also conducts limited advocacy in other areas,
consistent with City policy, should issues arise that impact the City. In
addition, as the year unfolds and new issues arise, staff presents them to
Council for direction.

Legislative Advocacy Positions

Legislative Advocacy Positions are distinguished from established City policy in
that they are short-term in nature and typically speak to pending legislation
and current issues.

In 1982, the City Council adopted a procedure for establishing external
legislative advocacy positions based on five primary components:

e City-adopted General Plan policies and specific legislative policies

e National League of Cities policies and resolutions

e Santa Clara County Cities Association policies and resolutions

e League of California Cities policies and resolutions

e Review of state and federal budgets.

This process has traditionally provided City Council an opportunity to review
and update the City’s legislative advocacy positions at the Council Study Issues
Workshop, and defer final adoption to a month later. To prepare the annual
LAP update, staff reviews City policies during the fall of each year and
recommends changes for Council review in January and approval in February.

The purpose of the LAP is to identify Council-adopted positions regarding
intergovernmental and/or legislative matters. The Council-approved LAP
eliminates the need for staff to request review and approval from Council on
each issue as it comes up during the year. These positions are also utilized to
assist Councilmembers and staff in carrying out intergovernmental duties.

May 2007 Revision of Council Policy 7.3.2 Legislative Advocacy Positions

On December 15, 2006 Council directed staff to review the process by which
Council advocacy positions are memorialized, and to note within the LAP policy
that the City should take advocacy positions only on those issues and
legislation that directly affect City business. Staff followed Council direction
and submitted the revised policy, edited for clarity, to Council as part of the
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May 17, 2007 City Manager’s Weekly Report. (See Attachment A, May 2007
Revision of Council Policy 7.3.2 Legislative Advocacy Positions).

This policy approach was consistent with Council's direction regarding ballot
measures. At the same December meeting Council had also directed staff to
only analyze ballot measures that directly impact the City.

Staff provides support to Council on the Legislative Advocacy Positions as
directed by Council Policy 7.3.13 Support for Councilmembers; Staff-Council
Communications.

EXISTING POLICY

Policy 7.3B4: Prepare and update the LAP as the shorter-term policies that
support the General Plan and guide Council and staff on intergovernmental
matters.

Goal 7.3C: Participate in intergovernmental activities, including national, state
and regional groups, in order to represent the City’s interests, influence policy
and regulations, and enhance awareness.

Policy 7.3C.1: Represent adopted City policy in intergovernmental activities.

DISCUSSION
This Discussion section is divided into two parts:
[. Priority and Priority Watch Issues -- Identification and discussion of

proposed 2008 issues

II. Legislative Advocacy Positions
e Proposed revision of LAP Policy 7.3.2, Legislative Advocacy Positions.
e Identification of proposed 2008 positions

I. Priority and Priority Watch Issues

One of the primary goals of the City's intergovernmental relations program is to
efficiently and effectively advocate for City interests on pending legislation and
issues. The identified priority and priority watch issues do not represent all of
the issues worthy of the City's attention. Instead, the lists are designed for
purposeful and focused advocacy. The prioritization should serve to keep the
Council and staff focused on the City's designated high priority issues given
limited staffing resources.

Staff is proposing three priority issues for 2008:

1. Telecommunications Tax and Regulatory Reform

Over the past several years, a complex array of technological advances
has merged data transmission, Internet access, telecommunications, and
video (cable) services. The convergence of these industries, each with




2008 PRIORITY ISSUES AND LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY POSITIONS DRAFT
January 25, 2008
Page 4 of 15

disparate, multi-level governmental frameworks for taxation and
regulation, has blurred the lines between what is taxable and non-
taxable, and is precipitating regulatory review and change that could
have far-reaching negative implications for California cities. Woven into
the evolving conversations are varying themes of tax and regulatory
simplification, uniformity, and even complete removal of local taxation
authority. These reform efforts are spearheaded by powerful industry
lobbies with strong ties to Congress and growing influence in state
legislatures across the country.

At risk are a wide range of local taxes and fees including utility users
taxes, cable franchise fees, rights-of-way fees, and 9-1-1 fees and
regulatory surcharges, as well as local control over these revenue
sources. For Sunnyvale, the two main revenue sources most likely
affected by tax and regulatory reform in this arena are utility users tax
on telecommunications and cable franchise fees.

At least 15 States, including California, have now enacted statewide
cable franchising legislation and more will likely follow suit. At the
national level, industry lobbying efforts are expected to continue to enact
nationwide cable franchising. Of particular concern for Sunnyvale is the
potential erosion of cable franchise fee revenue over time due to the new
definition of “gross revenues” for statewide franchise holders for the
purpose of calculating franchise fees (the new definition more narrowly
defines gross revenues subject to franchise fees).

Also at risk is the City’s utility users tax (UUT) on telecommunications
services. The threat of revenue erosion is mainly due to several factors:
the rapid technological advances for wireless and Internet phones and
their proliferation (and resulting decrease in the number of landline
phones), the inability of Federal and State government to keep pace with
regulation, and prevailing anti-tax sentiments/aggressive industry
lobbying efforts.

The City of Sunnyvale receives approximately $2.7 million in revenue
associated with telecommunications services; approximately $1.7 million
in UUT from telecom services, and approximately $1 million in cable
franchise fees. Any loss of these important revenue sources, or the
ability to locally control them, could have significant negative
consequences for Sunnyvale.

2. Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) of Onizuka Air Force Station
Sunnyvale will need to continue to lead, and advocate for, Air Force
cooperation in City efforts to plan for the eventual closure of Onizuka Air
Force Station.
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As part of the 2005 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process, the
Department of Defense (DoD) identified the Onizuka Air Force Station
(AFS) to be closed by September 15, 2011. The Office of Economic
Adjustment (OEA) designated the City of Sunnyvale as the Onizuka Local
Redevelopment Authority (LRA) for planning for the reuse of Onizuka
upon its conversion to civilian use.

BRAC statutes included a Federal mandate for both a Federal screening
process and a local screening process. During the federal screening
process, the Department of Veteran Affairs requested the Air Force
headquarters office building which is centrally located and limits reuse
and redevelopment options. Following the Federal screening, the
Department of the Air Force approved the VA request and declared the
remaining 18 acres of land and 3 acres of easement as surplus property.
The City LRA then conducted a local screening process and solicited
Notices of Interest (NOIs) from public benefit entities as required by
Federal mandate. Two housing agencies proposed a public benefit
conveyance of about 7 acres for homeless and affordable housing. Both
VA and homeless proposals are an encumbrance on site sale and reuse
that result from Federal mandates. Nevertheless, the Onizuka BRAC
process represents an unprecedented opportunity for Sunnyvale to
support a public benefit conveyance that would address the problems of
our homeless, or in lieu thereof, to work with the Air Force to devise a
creative strategy that helps Air Force, VA and the homeless.

OEA has granted LRA funding for analysis of conceptual reuse options,
including both the VA and homeless proposals, during Phase II
(September 2007 — August 2008). One strategy that is being explored is a
framework for a multi-agency agreement in which the LRA will grant
density and zoning entitlements that would increase the value of the
AF/VA property, in return for a portion of these proceeds being used to
fund the gap in actual costs of VA offices and homeless housing at
another location. With Air Force and VA concurrence, the LRA can
approve a Final Plan that will create benefits to VA, Air Force and
homeless agencies.

The Onizuka LRA will submit its Reuse Plan to the Department of
Housing and Urban Development and DoD at the end of 2008 for review
and approval; DoD is then expected to issue its Record of Decision which
will allow the disposition and conversion process to proceed in 2011.
While the Onizuka Reuse Plan is likely to take several years to
implement, during the interim, an agreement could expedite VA’s
construction of offices and homeless agencies’ acquisition of property at
alternate locations.



2008 PRIORITY ISSUES AND LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY POSITIONS DRAFT
January 25, 2008
Page 6 of 15

3. State Budget Deficit

According to a recent budget forecast by the Governor’s office, the State
is potentially facing a $14 billion budget deficit by the end of FY 08/09, a
figure which is 40% more than the nonpartisan Legislative Analyst’s
estimate from just one month ago. The State’s budget deficit is
structural in nature and is expected to continue for several years absent
substantial corrective action.

Historically the State sought to address its budget shortfalls by taking
local revenues, but in 2004 California voters approved Proposition 1A, an
amendment to the Constitution that protects local revenues such as
property tax, sales tax, the vehicle license fee and state mandate
reimbursements. These protections may be temporarily suspended if the
Governor declares a “severe fiscal hardship.” Should this occur, the
State would be allowed to borrow local property tax revenue and repay
the loan with interest within three years. A similar measure was passed
by California voters in 2006 (also called Proposition 1A) which protects
Proposition 42 transportation funding in the same manner as stipulated
in Proposition 1A (2004).

Though local governments are better protected from State revenue
takeaways, cities may not be immune from negative fiscal impacts
associated with the State’s structural budget deficit. It is anticipated
that the Governor will declare a fiscal emergency in January 2008 in
order to accelerate State budget reductions. Additionally the Governor’s
FY 08/09 proposed budget will be released on January 10, 2008. Until
these actions occur, it will be unclear what impacts to Sunnyvale may
result from the State’s current fiscal crisis. Such impacts, if any, would
likely be felt in FY 08/09. Staff will continue to closely monitor this
issue and keep Council apprised of any attempts by the State to borrow
or take local funds.

