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We exist to:
Provide a high level of innovative public safety
Aggressively pursue economic development
Maintain a high performing organization that values fiscal sustainability,
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Plan, program and create infrastructure development
Coordinate and deliver responsive, effective community services
Foster and promote an engaged, connected and caring community
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LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS PROGRAM
The following is a brief overview of the Cities Legislative Affairs Program and primary
advocacy areas. More detailed information can be found on the Cities website.

Program Overview

The City Council adopted the City’s 2020 Legislative Platform, which highlights the cities
legislative agenda and establishes a groundwork for the City to advocate policy at the state and
federal level.

Program Purpose

The purpose of the Cities legislative platform and program is to enable the City to be actively
engaged at the State and Federal level on legislation that effects the City. Hundreds of bills
drafted every year have potential impacts on local government. It is the goal of this program to
make sure that the City is advocating for the needs and wants of its citizens consistently at all
levels.
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The City Council has adopted a City Council Policy to provide the foundation for the City’s
Legislative Platform. The sections that follow show various positions taken by the City in 2020,
and what the decision means for Murrieta residents.
The following are part of the primary priority areas on the City’s Legislative Platform:

o

Economic Development

o

Fire Service

o

General Government

o

Housing

o

Immigration

o

Labor Relations

o

Land Use Planning

o

Social Service Programs

o

Law Enforcement

o

Transportation

o

Local Government Finance
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o

Parks and Recreation
Programs

o

Regional and International
Governance

o

Resource Conservation
Management
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LEGISLATIVE POSITIONS

Senate Bills

SB 50 – (Wiener) Planning and Zoning. Housing Development Incentives
City’s Position:

Summary

City’s Position

Status:

SB 50 was drafted to provide more time for local governments to develop plans
that would meet the expectations and objectives laid out (such as increased
density of housing within or near transit/job rich areas). The ultimate goal of the
bill was to allow independent agencies to “upzone” areas (into multistory
apartment complexes) which were previously zoned as single-family housing
neighborhoods.

Murrieta City Council issued a letter opposing Senator Wiener’s bill because of a
lack of clarity within the provisions concerning its goal as a job-rich housing
project. The bill lacked clearly identified criteria for a local government or the
State to define a “local flexibility plan” for adhering to the bills mandates. Some
other areas of the bill were unclear in their implementation. For example, the bill
states that “a standard of transportation efficiency as great as or greater than if
the local government were to grant equitable communities incentives” is
required. The bill is unclear when it says “transportation efficiency,” thus not
applying any standards for applicability. These provisions do not provide
sufficient clarity for defining areas of “job-rich” areas among others, and thus
failed define how the intended bill will accomplish its goals.

Status of Bill

On January 31, 2020, SB 50 was taken up on the Senate floor for debate. After
debate, the bill went to vote and failed by a vote of 18-15 (it needed 21 votes to
pass). As a result, the bill was officially dead and failed to pass.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?

This bill would reduce the City’s local authority for housing decisions.

November 1, 2020

Page 6

SB 776 – (Skinner) Peace Officers. Release of Records
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

SB 776 was drafted to expand the categories of police and custodial personnel
records subject to disclosure pursuant to the California Public Records Act
(CPRA). The expanded categories would include “every incident involving use of
force to make a member of the public comply with an officer, force that is
unreasonable, or excessive force subject to disclosure.”

City’s Position

The City opposes SB 776 in that it requires an excessive amount of personnel
records for disclosure, which is unnecessarily burdensome for the City pertaining
to the retention of all related records and material. It also falls contrary to the
City’s stance of maintaining confidential personnel matters and public service
personnel records where appropriate. This bill is also overly punitive by
introducing civil fines of $1,000 per day for every day beyond 30 days that
records are not disclosed.

Status of Bill

SB 776 failed to pass as it was added to the inactive file after going through
numerous reading and amendment processes in the Assembly and Senate.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?

