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Meeting Information:  
• Board meetings are open to the public at the location shown above.

• Members of the public may use the information below to join the webinar:

• Webinar ID:  823 1430 2917 (Zoom)
• Passcode:  254352
• Meeting also livestreamed on YouTube:

https://www.youtube.com/@citiesassoc

• More information on public comment and accessibility is given at the end of the

agenda.

Mayor Mark Turner will attend via teleconference from Mayor's Office, Morgan 
Hill City Hall, 17575 Peak Ave., Morgan Hill, CA 95037. This teleconference 
location is open to the public and any member of the public may address the 
Board of Directors from the teleconference location. 

North Bay Conference Room (Room 145), Sunnyvale City Hall 
456 W. Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 94086 

LEGISLATIVE ACTION COMMITTEE MEETING 
August 13, 2026, 5:30 pm 
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WELCOME & CALL TO ORDER  
 
ROLL CALL 
 
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NONAGENDIZED 
ITEMS 
This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the Board on 
any matter not on the agenda. State law prohibits the Board from discussing and/or 
acting on nonagendized items. 
 
1. Consent Agenda (Action) 

Recommendation: Review and approve minutes of the Legislative Action 

Committee Meeting held on May 14, 2026. 

Attachment: 

a. Minutes from May 14, 2026 Legislative Action Committee meeting 

2. Chair Update (Information) 

Recommendation: Receive update from Chair Rob Moore. 

3. Early Bill Review (Discussion and Potential Action) 

Recommendation: Share early bills and discuss any potential action to recommend 

to the Board of Directors. 

Attachments: Included are bill summaries, letters of support and other supporting 

documentation as available for the following bills: 

a. SB 936 (Blakespear): Nitrous oxide: sales. 

b. SB 758 (Umberg): Public health: nitrous oxide.  

c. SB 1370 (Stern): Covered wildfire mitigation projects.  

d. SB 1125 (Menjivar): Water Rate Assistance Program 

e. AB 387 (Alanis): Nevaeh Youth Sports Safety Act. 

f. SB 1117 (Cervantes): Accessory dwelling units and junior accessory dwelling 

units. 
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4. Propose Bills to Consider for Discussion at Next LAC Meeting (Action)
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION OPTIONS 
 
Online Participation: 
Members of the public may also attend online. However, the Cities Association of Santa Clara County cannot 
guarantee uninterrupted access to online technology. Technical difficulties may occur from time to time. The 
meeting will continue even if technical difficulties prevent online participation. 
 
Members of the public wishing to comment on an item on the agenda may do so in the following ways:  
 
1. Email comments to info@citiesassociation.org 
 IMPORTANT: identify the Agenda Item number in the subject line of your email. 
 Emails must be received at least 48 hours before meeting start day/time to be entered into the record 

for the meeting.  
 

2. Provide oral public comments in-person during the meeting 
 

3. Provide oral public comments virtually during the meeting 
 When the President/Chair announces the item on which you wish to speak, click the “raise hand” 

feature in Zoom. Speakers will be notified shortly before they are called to speak.   
 When called to speak, please limit your comments to the time allotted (up to 3 minutes, at the 

discretion of the Chair).   
 Phone participants:  

*6 - Toggle mute/unmute  
*9 - Raise hand 

 
ACCESSIBILITY 

We strive for our meetings and materials to be accessible to all members of the public, and welcome feedback 
and requests for accommodations. Please submit requests for accommodations to info@citiesassociation.org 
at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting to allow us to best meet your request.  

mailto:info@citiesassociation.org%20
mailto:info@citiesassociation.org%20
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AGENDA IN BLACK/MINUTES IN RED 
 
Meeting Information:  

• Legislative Action Committee meetings are open to the public at the location shown above. 

• Members of the public may use the information below to join the webinar: 

• Webinar ID: 823 1430 2917 

• Passcode: 254352 

• Meeting also livestreamed on YouTube: https://www.youtube.com/@citiesassoc 

• More information on public comment and accessibility is given at the end of the agenda. 