Staff is proposing seven priority watch issues for 2008 (in no particular order):

1. Investment Funding for Workforce Development

As in the past several years, "Investment Funding for Workforce
Development" will continue to be a Priority Watch Issue for the City in
2007. Financial resources from federal and state governments for
workforce development/education and training programs are critical to
address the continuous churning of industries and companies that takes
place here in Silicon Valley, the impact on the re-employment of
dislocated workers, and the successful transition of downsized
businesses. These vital resources are also essential to the economic
sustainability of this community. Given the current financial climate at
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the federal and state levels, funding for workforce development for this
region continues to be vulnerable in 2008 and could potentially threaten
the very survival of these local and essential programs.

2. Environmental/“Green” Regulatory and Conservation Issues

State and federal environmental issues continue to have potentially
significant impacts on the City. Monitoring efforts will include issues
such as solid waste/recycling and non-point source discharge legislation
and regulations; hazardous materials regulations; regulations which
facilitate clean-up of toxic sites; water pollution control; National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit regulation; flood control
issues; energy deregulation (or re-regulation); and clean air regulations.

Another process that will require close monitoring is the rulemaking
process by which the California Air Resources Board will implement the
policy direction given in AB 32, the California Climate Act, which was
signed into law by Governor Schwarzenegger. New controls on emissions
of greenhouse gases have potential to affect City operations and should
be prioritized based on the relative costs and benefits of the various
emissions reductions options.

The City supports League of California Cities’ and National League of
Cities’ suggested modifications of the Federal Clean Water Act to limit
frivolous lawsuits designed for personal gain. Also supported are
provision of discharge permits that are attainable and reflect local
conditions and circumstances. Along the same lines, new regulations
and/or permit requirements that include numerical limits for municipal
urban runoff discharge should be opposed as infeasible and a very
expensive way to address the problem. Policies by Regional Water
Quality Boards should recognize the goals of the Clean Water Act but
apply an appropriate standard based on local circumstances.

The salt pond conversion project is ongoing and needs to be watched
carefully, due to its proximity to the Water Pollution Control Plant, and
in order to address other City interests.

The City supports legislative efforts to exempt storm water utility fees
from Proposition 218 requirements. Proposition 218, passed by
California voters in 1996, requires voter approval for property-related fee
or charge increases, except for charges and fees for sewer, water and
refuse collection. The case can be made that storm water fees are
commensurate with level of service provided relative to the amount of
impervious surface on a property, and not merely a fact of property
ownership.
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3. Transportation Infrastructure and Funding
Protection and stabilization of transportation infrastructure funding
sources will continue to be a critical issue in 2007.

Sunnyvale has developed an excellent transportation infrastructure, but
regional and local growth and the passage of time put continual strain on
capacity and maintenance needs. Support for all modes of
transportation enhances livable local communities, balances housing
and jobs, keeps existing facilities in a state of good repair, and supports
economic development.

The key legislative issues are protection and stabilization of
transportation funding including sales tax funds and other previously
earmarked transportation funding and legislation. Transportation funds
have proven especially vulnerable during economic downturns:

1) Transportation sales tax funds are a primary source of capital
improvement and transit operations. Proposition 42, which was
approved by voters in March 2002, dedicated all gasoline sales tax
revenue for local and state transportation needs; however, the same
Proposition allowed for the Governor to divert gasoline sales tax funds
in times of fiscal crisis. Since 2002, the funds have been diverted
from the FY 2003-04 and 2004-05 budgets. A measure on the
November 2006 State ballot eliminated this diversion on a permanent
basis. The City wrote several letters campaigning for this change.

2) State transportation funding sources must be protected from
transfers to non-transportation needs. The Transportation
Development Act is an example of legislation that continues to be
vulnerable given the budget realities at the State level. Previous
proposals by the Governor’s office make clear that virtually all
transportation infrastructure funding should be considered highly
vulnerable to transfers for State budget relief needs.

The transportation funding arena as a whole (roadway improvements,
infrastructure maintenance, transit expansion, transit operations, and
alternative transportation initiatives) is a highly dynamic area requiring
constant vigilance.

Locally, Sunnyvale's local transit service provider, the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority (VTA), has a major shortfall in its operating
funding that has been exacerbated by overcapitalization. Pressure will
exist to continue to fund growth of the system, primarily expansion of
BART to Santa Clara County, while maintaining as lean an operation as
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possible. Reconfiguration of service and imposition of new funding
mechanisms both have the potential to have significant local effects.
Efforts to implement a new countywide sales tax measure for both
operations and capital expansion failed in 2006. The VTA will likely
continue to pursue new funding sources for transit improvements that
may have potential for significant changes to transit service in
Sunnyvale, or significant taxation or economic effects in Sunnyvale.

The November 2006 State ballot also included a $20 billion general
obligation bond measure to fund transportation projects to relieve
congestion, improve the movement of goods, improve air quality, and
enhance the safety and security of the transportation system. This
measure was approved by voters. While the City is slated to directly
receive about $4 million from the measure, much of this funding will be
allocated by the California Transportation Commission. Funds will be
allocated to regionally significant projects on a discretionary basis, with
input from regional agencies. It will be important for the City to utilize
its participation on VTA technical and policy committees to advocate for
improvements that provide some measure of benefit to the City.

4. Moffett Field and NASA Ames
The Moffett Federal Complex continues to warrant significant monitoring
from the City.

During the past several years, working in partnership with the City of
Mountain View, Sunnyvale has focused efforts on ensuring that the
Moffett Federal Airfield, which the Navy transferred to NASA in 1994,
maintains its status as a limited-use federal airfield. The City of
Sunnyvale will continually review proposed partnerships as they are
explored by NASA Ames and, in line with City policy, provide direction on
the impact such partnerships may have on the City and its residents.

The City is also working with NASA Ames and the City of Mountain View
in reviewing NASA’s plan to develop and implement plans for NASA
Research Park, a world-class, shared use research and development and
education campus with universities, industry and non-profits. The NASA
Research Park will benefit NASA, our local community, and the nation.

5. Regional and State-wide Water Supply Issues, Particularly Relating to
the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Restrictions

Over 80% of Sunnyvale water comes from either the San Francisco Water

Department (SFWD) through the San Francisco Public Utilities

Commission (SFPUC), or through the Santa Clara Valley Water District

(District). Supplies for water are being significantly impacted by the past

1%2 years of dry weather, with uncertainty as to how long these dry
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conditions will last. In addition, the State and Federal Water Projects
were dealt a blow when a court order in August ordered major
restrictions on the taking of water from the Bay Delta. These are major
impacts to the ability of our suppliers to provide us with needed water.

The Governor has ordered a study of water supplies for the State, and
the Legislature will be dealing with short term and long term issues in
legislation that will be proposed this year. Sunnyvale is impacted
through the impact on our suppliers. There should be enough water to
go around, but there may be cut-backs on non-essential uses, and other
water conservation programs ordered to guarantee that there is water for
everyone, and waste is removed from the process.

SFPUC and the District will take the lead on the primary issues around
the water supply. However, it is important for the Council to stay current
on the water resource issues as they develop, in order to lend support
wherever needed by the suppliers. The issue is being addressed in all
areas of our State government. Support may involve meetings, letters of
support, public testimony, and assignment of staff so that the City can
best respond as a retailer, and work with our suppliers in the interests of
the City’s residential and commercial water consumers.

6. Interoperability /Public Safety Communications System

One of the prominent issues in public safety communications today is
interoperability, defined by many as "the ability for public safety first
responders to communicate with whom they need to, when they need to,
when authorized." Ensuring that our nation's emergency responders can
communicate effectively is of the utmost importance, whether during
everyday situations, localized emergencies, statewide emergencies or
national emergencies. It is a priority for the City to support resolving
interoperability problems that affect emergency communications
systems, remedying the current shortage of broadcast spectrum
availability for public safety needs, and providing funding for
interoperable equipment.

Since September 11, 2001, the struggle facing our nation’s emergency
responders when faced with multi-jurisdiction responses has received
increased attention — often responders can’t talk to one another,
hindering the response effort, and putting the safety of responders, and
all citizens, in jeopardy. California’s residents deserve reliable public
safety services. Today there are regions of significant interoperability
within California, but much remains to be done to address both systems
modernization and interoperability.
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A sufficiently robust and secure public safety radio communications
voice and data infrastructure supporting federal, state, and local agency
communications is critical to California’s future security, health, welfare
and vibrancy. California’s size and diverse geography create unique
challenges in designing and providing public safety communications
systems to meet the needs of the state’s population in a cost-effective
manner.

The City will monitor and perform advocacy on action by Congress
and/or the Federal Communications Commission to develop
comprehensive and interoperable emergency communications and set
equipment with open standards, fund the purchase of emergency and
interoperable communications equipment, and provide additional radio
spectrum that will allow first responders to communicate over long
distances using the same radio frequencies and equipment.

The City will participate in advocacy led by the National League of Cities
(NLC) that urges the federal government to lead the efforts to resolve
interoperability problems that affect emergency communications and
data systems throughout the nation. The NLC believes that the federal
government must remedy the current shortage of broadcast spectrum
availability for public safety needs across the nation and that the federal
government must provide adequate funding for interoperable equipment
to better facilitate coordinated and effective emergency response in cites
and across jurisdictions.

The City of Sunnyvale will closely monitor state and federal legislation
and/or regulations to implement efficient wireless voice and data
communications systems to receive the public’s requests for service, to
coordinate the delivery of those services, and to communicate life-safety
information among responders.

7. State Children's Health Insurance Program

In early October, the Senate and House passed a bill to reauthorize and
substantially expand the State Children’s Health Insurance Program
(SCHIP). SCHIP helps to provide health coverage to low-income
uninsured children whose parents do not qualify for Medicaid but who
cannot afford private health insurance.