Murrieta values breeding trust between public safety officials and the
community that they serve. This bill would have breached the line of employee
disclosure in a way that would only reflect negatively on peacekeeping
employees and create hostile community relations.
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SB 1044 – (Allen) Firefighting Equipment and Foam: PFAS Chemicals
City’s Position:

Summary

City’s Position

Status of Bill

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?
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Status:

The City of Murrieta sent Governor Newsom a letter urging him to sign SB 1044,
which would prohibit the use of firefighting foams with added ingredients such
as perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). It would also require
the notification of where intentionally added PFAS were present in the
protective equipment of firefighters.

The City supported this bill due to the concern it had about the contaminated
public water systems of 7.5 million people in California as a result of the PFAS
contamination. Chief David Lantzer and Murrieta Fire and Rescue were both
supportive of SB 1044 as well and wanted to ensure their job of protecting
citizens is not also endangering them. The City urged the Governor to sign this
bill which would require firefighters to use alternative firefighting foams that
would not harm the environment and our public drinking water systems.

SB 1044 went to Governor Newsom’s desk on September 29, 2020 where it was
signed and then chaptered by Secretary of State Alex Padilla. The bill and its
provisions will now commence on January 1, 2022.

The City of Murrieta is concerned with making sure that the water quality for
residents is held to the highest possible standard for safeguarding public health.
This bill will ensure no harmful contaminates are affecting the public drinking
water systems of Murrieta.
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SB 1049 – (Glazer) Cities and Counties: Ordinances: Short-Term Rentals
City’s Position:

Summary

City’s Position

Status of Bill

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?
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Status:

SB 1049 was drafted to allow Cities and local governments to exercise greater
control over violations of short-term rental properties. It would allow the City to
set fines for short-term rental properties that violate City ordinances.

The City was supportive of SB 1049 and the ability to set and assess
administrative fines and penalties for non-compliance (first violation $1,000,
second violation within a year $3,000, additional violations within a year $5,000).
Since Murrieta is a general-law City, it is confined by the extent for which it can
set fine amounts on short-term rentals; more so than a charter city. The City is
ultimately supportive of SB 1049 because it will have the ability to improve
compliance of short-term rentals under the law.

SB 1049 ultimately failed to pass after being placed in the inactive file in the
Senate. Having been placed in the inactive file the bill cannot be taken up again
until the next session.

If this bill were to pass, it would provide the City with greater control over
enforcing local short-term rental ordinances.
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SB 1173 – (Durazo) Public Employment: Labor Relations: Employee
Information
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

SB 1173 is a bill that would enforce restrictions on the amount of time the City
had to provide labor representatives with the information of newly hired
employees. This would enforce limitations on the City’s productivity and impose
hefty fines for failure to comply.

City’s Position

The City was opposed to the adoption of this bill, as it would introduce
unnecessary fines to be paid to another public agency for failing to follow a
largely bureaucratic task. At a time when several Cities and municipalities across
the State are facing budget cuts and deficits, this bill would represent a misuse of
citizen tax dollars. This re-direction of public funds would not make sense in a
normal economic landscape, let alone the one the City is faced with during this
pandemic.

Status of Bill

SB 1173 failed to pass by being placed in the inactive file after going through
several amendment processes in both the Senate and Assembly. Further
consideration of this bill will have to be taken up in the following legislative
session.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?

The bill would introduce a series of new damages in litigation against public
agencies for failure to comply.
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Assembly Bills

AB 1279 – (Bloom) Planning and Zoning: Housing Development: High
Opportunity Areas
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

AB 1279 was drafted to allow developers to go outside of existing zoning
and planning regulations to build multifamily housing projects in areas
of “high opportunity areas.” The goal of this bill is to further mitigate
the existing housing affordability crisis faced by the State. This bill
looks to reduce this problem, however, it does so without prior
environmental review, nor does it follow existing locally adopted zo ning
standards and State certified housing plans.