 
 
Hon. George Casey will attend via teleconference from 200 E. Santa Clara Street, Floor 18, Conference Room 
1853, San Jose, CA 95113. This teleconference location is open to the public and any member of the public may 
address the Legislative Action Committee members from the teleconference location. 
 
Vice Mayor Larry Lang will attend via teleconference from Neutra House Conference Center, Los Altos Civic 
Center, 181 Hillview Avenue, Los Altos, CA 94022. This teleconference location is open to the public and any 
member of the public may address the Legislative Action Committee members from the teleconference 
location. 
 
 
  

REGULAR MEETING 
LEGISLATIVE ACTION COMMITTEE 

 
North Bay Conference Room (Room 145) 

Sunnyvale City Hall 
456 W. Olive Avenue 
Sunnyvale, CA 94086 

 
MAY 14, 2026 

5:30 PM 
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WELCOME & CALL TO ORDER – (MOORE) 
Meeting called to order at 5:40 PM 
 
ROLL CALL (SIRKAY) 
Board Members Present (13): 

Campbell  Anne Bybee 
Cupertino  Liang Chao* 
Gilroy  Kelly Ramirez (arrived 5:45 PM) 
Los Altos  Larry Lang 
Los Gatos Rob Moore (arrived 5:40 PM) 
Milpitas  Carmen Montano 
Monte Sereno  Lisa Shannon* 
Morgan Hill  Mark Turner (arrived 5:45 PM) 
Mountain View  Ellen Kamei (arrived 5:47 PM) 
Palo Alto  Vicki Veenker 
Santa Clara  Suds Jain* 
Saratoga  Tina Walia 
Sunnyvale  Charlsie Chang 

*Alternate 
 
Board Members Absent: (2)  

Los Altos Hills Rajiv Bhateja 
San Jose George Casey 

 
Also Present (1): 

Shali Sirkay Executive Director 
 
Members of the Public Present (1): 

Alex Staff, City of Sunnyvale 
Zach Hilton Mayor Pro Tempore, Gilroy 
Joshua Hugg Midpeninsula Open Space 
Victoria Ketell Staff, City of Sunnyvale 

 
ORAL COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE PUBLIC ON NONAGENDIZED ITEMS 
This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons wishing to address the Legislative Action Committee on any 
matter not on the agenda but within the Committee’s jurisdiction. State law prohibits the Legislative Action 
Committee from discussing and/or acting on nonagendized items. 

None 
 
AGENDA 
 

5. Consent Agenda (Action) 
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Recommendation: Review and approve minutes of the Legislative Action Committee Meeting held on 

April 9, 2026. 

Attachment: 

a. Minutes from April 9, 2026 Legislative Action Committee meeting 

Motion to approve the minutes with the correction that the minutes of the April 9, 2026 Legislative 

Action Committee meeting was chaired by Board President Tina Walia  

By Veenker 

Second by Walia 

AYES: 9 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 1 (Jain) 

ABSENT: 5 (Bhateja, Casey, E. Kamei, Ramirez, Turner) 

Motion passes 9-0-1-5 

6. Chair Update (Information) 

Recommendation: Receive update from Chair Rob Moore. 

7. Early Bill Review (Discussion and Potential Action) 

Recommendation: Share early bills and discuss any potential action to recommend to the Board of 

Directors. 

Attachments: Included are bill summaries, letters of support and other supporting documentation as 

available for the following bills: 

a. AB 1821 (Pacheco): California Public Records Act: agency response time 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on AB 1821 (Pacheco) 

By Turner 

Second by Walia 

AYES: 13 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 0 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 13-0-0-2 

b. AB 2296 (Papan): Planning and zoning: housing element: regional housing needs allocation 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on AB 2296 (Papan) 

By Ramirez 
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Second by Turner 

AYES: 11 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 2 (E. Kamei, Veenker) 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 13-0-0-2 

c. SB 1167 (Blakespear): Vehicles: electric bicycles 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on SB 1167 (Blakespear) 

By Turner 

Second by Jain 

AYES: 8 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 5 (Bybee, Chang, Chao, E. Kamei, Shannon) 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 8-0-5-2 

d. SB 949 (Becker): Environmental protection: Natural Resources Agency: resource of statewide 

significance: Santa Cruz Mountains. 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on SB 949 (Becker) 