Under the bill passed by the Congress, funds would be increased by $35
billion to $60 billion over five years, and increase the number of low-
income children enrolled by four million to ten million. The President
vetoed the bill and the House, having failed to override the veto,
introduced and passed a modified version of SCHIP reauthorization.
While the bill would maintain funding and enrollment levels, it would



2008 PRIORITY ISSUES AND LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY POSITIONS DRAFT
January 25, 2008
Page 12 of 15

clarify income eligibility requirements (up to 300 percent of poverty),
prohibitions on enrolling children who are illegally in the US and prohibit
insurance coverage for non-pregnant adults. The President has indicated
that he will veto the revised version of SCHIP reauthorization because it
continues to be funded with 61 cent per pack increase in the cigarette
tax.

As a result of the lack of SCHIP funding, the County of Santa Clara
reassigned one work unit, including one county staff at Columbia
Neighborhood Center (CNC), who assisted families with enrollment and
retention into Healthy Kids/Healthy Families/Medi-Cal insurance
programs; the reassignment was in effect, at the time, until January 8,
2008. Whether the county staff person returns to CNC depends on a
number of factors, one of which is the result of the SCHIP
reauthorization bill. MayView Community Clinic, a non-profit
organization that operates a community health clinic at CNC, estimates
that over half of the children they serve at CNC are insured through
Healthy Kids/Healthy Families/Medi-Cal insurance programs and their
ability to serve Sunnyvale children will be significantly impacted if
children lose their medical insurance. In fiscal year 2006-07, 351
children were enrolled into Healthy Kids/Healthy Families at CNC. In
fiscal year 2006-07, MayView Community Clinic at CNC served a total of
631 community members operating an average of 24 hours per week.

The City, in collaboration with the National League of Cities, Children's
Defense Fund, and Voices for America's Children, will continue in 2008
to support the reauthorization of SCHIP, recommend that the House
override the President’s veto, support the new version of SCHIP
legislation, and continue to support a bill that ensures that ten million
low-income uninsured children have health insurance.

II. Legislative Advocacy Positions (LAP) Policy (Council Policy 7.3.2)
The LAP Policy identifies the City’s platform for short-term, current positions
not covered by existing policy, i.e. the Council Policy Manual, General Plan Sub
Elements, Municipal Code, etc. Policy 7.3.2 both explains the purpose of the
City’s legislative advocacy and identifies priorities and specific positions. The
positions are reviewed annually for currency and when appropriate, may be
deleted or incorporated into more formal, long-term policy, such as the Council
Policy Manual and, as it is updated, the General Plan.

1. Proposed revision of LAP Policy 7.3.2, Legislative Advocacy Positions

As noted in the Background section of this report, during 2007 staff conducted
a comprehensive review of the LAP Policy for effectiveness and efficiency. As a
result of that review staff clarified the policy language to:
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e Get closer the original intent of the policy as referenced in other policy
documents

e Focus the policies only on those issues and legislation that directly
affect City business

e Increase the utility of the advocacy positions by making them broad, as
opposed to narrow

e Integrate the definition of City business, “All matters directly related to
service delivery, or otherwise contributing to the City’s operations
success” into the policy.

Examples of specific LAP revisions and edits are included in Attachment B,
Revised LAP: Examples of Position Revisions. The Proposed 2008 Legislative
Advocacy Positions are found in Attachment C.

As staff has edited individual legislative advocacy positions to conform to the
revised policy language, two additional policy revisions have emerged to further
support the effectiveness of the clarified policy:

e The LAP Policy should include the City’s annual priority and priority
watch issues to consolidate documents, underscore important issues,
and focus the City's limited advocacy resources.

e The League of California Cities and National League of Cities annual
resolutions should be incorporated as an attachment to the LAP and
updated annually. This will ensure that the City’s positions are
distinguished from the positions taken by associations of which the City
is a member.

Finally, when staff reviews the LAP again in the winter of 2008 in preparation
for developing the proposed 2009 LAP, IGR staff will propose to archive the
historical reference document which will be attached to the 2008 LAPs. Staff
recommends the archiving of these positions to ensure they are maintained
and accessible. All positions in the 2008 historical reference document will be
proposed for inclusion in the archived document, added to long-term Council
policy, or retained in the short-term Legislative Advocacy Positions. Positions
which are no longer relevant to the City will be maintained only in the archived
historical reference document, which will be accessible for viewing in the
Intergovernmental Relations Office.

Identification of proposed 2008 positions

The proposed 2008 Legislative Advocacy Positions are identified in Attachment
C, Proposed 2008 Legislative Advocacy Positions. Proposed additions to the
existing LAP are noted in bold and underline, while proposed deletions are
noted in strikethreugh- Recommended changes include such items as: addition
of new positions; deletion of positions that are no longer relevant; clarifications
and simplifications. Examples of new positions include those that result from
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new or emerging issues, ballot measures, League of California Cities (LCC)
resolutions, and National League of Cities (NLC) resolutions.

If approved by Council in February, the updated positions will be inserted into
the Council Policy Manual as part of Council Policy 7.3.2.

FISCAL IMPACT
There is no fiscal impact related to this report.

PUBLIC CONTACT

Public contact was made by posting the Council agenda on the City’s official-
notice bulletin board, the Senior Center and Community Center; posting the
agenda and report on the City’s Web site; and making the report available at
the Library and the Office of the City Clerk.

ALTERNATIVES

1) Review the draft 2008 Legislative Advocacy Positions and the proposed
Priority and Priority Watch issues, and provide direction for development
of the final report to be presented to Council in February 2008.

2) Adopt the proposed, revised Council Policy 7.3.2 Legislative Advocacy
Positions policy.

3) Other action as provided by Council.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends:

Alternative 1) Review the draft 2008 Legislative Advocacy Positions and the
proposed Priority and Priority Watch issues, and provide direction for
development of the final report to be presented to Council in February 2008.

Alternative 2) Adopt the proposed Council Policy 7.3.2 Legislative Advocacy
Positions.

The proposed LAP Policy provides an effective and efficient tool for Council and
staff, and reflects the original, short-term, intent of the policy.

Reviewed by:

Robert Walker
Assistant City Manager

Prepared by: Yvette Agredano
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Intergovernmental Relations Officer

Approved by:

Amy Chan
City Manager

Attachments

A. May 2007 Revision of Council Policy 7.3.2 Legislative Advocacy Positions
B. Revised LAP: Examples of Position Revisions

C. Proposed 2008 Legislative Advocacy Positions




ATTACHMENT A

May 2007 Revision of Council Policy 7.3.2
Legislative Advocacy Positions

The Legislative Advocacy Positions identify the City’s advocacy positions on issues and
legislation. They are a component of the City’s Council Policies, which provide guidelines for
current or future City action in all areas of City business. City business is defined as all matters
directly related to service delivery, or otherwise contributing to the City’s operational success.

The Legislative Advocacy Positions (LAP) provide direction for the City’s legislative and
intergovernmental activities. The LAP is utilized by Councilmembers and staff throughout the
year to determine City positions on legislation and intergovernmental issues. The Council-
approved LAP minimizes the need for staff to request direction from Council on legislation
and issues as they arise.

The LAP Policy identifies the broad advocacy policies approved by Council; Attachment A is
a historical reference document which memorializes the specific advocacy actions and
positions taken by City staff and Council over time.

The LAP should not duplicate policies already cited in other Council Policy documents, i.e.
the Council Policy Manual, General Plan, Municipal Code, etc.

While the LAP is updated to reflect Council direction throughout the year, a comprehensive
review is conducted annually. At the Council Workshop each year, staff recommends
changes, deletions and/or additions to the LAP for preliminary review and feedback by
Council. Staff then incorporates Council feedback into the LAP and the LAP is adopted by
Council. Attachment A to the LAP is an administrative document that staff updates
throughout the year to reflect the specific advocacy actions taken by the City.

The LAP is organized by General Plan element. For example, Council positions that relate to
land use are found under Section 1, “Land Use and Transportation.” Changes or additions
made to the LAP are generally based on Council positions taken during the calendar year on
issues or legislation, ballot measures, League of California Cities resolutions, and/or National
League of Cities resolutions.

Council developed the concept of the LAP in 1982 (RTC 82-590). Following annual Council
approval, the current year’s Legislative Advocacy Positions are attached to this policy.

(Adopted: RTC 95-018 (1/17/1995); Amended: 96-016 (3/23/1996), 97-002 (1/14/1997), 98-008
(1/13/1998), 98-246 (7/14/1998), 98-264 (7/21/1998), 98-304 (8/18/1998), 99-009 (1/12/1999), 00-020
(1/25/2000), 01-002 (1/9/2001), 02-018 (1/15/2002), 03-021 (1/14/2003), 04-018 (1/13/2004) 05-009
(1/11/2005); (Clerical/clarity update, Policy Update Project 12/2005); 06-038 (2/7/2006); (Index added
5/22/06); 07-036 (01/30/2007); (Clarity update, 6/21/07))

Lead Department: Office of the City Manager



ATTACHMENT B

Revised LAP: Examples of Position Revisions

The following are examples of the kinds of revisions that have been
made to legislative advocacy positions as part of the 2007 review
and update:

LAPs that duplicate other City policy documents have been
deleted:

DELETED LAP 2.2 (3) Support the completion of the Bay
Trail (including NASA property). [ 1998 Moffett Study Session/

Duplicated General Plan Policy 2.2.C.4: Support a
regional trail system by coordinating with adjacent
jurisdictions to facilitate trail connections wherever
possible. (See also City of Sunnyvale Bicycle Plan.)