City’s Position

The City respectfully opposes this bill in order that certain amendments
be made. AB 1279 does not do an adequate job of further defining “high
opportunity areas” nor what jurisdictions this would fall under exactly.
It also does not establish a fixed timeline for when “high opportunity
area” maps will be updated from existing zoning codes. Neither does it
permit the process of environmentally reviewing the proposed project
unless under limited circumstances. Finally, it does not establish a time
frame for Cities to develop their own community jurisdiction production
plan that meets the requirements of the housing element process while
meeting the objectives of AB 1279.

Status of Bill

AB 1279 is an active bill currently in the committee review and
amendment process.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?
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The language in this bill is unclear in that it does not clearly indicate how
it will accomplish its goals of providing more affordable housing within
the region. It also would produce rapid housing development without
proper environmental research beforehand.
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AB 2967 – (O’Donnell) Public Employees’ Retirement System:
Contracting Agencies: Exclusion from Membership
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

AB 2967 was drafted to reduce the amount of local munipal control over
amending their contracted public agencies Public Employees Retirement
System (CalPERS). This bill would put a restriction on local
municipalities by preventing them from managing their operations, in
this case employee retirement benefits. It would also prevent Cities
from pursuing alternative plans for their employees in the future.

City’s Position

The City opposed AB 2967 because it would reduce the flexibility and
control that a City would have with its municipal programs. The
introduction of this bill in the midst of the pandemic is also increasingly
important, because local municipalities already have to adjust their
budgets and legislative packages. The introduction of the bill at the end
of the current legislative cycle also prevents the legislature from having
a full and deliberative discussion about the bill.

Status of Bill

AB 2967 was signed by Governor Newsom and chaptered by the
Secretary of State on September 28, 2020.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?
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This bill reduces the City’s contol over employee retirement options.
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Federal

H.R. 2956 – (Calvert) Western Riverside County National Wildlife
Refuge
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

H.R. 2956 was drafted by Representative Calvert to establish the
Western Riverside County National Wildlife Refuge. This bill would
establish new wildlife protection standards for the region, which also co allign with the goals of meeting regional infrastructure needs.

City’s Position

The City supported Rep. Calvert’s bill as it would help Riverside County
move forward with becoming a center for wildlife refuge, and it would
also accomplish its goals of improving transportation and other
infrastructure. The City agreed with Representative Calvert’s assertion
that our infrastructure improvement is dependent upon the conserv ation
efforts made now.

Status of Bill

On January 29 th , 2020, H.R. 2956 was discharged by the Subcommittee
on Water, Oceans, and Wildlife to the House and Senate floor’s for
consideration. No further action has been taken since.

Why does this
matter to Murrieta?
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This will help to preserve the local environment and wildlife, as well as
bring new and innvoative updates to transportation infrastructure. This
will improve traffic congestion and also provide new jobs in the region.
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COVID-19

HEALS Act: Health, Economic Assistance, Liability Protection and
Schools Act
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The HEALS Act was proposed by Senate Republicans as a combination of
eight individually proposed bills (S. 4317, S. 4318, S. 4319, S. 4320, S.
4321, S. 4322, S. 4323, S. 4324) in response to the HEREOS Act proposed
by the House during the COVID-19 pandemic. The overall cost of the
HEALS Act was projected to be approximately $1 trillion.

City’s Position

The City wrote a letter to Representative Calvert asking for him to
support the approximately $500 billion in funds out of the HEALS Act
that would go directly to local governments in order to sustain essential
services for the community. Cities across the nation are suffering from
revenue loss due to the Coronavirus amounting to about $7 billion dolars
in the next two years. Without these federal resources, Cities could be
forced to reduce or eliminate critical public services and layoff essential
employees.

Status of Bill

The HEALS Act was introduced to the Senate by Mitch McConnell on
July 27, 2020, but has not reached a vote yet.