By Jain 

Second by Ramirez 

AYES: 9 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 4 (Bybee, E. Kame, Lang, Montano) 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 9-0-4-2 

e. AB 1708 (Solache): Homeless Housing, Assistance, and Prevention program: smaller jurisdictions 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on AB 1708 (Solache) 

By Veenker 

Second by Jain 

AYES: 10 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 3 (Montano, Turner, Walia) 
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ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 10-0-3-2 

f. SB 922 (Laird): Vehicles: local agency charges: use of streets or highways. 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on SB 922 (Laird) 

By Turner 

Second by Shannon 

AYES: 12 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 1 (Lang) 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 12-0-1-2 

g. AB 2385 (Petrie-Norris): Local reconstruction agencies. 

Motion to recommend that the Cities Association take a support position on AB 2385 (Petrie-Norris) 

By Turner 

Second by Montano 

AYES: 8 

NAYS: 0 

ABSTENTIONS: 5 (Bybee, Chang, E. Kamei, Lang, Shannon) 

ABSENT: 2 (Bhateja, Casey) 

Motion passes 8-0-5-2 

8. Propose Bills to Consider for Discussion at Next Legislative Action Committee Meeting (Action) 

 
ADJOURN (MOORE) 
Meeting adjourned at 6:40 PM 
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SB 936 (Blakespear): Nitrous oxide: sales. (Cal Cities supported bill)  
 
Summary: 
 
This bill would prohibit the retail sale of nitrous oxide canisters larger than eight grams, except for legitimate 
uses in the medical, dental, culinary, and automotive industries, in response to the rise of "whippets" as a 
recreational drug.  
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law makes it a misdemeanor to possess nitrous oxide with intent to inhale it for intoxication, and to sell 
nitrous oxide to anyone under 18. This bill would go further, adding a new Penal Code section and a new 
chapter to the Health and Safety Code. The bill would prohibit, except as specifically exempted, the sale and 
distribution of a nitrous oxide container capable of holding more than eight grams of nitrous oxide, or from 
which an individual may directly inhale nitrous oxide. The bill would also prohibit the sale and distribution of 
nitrous oxide that has, or is marketed as having, the taste or smell of any food, targeting the flavored, kid-
friendly branded products (bubble gum, vanilla cupcake, tropical punch) that critics say have driven youth 
misuse. Because the bill creates new crimes, it imposes a state-mandated local program, though the bill 
specifies no state reimbursement is required.  
 
Local context: 
 
Orange, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, and Humboldt Counties have already adopted local bans on retail whippet 
sales, and Nebraska and Louisiana have enacted similar statewide restrictions. SB 936 would replace this 
patchwork with one uniform statewide standard. 
 
Status: 
 
SB 936 passed the Senate unanimously (32-0) in May 2026 and has since cleared the Assembly Public Safety 
Committee 17-0. It is currently moving through the Assembly. 
 
Supporters: 
 
This bill is co-sponsored by the County of Orange, the National Stewardship Action Council, and the San Diego 
County District Attorney's Office. It is also supported by the League of California Cities and a broad coalition of 
city and county governments, including San Jose, Long Beach, Santa Clara County, Santa Barbara County, and 
Humboldt and Mendocino Counties. Law enforcement support includes the California District Attorneys 
Association, California Narcotic Officers' Association, and local police associations, along with several county 
sheriffs' offices. Public health backing includes the California Medical Association, American Nurses 
Association/California, and the Health Officers Association of California, and a large bloc of waste management 
and recycling authorities have signed on given the environmental disposal angle of the discarded canisters. 
 