LAPs that do not affect City business have been deleted:

DELETED LAP 5.4 (33) Oppose any legislation related to
creating a waiting period and parent notification before
termination of a minor’s pregnancy. Oppose legislation that
attempts to amend California’s Constitution, defining and
prohibiting abortion for an un-emancipated minor until 48
hours after a physician notifies minor’s parent/guardian,
except in medical emergency or with parental waiver;
mandates reporting requirements and authorizes monetary
damages against physicians for violation.

LAPs that were too narrow in focus have been broadened.:

ORIGINAL LAP 7.3B (1) Support balanced representation of
cities on LAFCOs

NEW LAP 7.3B(1) Support balanced representation of the
City of Sunnyvale on any regional/sub regional government
body or entity which is created, and cooperative analysis and
negotiation among neighboring and overlapping
jurisdictions, prior to promulgating laws, regulations,
permits and fees that will have an impact on City business,
residents, property owners and/or businesses in Sunnyvale.




ATTACHMENT C
COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

CITY OF SUNNYVALE
PROPOSED 2008 LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY POSITIONS

1. LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION

1.1The Region

(1) Support efforts to provide a permanent, direct percentage of federal transportation funds to
local government transportation departments for priority work in urban areas. Suppert-federal

funding-appropriations—at-the-highest-levels—[Added as ISTEA in 1991/Expanded 1993 NLC
Resolution/Modified 2003] Lead Dept. DPW

29@1} Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(6) Support continued operation of the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority bus transit and
paratransit service at service levels sustainable to meet the needs of transit dependent
populations. [*/Modified 1996 Ballot Initiative-Measure D/Modified 2001/Modified 2003]
Lead Dept. DPW

maJ&med&Laeeess%aéeeﬁhBay#wﬁe#nmak[—ﬁMe@%eLZ@@% Lead Dept DPW (MOVE
TO ATTACHMENT A)

7.32-Page-1



COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

(10) Support efforts to create and maintain alewBay—Area—voters—to—decide—pon—a

regional-gas-tax-that-would-raise-funds—foer-regional funding sources for critical transportation
needs. improvements. [1998- staff suggestion] Lead Dept. DPW

(112) Support flexible spending of state and federal transportation funds for locally
determined needs. Oppose project or program specific earmarking of funds from existing
funding sources. [First Appeared 2001/ Modified 2003/2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept.

DPW

(12) e : _ ]
Lead Dept DPW (MVE
TO ATTACHMENT A)

(13) egionalAdvocate for

local control of transportatlon housmg, and Iand use ehauenges—and—adveea{e—ﬂsfese
solutionsissues affecting Sunnyvale. [2003 Public Works staff recommendation] Lead Dept.

DPW

(14) A 3 o-eEnhance
the mobility of the growmg senior populatlon [2003 Publlc Works staff recommendatlon]
Lead Dept. DPW

ATTACHMENT A)

7.3.2—-Page-2
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May—1—1—2994} Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(22) Support streamlining or otherwise provide sufficient resources to expeditiously
process local agency federal and state-aid projects through Federal and State environmental
and regulatory requirements. [2005 DPW Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

m%wuetu;e—Fmanemg—Gemmlsﬁen—[ZO%NLG—Resel%en] Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

1.2The City

(1) Support roadway operations by agencies with facilities in metering—ramps-to-freeways-and
expresswaysSunnyvale as long as they do not adversely affect local—surface—traffic_on

Sunnyvale streets. [First Appeared 1993] Lead Dept. DPW

(2) Oppose-exclusionanycity practices-regarding-Support provisions to allow group and residential

care homes_within the City, but suppertlegislation-authorizing-increased-city-land-useallow
Iocal control or part|C|pat|on in p055|ble over concentratlon of such uses. faenmeséuppert

- [First

3)

©)

mﬁluenee—HLead Dept, DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(6) Support efforts to assure that California cities” interests continue to be appropriately reflected
in the adoption of uniform codes. [1998 LCC Resolution/Modified 2000] Lead Dept. CDD

7.3.2—-Page-3
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Feiated—ZLP—GedHnaner—EZQ%—M:G—Reselﬂm Lead Dept OCM (DELETE - COVERED
BY BROADER LAP 7.3F(6))

2. COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
2.1Economic Development

(1) Support h
develepmenpand—prewd&m#asuuetu%actlons that address quallty of Ilfe issues prewded
that such-action-does not place Sunnyvale at a competitive disadvantage among other Silicon
Valley cities in the attraction and retention of major growth industries. [First Appeared 1998-
January; Modified 2003/Community Development Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. CDD

(2) Oppose actions that would negatively impact the allocation of tax increment revenue to
redevelopment agencies. [*/Modified 1998-December, 2006 Community Development staff
recommendation] Lead Dept. CDD

D
D (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

U

(5) Encourage federal cooperation with local governments if planning to restore, replace, close, or
relocate a federal or a postal facility. [1999/2000 NLC Resolution; 2002 NLC Resolution, 2005
modified by staff] Lead Dept. CDD

(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(7) Advocate and Ssupport research and development funding that increases and capitalizes on the
capabilities of our existing industries or emerging technology business development, including
bioscience, information technology, nanotechnology, and stem cell research, and increase the
role of federal research and development in civilian research and technology. Support

7.3.2-Page-4
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programs that promote continued/increased research and development that is innovative,
entrepreneurial and has growth potential. Support investment in research and business
opportunities to enhance homeland security and promote local security-related products and
services that have applications by government at the local, state and federal levels. [Combined
from two policies that first appeared in 1994; Modified 2003 Community Development Staff
Recommendation; 2003 Community Development Staff Recommendation, 2005 modified by
staff] Lead Dept. CDD

(9) Support the creation of a state economic development strategy that emphasizes business
retention, promotes investment and business development opportunities, and promotes
California as a good place to do business. [2003 Community Development Staff
Recommendation] Lead Dept. CDD

(10) Support efforts to identify, assess, and mitigate key obstacles to business development
in California, including workers compensation insurance, government regulations negatively
impacting business, and the lack of a state economic development strategy. [2003 Community
Development Staff Recommendation/2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. CDD

Feeemmendanen] Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(12) The Administration and Congress should consult with state and local officials prior to
negotiating any provisions of the Free Trade Area of the Americas to ensure that trade
negotiators do not undermine the scope of local governmental authority under the Constitution,
while assessing the impact of a proposed agreement on state and local laws and future law-
making authority, and, when necessary, providing general exceptions to safeguard local
sovereignty and protect effective local programs and initiatives. [2007 NLC Resolution] Lead
Dept. CDD

2.20pen Space

7.32-Page-5
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3)

SGSSIGH] Lead Dept DPR (DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY COVERED BY OPEN
SPACE AND RECREATION SUB-ELEMENT REGIONAL APPROACH POLICY C.4)

alternative i . ion]_Lead Dept. DPR
(DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY OPEN SPACE AND
RECREATION AND COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION SUB-ELEMENTYS)

()

&Qg&eeaneu—suggesnen] Lead Dept DPR (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(6) Support efforts to minimize the impacts of waterfowl hunting on the Don Edwards San
Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge where hunting is in proximity to public access areas
or adjacent to City of Sunnyvale operations. [Council action on 12/7/04, 2006 Public Works
staff recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

2.3Housing and Community Revitalization

Lead Dept CDD (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(2) Support ful-continued funding and increase funding of the federal CDBG program—and
continue, HOME and other S|m|Iar programsw%nemased—fun&ng—whﬂ&urgmg—fed%

pHeHW—settmg—and—admmlstratwe—ﬂemwa [Flrst Appeared 1993/2002/2006 NLC
Resolution] Lead Dept. CDD

3)

(4)

Lead Dept CDD (DELETE LAW PASSED)

(5) Support the-Low-Income-Housing—Tax-Credit (LIHTC)-all Federal and State programs:-and

requlations that encourage the development of housing. eppese-eforis-to-weaken-or-eliminate
#-1998-LCCReselution} Lead Dept. CDD

7.3.2-Page-6
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DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY HOUSING AND COMMUNITY
REVITALIZATION SUB-ELEMENT)

te—l@@%—pubhc—benem—auewanee—[-LQQS—NI:G—ReseIunen] Lead Dept CDD (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY: HOUSING AND COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION SUB-

ELEMENT GOAL A)

Lead Dept CDD (MOVE TO

2994—N-I=G—ReseIu¥len] Lead Dept CDD (DELETE— DUPLICATED POLICY HOUSING
AND COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION SUB-ELEMENT GOAL D)

pFO}thS—[QO%N-I:G—ReSOIHHGH} Lead Dept CDD (DELETE)

(17)Support the use of eminent domain on non-residential properties only as a last resort to further
the City’s effort to alleviate blight, enhance the economic vitality of the Redevelopment
Project Area and to carry out the goals and objectives of the Redevelopment Plan for the

7.3.2—-Page-7
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benefit of the community. [Council RTC 04-011 on 1/6/2004 and Ordinance 2742-04 on
1/13/2004/] Lead Dept. CDD

PHblH%HGHSIHg—AH%hGHHGS—(PHAS}—EZ@Q@—NEG—R&S@IHHGH] Lead Dept CDD (DELETE)

(19)Encourage and support a process by ABAG, the Bay Area Council, and other organizations to
provide reports that accurately reflect the jobs and housing in the region through validation of
data with local communities (e.g. number of housing units approved, recognition of
development of affordable housing, number of jobs). [CDD Staff recommendation 2007] Lead
Dept. CDD

2.4Safety and Seismic Safety

(1) Support effective earthquake mitigation programs for all housing through a pre-funded disaster
recovery program. [1990 Ballot Initiatives—Props. 122 and 127/Modified 1993 and 1996] Lead
Dept. CDD

(2) Support statewide efforts to coordinate disaster preparedness programs in local jurisdictions
and support guidelines to identify the strengths and weaknesses of local preparedness efforts.
[1990 LCC Resolution/2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. CDD

(3) Support the posting of specific emergency procedures in apartment buildings and signs in
international signage or other language if appropriate. [1993 LCC Resolutions] Lead Dept.
CDD

I:G@Reselﬂﬂen} Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

2.5Community Design

(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

3. ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

(1) Support incentives to limit all types of pollution at their source. [*]Lead Dept. DPW
7.3.2-Page-8
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(2)

TO A'I_I'ACHMENT A)

(4) Encourage-reasonableregulations-on-all-types-ef-Support regulations against pollutants with
known health risks to-humans—(e.g. cancer, birth defects, etc.). [1990 Ballot Initiative-Prop.