The HEALS Act would bring new stimulus checks after the former ones
Why does this
introduced by the CARES Act. It would also bring increased funds to
matter to Murrieta? local businesses, governments, schools, and medical centers to improve
services during the pandemic.
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2020 Census – Letter of Support for Statutory Relief
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

Earlier this year, the U.S. Census Bureau requested statutory relief
through an extension of the census count. The extension was to help
the current Census proceed during the pandemic in a safe manner and to
ensure an accurate count.

City’s Position

The City of Murrieta supported the Census request because it alligns
with two City goals: 1). Meeting public safety (by accomodating social
distancing guidelines during the Census count process), and 2). Ensuring
accurate apportionment of funds resulting from the Census count.

Status of Bill

Three months after the Census submitted its request to push back the
statutory reporting deadlines, the request was dropped by the Trump
Administration. In July the President released a Memorandum setting
forth a policy which would exclude undocumented immigrants from
being included in the Census count. The Memorandum is currently
undergoing court review and the results remain to be determined.

An accurate count with the Census ensures that the City receives proper
and much needed budget fund allocations from the Federal Government
Why does this
to provide critical services during the pandemic. It will also ensure that
matter to Murrieta?
other critical community and government services will continue to
function normally.

November 1, 2020

Page 15

CARES Act – Request for Allocation of Funds
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The CARES Act was originally introduced as H.R. 748 otherwise known
as the “Middle Class Health Benefits Tax Repeal Act of 2019.” After
proceeding through a few amendment processes and an unprecedented
global pandemic, the bill became the CARES Act which entailed the
governments initial economic response to that COVID-19 pandemic.
The final economic stimulus package put forth was finalized at around
$2.2 trillion. This bill would be centrally focused on providing economic
assistance to individuals, families, and small businesses. Part of that
funding would go to states to distribute to incorporated cities within the
counties. Riverside County received approximately $432 million from
the state for helping to cover the costs associated with the pandemic.

City’s Position

The City of Murrieta signed onto a joint letter requesting that the
Riverside County Board of Supervisors would allocate a portion of
remaining funds given to the County to its cities. Many of these Cities
did not receive funds from the original CARES Act disbursement because
the funds only went to cities with a population greater than 500,000
people (of which California has only 6). Small Cities are requesting that
they receive a portion of the funds so that they can continue to provide
their communities the support they need.

Status of Bill

To date, the County has not provided its incorporated Cities with CARES
Act allocation.

Why does this
These requested funds would help the City offset the costs associated
matter to Murrieta? with the impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic.
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Letter to Governor Newsom – Economy Re-Opening
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

With the state of the economy faltering due to the Coronavirus
pandemic, the City of Murrieta wrote a letter (May 4 th , 2020) to
Governor Newsom urging him to allow City’s and regions with higher
control rates to begin to re-open. Of course, the City would do so while
strictly following all guidelines and safety procedures.

City’s Position

The State has shown progress in flattening the curve of COVID -19
impacts and thus Murrieta supports all decisions by the Governor to
proceed re-opening the economy with proper guidelines.

Status

This status is ongoing. Since May, the Riverside County region has gone
through up and down periods of re-opening the economy. The County
will continue to work along with the City’s support to reduce exposure
and increase local testing.

COVID-19 has impacted the community and the people who work and
Why does this
live here. The City requests that the Governor use science and keep
matter to Murrieta? businesses in mind regarding how and when the local economy can
reopen.
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Letter to Supervisor Perez – Economy Re-Opening
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

This letter was written by six Mayors of Southwest Riverside County
urging Supervisor Manuel Perez to take actions to re-open the regional
economy.

City’s Position

While following the public health orders and guidelines of Dr. Cameron
Kaiser (Health Officer for Riverside County), the City supports allowing
local businesses to re-open.

Status

This status is ongoing. Since May, the Riverside County region has gone
through up and down periods of re-opening the economy. The County
will continue to work along with the City’s support to reduce exposure
and increase local testing.