Opponents: 
 
Opposition includes the ACLU California Action, the San Francisco Public Defender, Californians United for a 
Responsible Budget, and the California Coalition for Women Prisoners. 
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SB 758 (Umberg): Public health: nitrous oxide. (League of California Cities co-sponsored bill) 
 
Summary: 
 
This bill prohibits any retailer holding a cigarette and tobacco license from selling nitrous oxide at a retail 
location, closing off one of the easiest points of purchase for recreational nitrous oxide misuse. 
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law already makes it a misdemeanor to sell nitrous oxide to anyone under 18, to knowingly distribute it 
to someone intending to use it for intoxication, and requires sellers to document each transaction with the 
buyer's ID and a signed warning about the risks of misuse. This bill goes further by prohibiting any retailer 
licensed under the Cigarette and Tobacco Products Licensing Act of 2003 from selling nitrous oxide at their 
retail location at all. Grocery stores and general retail merchandise stores with a grocery department are not 
considered "retailers" for purposes of this restriction, preserving legitimate culinary uses like whipped cream 
canisters. As amended in the Assembly, convenience stores were removed from the list of exempted retailers, 
meaning gas station mini-marts and smoke shops, common points of sale for nitrous oxide to minors and 
recreational users, would no longer be allowed to sell it. 
 
An earlier version of this bill also would have added 7-hydroxymitragynine (7-OH), a concentrated synthetic 
compound derived from kratom and sometimes called "gas station heroin," to the state's Schedule I controlled 
substances list. However, that provision regarding 7-OH was subsequently amended out of the bill, leaving the 
current legislation focused primarily on restricting the retail sale of nitrous oxide. 
 
Status: 
 
SB 758 passed the Senate 40-0 and is now moving through Assembly policy committees, most recently Business 
and Professions on June 23, 2026. 
 
Supporters: 
 
This bill is sponsored by the League of California Cities and supported by the California Narcotic Officers' 
Association, along with a wide bench of local police officer associations, including Riverside, Corona, Fullerton, 
Burbank, Pomona, Murrieta, and Newport Beach among many others. Local government support includes the 
Counties of Humboldt, Kern, Orange, and Tulare, and cities including Sunnyvale, Irvine, Ventura, Carlsbad, and 
Rocklin, plus the Rural County Representatives of California. Notably, the American Kratom Association and 
Global Kratom Coalition are also in support, distinguishing this bill's focus on nitrous oxide retail access from any 
restriction on traditional kratom products. 
 
Opposition: 
 
Opposition includes the ACLU California Action, Drug Policy Alliance, California Public Defenders Association, 
California Attorneys for Criminal Justice, and the California Retail and Distribution Fairness Association, along 
with harm reduction groups like Californians for Safety and Justice, Smart Justice California, and Students for 
Sensible Drug Policy. Opponents argue the bill leans on criminalization and retail restriction rather than public 
health regulation. 
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SB 1370 (Stern): Covered wildfire mitigation projects: consolidated and expedited review. 
 
Summary: 
 
This bill creates a single, consolidated state permitting process for wildfire mitigation projects and exempts 
qualifying projects from CEQA review, with the goal of clearing the fuel breaks, vegetation management, and 
forest health work that currently gets tied up in multi-agency permitting. 
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law establishes CAL FIRE's Office of the State Fire Marshal and its Community Wildfire Mitigation 
Assistance Program to coordinate wildfire prevention efforts across state and local agencies. This bill requires 
that all state-level environmental and resource permits, approvals, and consultations for a "covered wildfire 
mitigation project" be consolidated into a single review administered jointly by the Natural Resources Agency 
and CalEPA. Applicants would submit one consolidated application, and the reviewing agencies would be 
required to issue a written determination within 60 calendar days, extendable only by mutual agreement. An 
expedited authorization issued under this process would waive the need to separately comply with the 
individual permitting statutes and regulations that would otherwise apply within the consolidated agencies' 
jurisdiction. Qualifying projects must be under 3,000 acres, completed within two years of approval, and are 
exempted outright from CEQA. Violations of the project conditions carry a civil penalty of up to $10,000 per 
infraction. CAL FIRE is also required to calculate a risk-reduction cost per unit for publicly funded projects, and 
the review agencies must report back to the Legislature on implementation by July 2029. The streamlined 
process sunsets on December 31, 2030. 
 
Status: 
 
SB 1370 passed the Senate 29-5 on May 26, 2026, and is now moving through Assembly policy committees, 
including a hearing in Assembly Natural Resources on June 29, 2026. 
 