135/ Modified 1998-December] Lead Dept. DPW

(5) O ' i .
enwreamental—eﬁenses.—W—NI:G—Reseluaen}—Lead Dept. DPW (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

®) i .
feeletal—faeﬂtttes—{Z@@Q—ZQ%—Z@M—NLG—Reseleﬂen} Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

TO ATTACHMENT A)

3.1Water Resources

(1)

qualWandrreeyelmg—ELQQOLGGReseluﬂemzega—elanﬁeanen] Lead Dept DPW (DELETE)
(2) Support reautherization—of—thethe intent and application of the federal Clean Water Act,

including reauthorization, as necessary, and support te-centinue-to-regulatemunicipal-storm

Water—pregrams—thtu—the—tmplementaaen of best management practlces te—the—meaelmam

Fegutatrens—and—petmttmg—mqwemems—te—estabhshcomblned W|th fmanmally
7.3.2-Page-9
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responsibleresponsibilities and  realistic—guidelines—based—on—best—management
praeticeslimitations without exposure to frivolous third party law suits. [1990 NLC

Resolutions/Modified 1993, 2006 Public Works staff recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

gevemmea%ensu;esaf&dﬂﬂkmgwaterMamtam a sufn(:lent supply of hlqh quallty water at
acceptable cost through contracts, and supporting the Bay Area Water Supply and

Conservation Agency (BAWSCA), and Santa Clara Valley Water District (SCVWD) in
acquiring, negotiating for, maintaining and purchase sufficient water supplies. [2006 Public
Works staff recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

31(3)

(®)

Lead Dept DPW (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER LAP -
OUT OF DATE)

(6)

(7)

(8) Support the efforts of regional water quality and recycling organizations, such as the Bay Area
Regional Water Recycling Program (BARWRP) to support, encourage, publicize, and apply
for funding for expansion and continued support of recycled water and water guality in the
region. [2003 Public Works Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

7.3.2—-Page-10
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9) SuppeFtPromulqate the continued practlce and expan5|on of water conservatlon e#etcts—te

of and recvcled Water mvestlnq in new and expansion of eX|st|nd programs_as V|able
including supporting and participating with regional and state organizations that can provide
clout and funding for better effectiveness and efficiency, and increased savings of costs and
potable water. [2003 Public Works Staff Recommendation; 2007 DPW staff modification]
Lead Dept. DPW

=

ITI

—

ITI

— .
m

|

Med#md&@@%—%bh%\#eﬁeséta#—l%eeemmendaﬂen} Lead Dept DP
COVERED BY LAP 3.1.9)

(14)Support programs to maintain, repair, replace, and manage water and sewer infrastructure

including working together with regional agencies efforts—of San—Francisco—Public-Utility
Commission-(SFPUC),-Santa—Clara—\alley-Water District {SCVWD), and-BAWSCA ,(Bay
AFea—Watet%upply—and-Gensewatlen-Agenew, BARWRP)tedevelep—plans—analyze—system&

sewleefor programs and pr0|ects to beneflt Iocal and regional svstems [2000 Staff

Recommendation; Modified/2003 Public Works Staff Recommendation; 2007 DPW staff
modification ] Lead Dept. DPW

(DELETE - COVERED BY LAP 3.1.2)

(16)Support efforts to negotiate with state and regional water quality control boards attainable
discharge permits rather than only zero tolerance standards. [LCC-2001 #4] Lead Dept. DPW

(17)Urge the federal government, including FEMA and the Federal Insurance Administration, to
amend the underwriting requirements to allow public water and wastewater treatment facilities

to be eligible for flood insurance coverage at affordable rates. [2002 NLC Resolution] Lead
Dept. DPW

7.3.2-Page-11
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(18)Support legislation that requires the federal government to provide sufficient funds for clean up
of estuaries and bodies of water. [2004 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. DPW

2006496\#9& Lead Dept DPW (DELETE COVERED BY LAP 3.1.14)
3.2Solid Waste Management

(1) Oppose taxes or fees on local refuse programs to fund statewide programs. [*] Lead Dept.
DPW

* The policy goes back at least to 1989.
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®)

i - Modifi i ion] Lead Dept.
DPW (DELETE NO LONGER AN ISSUE DUE TO 4/30/07 U.S. SUPREME COURT
DECISION)

(6) Support expanded Product Stewardship and Producer Responsibility that reduce the amount
and toxicity of solid waste generated and finance the recovery and advanee—dlsposal of

problem wastes. 5
6 : |RTC 02 097
Adoptlon of Prmcmles of Product Stewardshlp ég%etaﬁsuggesnen] Le ad Dept. DPW

(7) Support cooperation between state and local jurisdictions on source reduction and recycling to
meet state solid waste reduction goals. (AB 939) [First Appeared 1995] Lead Dept. DPW

(8)

©)

Authen%aﬂenAet—[Z@@i—staﬁ—suggesﬂen#zOQs—Medmed} Lead Dept DPW (DELETE NO
LONGER AN ISSUE)

(10)Support requirements that prohibit the disposal of radioactive materials along with municipal
solid waste and release of radioactive materials into the recycling stream. [2001 staff
suggestion] Lead Dept. DPW

(11)Support reqwrements that promote waste reductlon and reuse. FemevaLeﬁbameESJt&medwal

ead Dept DPW (DELETE -

DUPLICATED POLICY COVERED BY LAP 3 2 (6))

(13)Make businesses responsible for control of their own shopping carts. Require the use of
removal prevention devices on carts to prevent their use beyond the limits of the business’
influence. Return the costs of shopping cart control to the businesses that create the problem by
supplying shopping carts but refusing to install removal prevention devices. [2003 Public
Works Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. CDD

3.3Wastewater Management

7.3.2—-Page-13
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(1) Support increased federal support for municipal wastewater infrastructure needs including both
treatment and collection systems. [2003 Public Works Staff Recommendation/2007 DPW staff
modification] Lead Dept. DPW

BQO%@Hertz—Weststaﬁ—Reeemmendaaen-]—Lead Dept DPW (DELETE DUPLICATED
POLICY - COVERED BY LAP 3.3 (1))

3.4Surface Runoff

(1) Support reduced pollutant loads in runoff and develop a risk-based approach to storm water
permitting and management (NPDES). [1990 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. DPW

Dept. DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(4) Oppose any efforts to include numerical limits for pollutants in permits for storm water
discharges and to modify California State law and/or regulations to allow for the development
of numerical effluent limits for incorporation into storm water permits. [2003 Public Works
Staff Recommendation, 2006 Public Works staff recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

(®)

sta#reeemmendaﬂen] Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

3.5Energy

DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(2) Support the development and use of sustalnable alternatlves to conventlonal motor vehlcle
transportation fuels.; P \

deﬁneumarleets—fepattemam;ely—fueled—\femele& [Flrst Appeared 1998- January] Lead Dept
DPW

Lead Dept. DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(4) Support solar and energy conservation tax credits. [*] [Modified/2003 Public Works Staff
Recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
7.3.2-Page-14
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()

Resolution] L ead Dept, DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

3.6Noise

(1) Encourage airport operation policies that reduce the level and frequency of noise and support
federal funding to alleviate the effects of aircraft noise. [*/2003 Moved to current section]
Lead Dept. DPW

(2) Support funding for highway-rail grade separations and railroad noise attenuation. [2002, 2003
& 2004 NLC Resolution/2003 Moved to Current Section, 2005 modified by staff, 2006 Public
Works staff recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

(3) Engage the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board to assure that local noise conditions do not
worsen as a result of changes to commuter train operations, and impacts are mitigated
consistent with regulatory requirements. [Staff recommendation based on Council action
1/11/05] Lead Dept. DPW

(4)

epem&mns—ﬁ@@%k@ﬂeseluﬂen] Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
3.7Air Quality

(2)

GGMHHV%%%%@—PGIHGS—EM«%M@@W&M Dept. DPW
(DELETE - COVERED BY BROADER LAP 1.1.10)

(3) Support requiring local government participation on the governing bodies of unified and
county air pollution control districts in California. [First Appeared 1992] Lead Dept. DPW

7.3.2—-Page - 15
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6) €

(7)
I:GG—ReseluHen#Medmed—}gg%QQS—Medmw-] Lead Dept. DPW (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(8) Support efforts to manage and reduce risks from air toxics.[First Appeared 2003] Lead Dept.
DPW