COVID-19 has impacted the community and the people who work and
Why does this
live here. The City requests that the Governor use science and keep
matter to Murrieta? businesses in mind regarding how and when the local economy can
reopen.
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Letter to Representative Calvert – CARES Act Supplemental Funding
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The release of the recent CARES Act brought little aid to small Cities
across the nation trying to deal with the pandemic. The City of Murrieta
wrote a letter to Representative Calvert urging him to support a new
package that would bring increased grants and revenue to Cities with
smaller populations. This would be so that they can continue to provide
basic public services while also keeping public health as a priority during
the pandemic.

City’s Position

The City of Murrieta supports increasing revenue throug h various grants
to small local governments so that they are not forced to reduce critical
public functions and/or essential employees.

Status

This status is pending. The State and many local government
municipalities await the approval of legislation by Congress which would
provide needed funds.

Due to the economic crises caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, the City
Why does this
is asking for Federal funds to be granted so that it can continue to
matter to Murrieta?
maintain critical public service functions.
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Letter to Governor Newsom – COVID-19 Fiscal Impact
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The City of Murrieta wrote a letter to Governor Newsom requesting that
he would support allocating $7 billion in direct funds from the States
CARES Act budget to go towards local governments with populations
under 500,000. The City has accumulated lots of expenditures related to
the pandemic, and is also expecting a loss of revenue totalling $1.6
million dollars for its critical functions.

City’s Position

The City supports increased funds from the Governor to go directly
toward local governments and their continuous provision of critical
government functions.

Status

While the City has requested CARES funds from the State, more funds
are needed so that the City can mitigate the impacts of COVID-19.

Due to the economic crises caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, the City
Why does this
is asking for funds to be granted so that it can continue to maintain
matter to Murrieta?
critical public service functions.
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California Mayor’s Coalition Letter – CARES Act Funding
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The California Mayor’s Coalition of California drafted a letter to
Governor Newsom asking that he would provide equittable relief to
Cities from CARES Act funding. The Founder of the Coaltion, Jennifer
Fitzgerald, points out the difference in funds apportioned to Cities of
different population sizes. The disparity in funding was substantial, a
difference of $161.72 between large cities versus the smallest of City
populations.

City’s Position

The City is supportive of the letter to the Governor. The pandemic has
had a serious impact on all critical services and with all Cities across the
state. The City wants to see that the State is providing equitable funds
to Cities of all population sizes.

Status

While the City has requested CARES funds from the State, more funds
are needed so that the City can mitigate the impacts of COVID -19.

Due to the economic crises caused by the COVID-19 pandemic, the City
Why does this
is asking for funds to be granted so that it can continue to maintain
matter to Murrieta?
critical public service functions.
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Letter to Vice President – Defense Production Act Funds
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

This letter was drafted by the Mayor of Seattle as a request to the
President to increase the availability of testing supplies for the
pandemic by using Defense Production Act funds. The letter requested
that local governments, who were on the front lines of combating the
pandemic, would receive more funds and equipment necessary to
maintaining public health in the City.

City’s Position

The City supports the Mayor’s request for more testing supplies and
funds necessary to provide those. The City wants to make sure that life
in the community can continue in the safest way possible, following all
guidelines and procedures.

Status

In August, the Trump Administration authorized the Defense Production
Act to go towards increased testing supplies for States, Cities, and other
Municipalities across the United States. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic,
the construction status of this project is ongoing.

The City wants to begin re-opening the economy and the Community as
it recovers from the COVID-19 pandemic. Critical however to that reWhy does this
opening process is the presence of proper public health safety guidelines
matter to Murrieta?
and protection equipment, along with proper and safe testing
procedures for the Community.
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Propositions

Reducing Crime and Keeping California Safe Act 2020 – City Resolution
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The City Council of Murrieta adopted a resolution in 2020 supporting the
statutes and regulations listed under California’s “Reducing Crime and
Keeping California Safe Act.” The act looked to fix three problems
related to public safety in the community: 1). Violent criminals will not
be released early from prison and parole restrictions tightened; 2). Theft
laws were reformed to restore accountability for serial thieves and
organized theft; and 3). DNA retention was expanded to help lockdown
on repeat offenders of various crimes and to exonerate those not
involved or deemed innocent.