Supporters: 
 
This bill is supported by the League of California Cities and CSAC, along with the Rural County Representatives 
of California. It is also backed by the insurance industry, including the American Property Casualty Insurance 
Association, Personal Insurance Federation of California, and National Association of Mutual Insurance 
Companies, as well as the state's major utilities, Pacific Gas and Electric, Southern California Edison, and San 
Diego Gas & Electric. CalChamber and Megafire Action are also in support. The Nature Conservancy has taken 
an if-amended support position. 
 
Opposition: 
 
Sierra Club, Center for Biological Diversity, California Native Plant Society, Environment California, and 
Californians for Pesticide Reform. Their concerns center on the CEQA exemption and consolidated waiver 
process opening the door to logging and pesticide use with limited scientific review. Pacific Forest Trust and 
Endangered Habitats League hold against-unless-amended positions.  
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SB 1125 (Menjivar): Water Rate Assistance Program. 
 
Summary: 
 
This bill creates California's first statewide low-income water rate assistance program, providing direct bill 
credits to eligible residential water customers through a new state-administered fund. 
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law requires the State Water Resources Control Board to develop a plan for funding and implementing 
a Low-Income Water Rate Assistance Program, but no statewide program has ever been enacted. This bill 
establishes the Water Rate Assistance Fund in the State Treasury, available upon legislative appropriation, to 
provide water affordability assistance to low-income residential ratepayers. The state board would administer 
the fund, track its revenue separately from other state funds, and, after a public hearing, adopt implementation 
guidelines covering eligibility requirements, including self-certification under penalty of perjury. Local water 
agencies could participate directly in the state program or integrate the funding into their own existing local 
assistance programs. The state board would also be required to regularly assess water affordability needs and 
funding levels statewide and publish an annual public report on the fund's performance. The bill authorizes the 
Attorney General, at the state board's request, to bring a court action to stop violations of the program's 
provisions. Implementation of the entire program is contingent on the Legislature actually appropriating 
funding, meaning the framework could pass without the assistance itself taking effect right away. 
 
Status: 
 
SB 1125 passed the Senate and has cleared two Assembly policy committees, most recently Assembly Utilities 
and Energy on June 24. It now heads to Assembly Appropriations, its biggest remaining hurdle, with the August 
13 suspense file hearing as the next major checkpoint. 
 
Supporters: 
 
SB 1125 has drawn a large coalition. Water agencies and associations in support include ACWA, the California 
Municipal Utilities Association, California Special Districts Association, Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, San Diego County Water Authority, East Bay Municipal Utility District, San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission, and several other regional water districts. Local governments in support include the City of 
Sacramento, City of Burbank, City of Roseville, City of Thousand Oaks, and CSAC. Environmental and consumer 
advocacy support includes Clean Water Action, Sierra Club California, Environmental Defense Fund, Community 
Water Center, and California Environmental Voters, among others. Notably, ACWA's support marks a shift from 
its opposition to earlier water rate assistance proposals like SB 350 and SB 222. 
 
Opposition: 
 
None on record.  
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AB 387 (Alanis): Nevaeh Youth Sports Safety Act. 
 
Summary: 
 
This bill strengthens California's existing Nevaeh Youth Sports Safety Act by extending AED access requirements 
to sports facilities themselves, not just the youth sports organizations that use them, and requires facilities and 
organizations to share the cost of installing and maintaining lifesaving equipment on site. 
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law, the Nevaeh Youth Sports Safety Act, already requires youth sports organizations to ensure their 
athletes have access to an AED during official practices and matches, effective January 1, 2028, and requires 
those AEDs to be maintained and tested to specified standards. This bill closes a gap in that framework: 
commencing January 1, 2028, any public or private local facility with permanent sports infrastructure must 
ensure the youth sports organizations using it have access to an AED that the facility itself procures and 
maintains during any official practice or match it permits, with an exception for local educational agencies. If a 
facility doesn't have an AED available, the youth sports organization using that facility must ensure access to 
one on its own. Facilities and youth organizations are required to work collaboratively to keep AEDs accessible 
and to identify ways to share the financial costs of installing or maintaining the device, rather than leaving the 
full burden on one side. 
 