2904—NI:G—R959|H{+9H]—Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(10)Support efforts to improve or strengthen regional and local regulation of mobile source
emissions. [2003 Public Works Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

(11)Support efforts to improve regulation of greenhouse gases. [2005 Public Works staff
recommendation] Lead Dept. DPW

HTaTalV.V a ala ifo

FeeemmeﬂdaueHQOO?-} Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
4. PUBLIC SAFETY

4.1Law Enforcement

(2) Support legislation that imposes stricter guidelines for the sale and/or purchase of weapons.
[DPS Staff 2007] Lead Dept. DPS

Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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{iﬁMedi-l‘-led—]rggél-ﬁZQ%—I:GG—Resekﬁmn] Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(5) Support requirements for persons convicted of crimes or other illegal offenses to be financially
responsible for enforcement, and support surcharges on criminal sentences to pay for lab
services and booking fees. [*/Modified by DPW staff 1994, 2007] Lead Dept. DPS

U-u
mll
’z\ d
Q
<
m

mm%%mmm@am&%%emen}mad De
TO ATTACHMENT A)

(10)

diseﬁmmatew—manneFHQQO—i\LI:G—Reselenen]—Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

Reselunen}Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE To A'I_I'ACHMENT A)

(12)0p i / o
stateJaw)—[—LQQ%NEGResel%en]—Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

and—release—fepeem#eted—enmnals—[1994 LCC Resolutlon] Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(14)Support programs that deter graffiti. [First Appeared 1998-January] Lead Dept. DPS

DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(17)Oppose the legalization and or decriminalization of all controlled substances, as defined by
Title 21 of the US Code. [*/2001 clarification] Lead Dept. DPS

(18)Support efforts to provide local law enforcement all necessary tools for investigation and
prosecution of suspected felonies, including access to encryption as appropriate. [1998-
December-staff suggestion] Lead Dept. DPS

wastewa{ef—m#astrue&we—fzeez—NI:G—Resekmn]—Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

Reseluuen}Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(23)Support legislation that allows cities to collect fees to recover costs associated with providing
911 Emergency Communications Services. [DPS Staff 2007] Lead Dept. DPS

2907—Meelmea%|en] Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(25)Support a strong intergovernmental partnership that ensures effective communications, long-
term financial support to municipalities for their roles in national defense, and true
collaboration in preventing and responding to any disasters, natural or man-made, acts—of
terrorism-in America’s eities-and-towns. [2003/2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. DPS

2906—N-I:G—Reselbmen] Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE O ATTACHMENT A)

mﬁmng—fzee%%%esehmn] Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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* The policy goes back at least to 1989.



COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

(30)Support-—the-nationak- AMBER-plan—2003-NLC-Reselution] Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(31)Support legislation that provides supplemental funding to cities for local law enforcement
programs (i.e. Supplemental Law Enforcement Services, SLES) [2003 Public Safety Staff
Recommendation] Lead Dept. DPS

2997—NI:G—ReseluneH—aﬂd—meehﬁed—by—DPs—staﬁﬂ Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

ion}-Lead

Dept. DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
7.3.2—-Page-19
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4.2Fire Services

Reselai—mn&@@l—ﬂmphﬂeanen]—Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(2) Prohibit sales and use of all fireworks except those approved for commercial use. [*/2001
simplification] Lead Dept. DPS

©)

Depa%ﬂmen%e#Hemelandéeeun&D%eWes—{D%&aﬁeZ@@?ﬂ Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

A. Hazardous Materials

(1) Support community safety through regulation of hazardous materials transportation
and storage consistent with local regulations, with advance local notification and
funding for local hazardous spill response. [*]Lead Dept. DPS

(2) Support proper management and controls on hazardous materials and waste products,
while allowing local flexibility for alternative compliance methods. [*]Lead Dept.
DPS

©)

Reseluﬂen#ZQGi%mphﬁeaHen} Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(4) Support consolidation of regulatory programs at the local level and limit actions on
local government liability in implementing mandates in regard to toxics control.
[*/2001 Clarification] Lead Dept. DPS

()
matenals—wrth—apprepnate—hab#@—lmmmﬂes—[—]Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)
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have—been—uﬂh%ed—[staﬁ—suggesﬂeﬂ—%@@]—Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

4.3Support Services

Gemmlsaen—ﬁrg%—Deeember-staﬁ—suggesHen] Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

suggest-leﬂ]—Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(4) Support the use of low earth orbiting satellites when those systems will not cause interference
to public safety communications systems or their supporting amateur radio communications
systems. [1998-December-staff suggestion] Lead Dept. DPS
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©) :
etMes—and—eend%t—[Staﬁ—Reeemmmdaﬂea—E@Oﬂ Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(15)Support 311 services — non-emergency direct line to Department of Public Safety. Support is
limited to situations where all surrounding cities adopt it. Otherwise particular legislation must
address our processing, cost, privacy and misdial concerns. [2001, Study Issues
Recommendation/2003 Modification] Lead Dept. DPS

(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(18)Su

te#ensm4nsu¥anee—[2996—Nl:G—ReselHHen} Lead Dept DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT

eenadeped—by—leeal—gevemmem—BO%—NEG—ReseluHen} Lead Dept. DPS (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)
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DPS (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(21)Continue to support interoperability initiatives as they relate to public and private industry.
Interoperability is the ability of diverse agencies (police, fire, EMS, and local government) to
communicate directly with each other by radio. [DPS Staff 2007] Lead Dept. DPS

ATTACHMENT A)

5. SOCIO-ECONOMIC

(2)

Uﬂﬁedétates—em%ens—[eeememe—gl-z&] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE DUPLICATED
POLICY - RTC 97-262)
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aliens—to—federalauthorities—[1994- BalotInitiativePropl-Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE -
COVERED BY BROADER LAP 5.0(8))

(4)

Ba#et—tmmwe—PFepe%ren—E»él—] Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE — COVERED BY BROADER
LAP 7.3F(6))

(5) Support federal and state funding to assist with implementing 2-1-1, the three-digit phone code
that was designated in 2000 by FCC to be exclusively used for information and referral for
health and human services. [Council Resolution; RTC 03-109] Lead Dept. OCM

(6) Y

{2995@99@%%@%@ Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER
LAP 7.3F(6))

(7) Support legislation that improves the quality of life for children and families through increased
access to educational support, health care, housing, emancipation transition services for foster
youth, and vocational training programs. [OCM Staff Recommendation, 2007] Lead Dept.
OCM

(8) Urge the federal government to provide local governments with financial and technical
assistance to alleviate the local impact of new immigrants, including the costs of providing
social services, health care, education, language services, and civic integration. [2007 NLC
Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM

5.1Demographics and Neighborhoods

5.2Economy and Employment

Lead Dept NOVA (DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY AND SHOULD BE OTHER
POLICY — COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 97-262)

(2) Support coordinated economic development efforts to increase employment opportunities and
increase quality of jobs including coordination with the existing employment and training
resources funding. [*/Modified in 1998-July and December; Modified/2003 Community
Development Staff Recommendation] Lead Dept. CDD

5.3Education and Training

(1) Support expanded education and training programs at all educational levels (high school,
community colleges, undergraduate, graduate, adult re-entry_and dislocated workers) that
increase access to and competitiveness for high technolegydemand, high wage jobs and
develop new job fields. [*/Modified 1998-January/2001, Clarification, 2006 NOVA and
Community Development staff recommendation] Lead Dept. NOVA
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wealen—the—pe@m—seheel—syste#%lek#%m—?mp—ﬂﬂ Lead Dept OCM
(DELETE — NOT CITY BUSINESS)

NLG—ReseluHens#ZQOi—me&-ﬁe&Hen] Lead Dept NOVA (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(6) Support greater flexibility and simplicity in administrative procedures and eligibility
requirements to increased-state—and—federalappropriations—for-and client access to adult

education, job training, job retention, employment support and welfare programs. [Council
RTC 97-262, 2005 modified by staff] Lead Dept. NOVA

Support increased state and federal appropriations and allocations based on funding formulas
and regulatory guidelines that will fully fund local workforce development programs and
workforce system infrastructure. Lead Dept. NOVA

Feeemmenda!&en] Lead Dept NOVA (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER LAP - 53
(12))

(12)Support increased flexibility and resources for local an-aHied-health-initiative,a-collaberative

of NOVA—and-—neighboring workforce investment boards, local hospitals, the—Hospital
Couneikand higher education, and-the- NASA-Ames-Research-Center; among others to address
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the current nurse workforce shortage and other allied health occupations experiencing
shortages in the future. [2006 NOVA staff recommendation] Lead Dept. NOVA

beneﬁﬁs—[@eewmﬂ—RlG—Q@-}Zé—%—%] Lead Dept NOVA (DELETE DUPLICATED
POLICY AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY — COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 06-125;

4/25/06)

(14)Support California’s Education, Diversity and Growth in the Economy (EDGE) campaign, a
statewside nonpartisan initiative, launched to raise the visibility and importance of the
challenges facing the workforce development community during the gubernatorial campaign
and in the next Governor’s policy agenda in 2007 and beyond. [CDD/NOVA staff
recommendation 2007] Lead Dept. NOVA

5.4Health and Social Services

(1) Support community-based efforts to develop health education and training programs for the
general public, local officials and city employees. [*/Modified 1995] Lead Dept. OCM

(2) Support State and national health programs to ensure all citizens have adequate coverage at an

affordable cost, incorporating the principles of simplicity and local flexibility, without making
the employer solely respon5|ble for funding the program Oppose smgle payer health care
proposals 2 3 are—a 3

theﬁte&dent—&Ne#Eteedem@emmlssma [Flrst Appeared 1989/Mod|f|ed 1994/2006 NLC
Resolution/2007 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM

3)

(4) :
eheeleups—mmumzaﬂens—and—ptenatal—e&re—&g%-staﬁ—wggesnen] Lead Dept OCM
(DELETE - COVERED BY BROADER LAP -5.0 (7))

status—[Ewst—Appeared—LQQS—Jamaaw} Lead Dept OCM (DELETE - NOT CITY
BUSINESS)

- DUPLICATED POLICY POLICY 5 1H.2C)
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LGG—RGSGIHHGH] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY COUNCIL
POLICY 5.1.2)

5.1H.1C)

+Ht€Fg€H€F&HGH&|—G&FG—f&GH4¥t€S—[—]:999—EGG—RESGIHt—IGHS] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY 5.1J.1)

el Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY GENERAL PLAN POLICY 5.1H.5)

Iegakmmgtantsmeetmgtheﬂeedstest—feeunelmesl—zea Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 97-262)

Dept. OCM (DELETE - DUPLICATED.POLICY COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 97-
262)
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{—2992—2903—2994—2996—NI:G—R9591H¥|9H] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE DUPLICATED
POLICY - COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 97-262)

%heu@ﬁs,#efé&myvale—[@emeLaeﬂen—H—i—@%—Rl@%—%z@] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 05-326)

Lead Dept. OCM (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(27)Support the Administration’s goal to end chronic homelessness in the United States in 10
years. [2004/2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. CDD

TO A'I_I'ACHMENT A)
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(29) Support childcare related legislation that:

Provides funding targeted to address the child care needs of low-income individuals;
Establishes demonstration projects to test alternative child care delivery models;
Establishes employer incentives, such as tax credits to encourage employers to share in
providing child care for employees;

Provides adequate funding of existing child care programs, including appropriate cost-of-
living increases;

Establishes the public school system as the primary delivery agent of state sponsored child
care programs;

Establishes quality child care programs by appropriate regulations to protect health and
safety, but minimizes regulatory obstacles;

Provides incentives to increase the quality and wages of child care workers;

Advocate for and support measures to encourage and involve industry in providing child
care and/or child care benefits to their employees.

Lead Dept. OCM (PENDING COUNCIL ACTION ON 11/27/07)

ion Lead Dept OCM

. 5 - . Lo L
(DELETE COVERED BY BR ADER LAPS 5. 0 (7) 5. 3 (12) Policy 5.1H.8)

seu%ees—ea%srde—ef—the—Um%edétates—EZ@O%@O@—NE@—Reseluﬂen] Lead Dept OCM
(DELETE - COVERED BY BROADER LAP 5.4 (2))
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51G.33)

physreansiem%&@%%&%t—h%veﬁmp—?%} Lead Dept OCM (DELETE NOT
CITY BUSINESS)

Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY — GENERAL PLAN
POLICY 5.1G.3a)

5.5Human Service Planning and Policy

(1) Support formal relationships with schools, non-profit agencies, the business community and
other government organizations to assess human service needs. [First Appeared 1993] Lead
Dept. OCM

) 3
205] Lead Dept. DPS (DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY COUNCIL
RTC 97-205)

mstnetwe—than—mese—eﬁhe#edeml—gewmmenk[@%meu—m—gi%a—mad Dept. OCM
(DELETE — DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY COUNCIL RTC 97-262)

}QQS#MGQmed—LQM—EGG—RGSGIEMGH} Lead Dept OCM (DELETE - DUPLICATED
POLICY - COVERED BY POLICY 2.2.B.5)
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(7)

m@emng—publ%afeW—{ZO@Q—LGG—Reseluﬂen}—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY: REVISED COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT GENERAL PLAN

SUBELEMENT B.4a AND B.4b)

6. CULTURAL
6.1Recreation
(1) Support efforts to ensure resources are available to perform background checks (i.e.:
fingerprinting) of volunteers and coaches working directly with school aged children in order
to enhance the participant’s safety. [2003 Parks & Recreation Recommendation] Lead Dept.
DPR
6.2Library

(1) Support full funding for the State Public Library Fund. [*/Modified 1994] Lead Dept. LIB

it : i tor Lead Dept LIB
(DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY COVERED BY LIBRARY SUB-ELEMENT)

3) hran, . i
stable—fundmg—ﬁrg%-staﬁ—suggesnenAVIed#M—Lg%] Lead Dept LIB (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY — COVERED BY LIBRARY SUB-ELEMENT POLICY 6.2F.1)

Lead Dept LIB (DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY COVERED BY LIBRARY SUB-
ELEMENT POLICY 6.2F.1)

Dept LIB (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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(8) Support full funding for the State’s Transaction Based Reimbursement Program which
reimburses public libraries for loaning books and materials to other libraries’ residents. [First
appeared 1994; Re-added, 2003 Library Staff Recommendation; 2007 Library staff
modification] Lead Dept. LIB

#ademaﬂes—[gggs-krb;aw&aﬁmeeemmendanen} Lead Dept LIB (DELETE NO LONGER
AN ISSUE)

Sta#Ree%emendaﬂen} Lead Dept LIB (DELETE NOT CITY BUSINESS)

(11) Support passage of Public Library Construction and/or Renovation Bond Acts which would, if
approved by the voters, authorize the issuance of bonds for the purpose of financing library
construction and renovation [2007 Library Recommendation] Lead Dept. LIB

(12) Monitor efforts underway to provide a statewide subscription and funding for online tutoring
services - if legislation is initiated, review and support if appropriate. [2008 Library Staff
Recommendation] Lead Dept. LIB

6.3Heritage Preservation

He : i Hact Lead Dept
DPR (DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY - COVERED BY OPEN SPACE AND
RECREATION SUB-ELEMENT PROGRAMMING, POLICY B.6)
7. PLANNING AND MANAGEMENT

7.1 Fiscal Management

(1) Support efforts to reduce and make uniform grant regulations and reporting requirements.[*]
Lead Dept. FIN

)

}QQQ—Meémed#ZOO%—Fmaneeétaﬂ—ReeemmendaHen} Lead Dept FIN (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY — COVERED BY FISCAL

SUB-ELEMENT)

A)
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[1990 NLC Resolutlon Modlfled/2003 Flnance Staff Recommendatlon] Lead Dept FIN

(8) Support uniform collection of the Utility User Tax and franchise fees on all providers of public
utilities. [1998-December-staff suggestion] Lead Dept. FIN

(9) Oppose unfunded or underfunded state or federal mandates. Support full reimbursement of

legislation-that- would-require-an-extraordinany-vote-for-any state or federal mandates. that-dees

not-fully—fund-thelocal-obligation: [Added to existing policy 1998-January/Modified 1998-
Decembe/2001Clarificaiton] Lead Dept. FIN

{zggiétaﬂ—meemmendatlen] Lead Dept FIN (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(12)Support uniform and consistent application of sales taxes and laws to all sales transactions.
[2001, Staff Clarification] Lead Dept. FIN

(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(14)Oppose attempts to limit the City’s ability to manage and administer its locally prescribed pay
and benefits systems. [First Appeared 2003] Lead Dept. FIN

(15) oo Noro ernment-m

{Nevember—@@@%—@ﬂy—@eemeﬂ—Reseleﬂen—Ne—l—SS—O%} Lead Dept FIN (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY - COVERED BY

COUNCIL RESOLUTION 153-03)

an efforts by the federal and

state qovernment to prowde standby—pumhas&agteements—lette&%emd%and—ether credit
enhancements to cities. [2004 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. FIN

Resemnen] Lead Dept. FIN (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(18)Oppose actions by the federal or state government that would reduce or erode local revenues_or
local control. [2006 Finance staff recommendation] Lead Dept. FIN

A. Federal

7.3.2—Page - 33

* The policy goes back at least to 1989.



COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

B. State

(1)

Dept FIN (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

(2) Support reform to Proposition 13 that would be more equitable to post-Proposition 13

property owners. Oppose-selective-exceptionstrom-reassessmentsTor-special-groups:
[1988 & 1990 Ballot Initiatives-Props. 90, 93, 110] Lead Dept. FIN

) © 3
ermey—eempames—&%g—NI:G—ReseluHeFﬂ Lead Dept. FIN (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(6)

{F%LApp&md—LQ%—Z@O@—R#mee%ta#reeemmendaﬂen} Lead Dept FIN (MOVE
TO ATTACHMENT A)

(7) Support full state repayment of local property tax revenues taken through Educational
Revenue Augmentation Funds (ERAF) shifts to fund state obligated education costs.
[1997 LCC Resolution, 2006 Finance staff recommendation] Lead Dept. FIN

(8) Support efforts to amend-the-California-Constitutionte provide local government with

protected and predictable revenue sources:; Ssupport passage-of-baHot-measures-that
stabilize—and—protect—localrevenues—and-—positively reform the state-local fiscal
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relationship. [Added to existing policy 1994/LCC-2001, #7, 2006 Finance staff
recommendation] Lead Dept. FIN

Fmanee%taﬁ%uppel:t—Reeemmendauen] Lead Dept FIN (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

Reselauen} Lead Dept. FIN (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

7.2 Community Participation
7.3 Legislative/Management
A. Elections

(1) In cooperation with County Registrar of Voters, contain costs of elections as long as
the elections process is not adversely affected (i.e., purge voter rolls, limit costs for
candidate statements, prevent abuse of absentee ballot process). Support continued
state reimbursement of absentee ballot costs. [*/Modified 1993 LCC Resolution] Lead
Dept. OCM