City’s Position

The City was fully supportive of the Act and its regulations on public
safety and criminal affairs.

Status

The City Council passed and adopted the resolution on December 17 th ,
2019 supporting the act. Proposition 20, which covers the regulations
under this act, failed to pass in the November 3, 2020 election.

Why does this
This act will continue to build the efforts of the City to make Murrieta
matter to Murrieta? one of the safest Cities in the United States to live in.

November 1, 2020

Page 23

Regional

Xpress West Rail Extension to Rancho Cucamonga – Letter of Support
City’s Position:

Status:

Summary

The San Bernardino County Transportation Agency has proposed several
projects intended upon improving transit in the Inland Empire and
connecting Rancho Cucamonga Metrolink to Las Vegas. The project is
hoping to improve interstate commerce and reduce traffic congestion on
the oft busy I-15 freeway.

City’s Position

The City of Murrieta wrote a letter to Secretary David Kim thanking him
for his previous support on previous projects, and asks for his continued
support on this high speed rail project. The City of Murrieta is looking
forward to the new transportation options this will bring to the region,
as well as the multitude of jobs it will create as the community attempts
to recover from the COVID-19 pandemic. The boost in economic
recovery and amount of private investments, jobs, cleaner air, and new
housing opportunities that will result from the project will absolutely
benefit and meet the needs of the community.

Status

Earlier this year in June, the California Department of Transportation
and Xpress West reached an agreement on a lease allowing them to start
construction on the new high speed rail that will connect Las Vegas to
Victorville (with expansion to LA to come later). The project is
expecting to break ground later within the end of 2020.

Why does this
This new high speed rail project will help improve freeway congestion in
matter to Murrieta? the region as well as bring more jobs for individuals.
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LEGISLATIVE DIRECTORY
As of November 1, 2020

Governor of California

House of Representatives

Gavin Newsom

Ken Calvert

Governor of California (D)
State Capitol, Suite 1173
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 445-2841; Fax: (916) 558-3160
https://www.gov.ca.gov/

Congress 42 nd District (D)
Washington, D.C. Office
2205 Rayburn
Washington, DC 20515
(202) 225-1986; Fax: (202) 225-2004
District Office
400 S. Vicentia Avenue, Suite 125
Corona, CA 92882
(951) 277-0042; Fax: (951) 277-0420
https://calvert.house.gov/

United States Senate

United States Senate

Dianne Feinstein

Kamala D. Harris

U.S. Senator for California (D)
Washington, DC Office
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
(202) 224-3841; Fax: (202) 224-2501
Los Angeles Office
11111 Santa Monica Blvd., Suite 915
Los Angeles, CA 90025
(310) 914-7300; Fax: (310) 914-7318
https://www.feinstein.senate.gov/public

U.S. Senator for California (D)
Washington, DC Office
112 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
(202) 224-3553; Fax: (202) 224-2200
Los Angeles Office
11845 West Olympic Boulevard, Suite 1250W
Los Angeles, CA 90064
(310) 231 – 4494; Fax: (202) 224 - 0357
https://www.harris.senate.gov/
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California State Senate

County Supervisor

Melissa Melendez

Chuck Washington

California State Senator, 28 th District (R)
Capitol Office
State Capitol
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 651-4028; Fax: (916) 651-4928
Murrieta Office
25186 Hancock Ave, Suite 320
Murrieta, CA 92562
(951) 894-3530; Fax: (951) 894-3536
https://melendez.cssrc.us/

Riverside County, Thrid District
Riverside Office
4080 Lemon St., 5 th Floor
Riverside, CA 92501
(951) 955-1030; Fax: (951) 955-2194
French Valley Office
37600 Sky Canyon Drive, #505
Murrieta, CA 92563
(951) 955-1030; Fax: (951) 677-0669
https://supervisorchuckwashington.com/
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