Status: 
 
AB 387 passed the Assembly 67-0, cleared the Senate Health Committee on June 24, 2026, and cleared Senate 
Education on July 1, 2026. It was amended again on August 3, 2026 and is now headed to Senate third reading. 
 
Supporters: 
 
Supporters include the American Youth Soccer Organization and the Eric Paredes Save a Life Foundation, an 
organization dedicated to preventing sudden cardiac arrest deaths in young athletes through AED access. Law 
enforcement support includes the California Association of School Police Chiefs, California Coalition of School 
Safety Professionals, Los Angeles School Police Management Association, Los Angeles School Police Officers 
Association, Riverside Police Officers Association, and Riverside Sheriffs' Association. 
 
The League of California Cities, CSAC, Rural County Representatives, and Urban Counties of California, along 
with several individual cities and parks and recreation associations, held oppose or oppose-unless-amended 
positions rooted in the cost of procuring and maintaining AEDs at facilities. However, this opposition has since 
been removed based on the establishment of a shared-responsibility model between youth sports 
organizations and local governments to ensure access to an automated external defibrillator (AED) during 
practices and matches. 
 
Opposition: 
 
Individual cities opposing include Rancho Cucamonga, Belmont, Buena Park, Corona, Lancaster, and Santa Rosa. 
The California Association of Recreation & Park Districts and California Park & Recreation Society both cited cost 
concerns unless amended.  
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SB 1117 (Cervantes): Accessory dwelling units and junior accessory dwelling units. 
 
Summary: 
 
This bill would further limit the impact fees local agencies can charge on larger accessory dwelling units, 
restricting fees to only the square footage that exceeds 750 square feet. 
 
Legislative Digest: 
 
Existing law already prohibits local agencies, special districts, and water corporations from charging any impact 
fee on an ADU with 750 square feet of interior livable space or less, and requires that fees on larger ADUs be 
charged proportionately based on the square footage of the primary dwelling unit. This bill goes a step further, 
requiring that the fee charged for a larger ADU be based only on the interior livable area in excess of 750 square 
feet, not the unit's full square footage. So a 1,000-square-foot ADU would only be assessed impact fees on 250 
square feet, regardless of what fee methodology the local agency otherwise uses. Because this changes how 
local agencies must calculate ADU fees, the bill imposes a state-mandated local program. The bill also includes 
findings declaring this a matter of statewide concern rather than a municipal affair, meaning it would apply to 
charter cities as well as general law cities. 
 
Status: 
 
SB 1117 passed the Senate and cleared the Assembly Housing and Community Development Committee on 
June 10, 2026, and the Assembly Local Government Committee on July 1, 2026, where it passed 8-0. It now 
heads to Assembly Appropriations. 
 
Supporters: 
 
This bill is sponsored by California YIMBY and the Casita Coalition. It draws broad support from housing 
production and tenant advocacy groups, including Abundant Housing Los Angeles, Circulate Planning & Policy, 
Eden Housing, and Faith and Housing Coalition, along with a large network of regional pro-housing groups such 
as East Bay for Everyone, Peninsula for Everyone, Napa-Solano for Everyone, and San Mateo Forward. Rental 
property and apartment industry groups are also in support, including the California Apartment Association, 
California Rental Housing Association, Apartment Association of Greater Los Angeles, and several regional rental 
housing associations. Zillow Group and the Shasta County Board of Supervisors are also in support. 
 
Opposition: 
 
Cal Cities and CSAC both oppose the bill, joined by the Rural County Representatives of California, California 
Special Districts Association, and a long list of individual cities including Thousand Oaks, Redwood City, Buena 
Park, Foster City, San Marcos, and Morgan Hill. Fire service groups have also raised concerns, with the Fire 
Districts Association of California and California Fire Chiefs Association both in an against-unless-amended 
position, reflecting worry about fire facility impact fee funding. The Marin County Council of Mayors and 
Councilmembers and South Bay Cities Council of Governments are opposed as well. The core concern across 
this coalition is the same one Cal Cities has raised throughout the session: further limiting ADU impact fees cuts 
into funding local agencies rely on for infrastructure and public safety services tied to new development. 
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