(2) In cooperation with County Registrar of Voters, support practices which would
increase voter turnout in local elections (e.g., mail ballots, more information to voters
for judicial elections). [*]Lead Dept. OCM

(3) Support requiring absentee ballot applications to be submitted 14 days prior to an
election. Support efforts to simplify and to expedite the counting of absentee ballots.
[1994 LCC Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM

(4) Support efforts to achieve the goals of the Political Reform Act of 1974 (reporting
conflict of interest statements to the Fair Political Practices Commission) in a more
cost-effective way. [1994 LCC Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM

(5) Oppose initiatives that would take away the state legislature's ability to reform the

state initiative process and that would make any changes contingent upon the approval
of the electorate. [1990 Ballot Initiative-Prop. 137] Lead Dept. OCM
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(6) Support Instant Runoff Voting ifiwhen it is determined to be economically and
technologically feasible for the county. [1998 Ballot Initiative-Measure F] Lead Dept.
OCM

(7) Support the reauthorization of the key enforcement provisions of the 1965 Voting
Rights Act and urge Congress to conduct the appropriate due diligence to investigate
and establish a record of evidence to determine the need for reauthorization of the
Act’s key provisions. [2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. OCM

B. Intergovernmental Relations

(1)

Janu&w%Z@G%—Meveel—te—Gu#eméeenen] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE - CITY
REPRESENTATION)

@)

(3)

@ ¢

agenmes—[ZOQS—PublMAle#ks&aﬁLReeemmendaﬂen} Lead Dept DPW (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

(5) Support balanced representation of the City of Sunnyvale on any regional/sub regional
government body or entity which is created, and cooperative analysis and negotiation
among_neighboring and overlapping jurisdictions, prior to promulgating laws,
regulations, permits and fees that will have an impact on City business, residents,
property owners and/or businesses in Sunnyvale. [2007 OCM Staff Recommendation]
Lead Dept. OCM

C. Human Resources

’s plan. Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

b. California Public Employees’ Retirement System (CalPERS) - sSupport efforts
that maintain or increase local contracting agency control for the use of assets in

individual Ensure-that-any—excess—revenue—in—funds—is—credited-to-employers

accounts, and oppose any actions that would divert assets from individual
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employer accounts, including opposing any benefit enhancements for participants
that are mandated by the State. [1990 LCC Resolution] Lead Dept. HRD

State—[%@@i%ta#—reeemmendatten] Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

d. OppoesePERSHoans-to-thestate-general-fundfx}Lead Dept. HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

h. Oppose any form of mandatory enrollment in Social Security eoveragefor
employees covered under another retirement program and oppose any form of
mandatory enrollment in Medicare for employees currently excluded as a result of
being employed by the City prior to April 1, 1986. [*]Lead Dept. HRD

PERS—beard—[@QOét%taﬁ—reeemmendaﬂen] Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

execess-PERS-pvestment-assets-as-determined-exelusively-by-the-affected-local
contracting-agency—and-as—permitted-by-tawECC-2004+#3] Lead Dept. HRD
(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

shemanﬁetqg-temnegatweampaetsteeMeS—EF%eAppeared—zees] Lead Dept
HRD (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

{-2993—F+nanee%taﬂ—Reeemmenelat|en} Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)
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(2)

drlsabled—[—lMeehiteel—]rg%—Januaw—and—Jely} Lead Dept HR/OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY: ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY CHAPTER 3, ARTICLE

13 EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY)

LAP 7.3F(6))

(4) . alafa a Ra Bo eged
Ieeeause—the—eeurts—eﬁer—su#ﬁelent—rememes—[—}Lead Dept
ATTACHMENT A)

(5) ©

(6)
Fa+r—|=abe|4;tanelards—Aet—EF+Fst—Appea¥eel—Lg93] Lead Dept HRD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

©)

due—te—PFep—zgg]—Lead Dept HR/OCM (DELETE - DUPLICATED POLICY
ADMINISTRATIVE POLICY CHAPTER 3, ARTICLE 13 EQUAL
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY)

(10) PP OH ‘ ala n a empblove ompete-more
wgereusly—wﬁh—the—pwate—seeter—[@@@@-ht&@—reselemm Lead Dept HRD (MOVE
TO ATTACHMENT A)

Lead Dept. HRD (MOVE TO

ATTACHMENT A)

(13)Support legislation regarding worker's compensation reform that reduces or does not
increase costs to the City, and which continues to provide reasonable and necessary
medical treatment to the injured employee. [2003 Human Resources Staff
Recommendation] Lead Dept. HRD
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(14)su

Gal#emt&@ttteswebate—ﬁ@@%@@%eselwee] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE NOT
CITY BUSINESS)

D. Telecommunications

ATTACHMENT A)

(2) Oppose eable-television rate protection for some groups at the expense of others.
[First Appeared 1989] Lead Dept. ITD

(3) Support federal and state legislation that strengthens, recognizes and protects local
government’s authority to control the public rights-of-way for delivery of data, video
and voice services, and to be adequately compensated for the use of such public
infrastructures. RTC 94-453/Modified 1998 January and July; 2007 IT staff
modification] Lead Dept. ITD

(4)

{GGHHGH—RiG—94—453#2996—NJ=G—ReselHHeH] Lead Dept ITD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

) |

(6)

(1) © ,
Weal@mng—mdnﬁdual—pmﬁey—epseeewﬁy—[ﬁtst—App&aFed—Lg%} Lead Dept ITD
(DELETE — NOT CITY BUSINESS)

efﬁteteeey—tn—lee&l—gevemmertt—[LGG—Z@@l—t#S]—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY — COUNCIL POLICY 7.2.16)

Recommendation] Lead Dept. ITD (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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staﬁ—Feeemmendatten#ZQ%—NLG—Resehmen] Lead Dept ITD (MOVE TO
ATTACHMENT A)

Dept OCM (DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY COUNCIL POLICY 7. 2 16)

(13)Support legislation that would prohibit the publishing of personal information of
elected or appointed officials, including first responders, in newspapers or similar
periodicals and on web sites. [2006 NLC Resolution; 2007 IT staff modification] Lead
Dept. ITD

ATTACHMENT A)

E. Ames/Moffett Federal Complex

1) 3
fedetal—hm#eelese—awﬁeld—ﬁ@@l—smmd-]mad Dept OCM (DELETE -
SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

(2) Support ongoing cooperation between the City of Sunnyvale, the City of Mountain
View and NASA/Ames, including developing and partnering with current or potential
tenants, and working on the following areas of partnership: [1998 Moffett Study
Session2001 modified] Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE — SHOULD BE OTHER
POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

7.3.2—-Page - 40

* The policy goes back at least to 1989.



COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

©)

faelt-lty—E}QQS—Me#ett%mdy%esyen] Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE
OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

(4)

SeSSIOH] Lead Dept OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY NEW
COUNCIL POLICY)

() ©

(6)

Meﬁett—l;ederal—eenqplex—[eeuneu—me—g&}ezi—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE -
DUPLICATED POLICY AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL

POLICY)

(7) Pa

SeSSten]—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE DUPLICATED POLICY AND SHOULD
BE OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

4:998-Deeember—}Lead Dept OCM (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER LAP
AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

Appeared—LQQS—January] Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER
LAP AND SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

20
-Ul
O ¢
E.
@]
-<I
Z 9
m
23

enwenment Lead Dept OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE OTHE
COUNCIL POLICY)

eembat—weapen&ef—mas&destruetlen—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE
OTHER POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

00 . !
Staﬁ—Reeemmenelatten]—Lead Dept OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE OTHER
POLICY - NEW COUNCIL POLICY)
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Lead Dept
OCM (DELETE SHOULD BE OTHER POLICY NEW COUNCIL POLICY)

F. Miscellaneous
(1) Support efforts to revise the California Constitution to enhance accountability,

efficiency, and responsiveness for state and local government. [First Appeared 1996]
Lead Dept. OCM

}996} Lead Dept. OCM (DELETE NOT CITY BUSINESS)

(3) Limit the expansion and proliferation of special districts. [*/Modified 1997 and 1998-
December] Lead Dept. OCM

(4) Support the provisions in the Brown Act regarding closed sessions and oppose
expansion of closed sessions beyond existing exemptions. Oppose narrowing of
attorney-client privilege statutes. Support efforts to require the State Legislature,
public commissions, boards, councils, and other public agencies of the state to
conduct deliberations and meetings in accordance with the Brown Act. Oppose
amendments to the Brown Act that put undue burdens on local government.
[*/Modified in 1993 and 1994] Lead Dept. OCM

Dept. OCM (DELETE COVERED BY BROADER LAP 7.1 (18))

(6) Support home-rule authority of charter cities and oppose any efforts to reduce local
control. Support strengthening "home rule™ provisions in the State Constitution. [First
Appeared 1996/Modified 1998-January; Modified/2003 Community Development &
Finance Staff Recommendation/ 2006 NLC Resolution] Lead Dept. CDD

(7)

S E c 8 d i
Lead Dept. OCM ( DELETE - DUPLICATED POL Y: 2008 NLC
RESOLUTIONS, SEE ATTACHMENT C)

G. Tort Liability

sueeessfuuy—defe#mng—mveleas—la%%—[—mmq—kg%} Lead Dept OCA
(MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)

7.3.2-Page - 42

* The policy goes back at least to 1989.



COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL

(4)

unadthorized-use-of publicproperty—fFirst Appeared-1993] Lead Dept. OCA (MOVE
TO ATTACHMENT A)

1989 LCC Resolution] Lead Dept. OCA (MOVE TO ATTACHMENT A)
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