Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce

GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Garden Grove Community Meeting Center

Founders Room

11300 Stanford Ave. 

Garden Grove, CA 92840
Friday, March 12, 2010
7:30am

AGENDA

Presiding: 
Dr. Les Malo, 2009-2010 GAC Chair
Welcome and Introductions

Call to Order and Roll Call

Chair’s Report
Recent Action
· Garden Grove Chamber Launches New Advocacy Web Site
· Adult Day Care Funding
Staff Report

· CalChamber 2010 Business Summit

Agenda Items

1. Approval of February 2010 Minutes 





ACTION

2. Californians Against Food & Beverage Taxes 




ACTION
3. Legislative Report #2







ACTION

· AB 1594 (Huber) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: Peripheral Canal
· SB 518 (Lowenthal) Vehicles: Parking Services and Fees

· SB 657 (Steinberg) Human Trafficking

· SB 810 (Leno) Single-Payer Health Care Coverage

Reports From Elected Officials’ Representatives
· Congressional Members Rohrabacher, Royce, and Sanchez

· State Senators Harmon and Correa

· Assembly Members Silva, Van Tran and Solorio

· OC Supervisor Nguyen

· City of Garden Grove

Announcements
· Next Month’s Meeting: April 9, 2010
Adjourn

CHAIR’S REPORT
Government Affairs Committee
March 12, 2010
Recent Action
February 23, 2010
Garden Grove Chamber Protects Adult Day Care Funding

	




	The Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce expanded its membership benefits with the addition of an ambitious government affairs program that will represent the interests of Garden Grove businesses. 

The Chamber developed and implemented a government affairs program complete with mission, vision statements and long term strategies. Efforts will be made to nurture relationships with local and state elected officials and their staff to ensure that chamber member businesses are represented on issues that will have an impact in the local business community. 

A feature of the Chamber's government affairs efforts is this legislative eALERT. This eALERT is an e-mailed “call to action” for you to play a role by submitting your letter on important issues impacting you and the local Garden Grove economy. 

February 23, 2010
Submit Your Letter Now: Support Adult Day Health Care Funding

The Governor proposed eliminating Adult Day Health Care funding. Adult Day Health Care services help the frail older adults and individuals with Alzheimer’s disease or related type of dementia living in our community. Their caregivers are the workers in our businesses who need this program to enable them to maintain their jobs. This in turn keeps our businesses productive with employees who can focus on their work rather than be disengaged because they are worrying about what is happening at home. 

Click here to take action.

	Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce | 12866 Main Street, Suite 102 | Garden Grove, California 92840-5298
Telephone: (714) 638-7950 | Fax: (714) 636-6672 | Contact Us
Unsubscribe? Reply to this email.


February 22, 2010

Garden Grove Chamber Launches New Advocacy Web Site

The Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce launched its new government affairs committee (GAC) last year. The new GAC represents the interests of businesses at all levels of government. The GAC is dedicated to engaging the business community on the important issues impacting our local economy and giving them the tools to play a role in our effort. To accomplish this, the Chamber launched a new Web site: www.GardenGroveAdvocacy.biz.

“We are excited to be offering such an innovated way for our members and the Garden Grove business community to become engaged on important issues and allowing them to take action all in a streamlined process,” stated Connie Margolin, President/CEO of the Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce.

In early 2009, the Garden Grove Chamber’s board of directors approved the implementation of an aggressive government affairs program.  The GAC is comprised of chamber members that meet once per month serving as an action team for educating elected officials, building the government affairs program, setting legislative goals and priorities and providing legislative results for the Garden Grove business community. The 2010 GAC is currently being chaired by Dr. Les Malo

“The tracking of legislation that impacts the Garden Grove business community is an important function of the Chamber. When the GAC takes a position and needs to alert the business community, we will use this important tool to allow us to get the message out,” stated Dr. Les Malo, Chair of the Garden Grove Chamber’s Government Affairs Committee. “Furthermore, the Chamber will use the Web site to list the top issues and legislation impacting the Garden Grove business community,” continued Malo. 

At the end of the legislative year the Chamber will also hold elected officials accountable to the business community by posting and maintaining a vote record showing how they voted on business issues. The Chamber will also launch a “Legislative eALERT” to keep members updated on important public policy related issues via email. Included will be a quick and easy method to assist the Chamber in efforts to support or oppose policy recommendations that may impact business. 

Log on to the new www.GardenGroveAdvocacy.biz for more information and the current issues being tracked by the Chamber.

STAFF REPORT

Government Affairs Committee
March 12, 2010

CalChamber 2010 Business Summit

Monday, May 17, 2010 10:00 AM – Tuesday, May 18, 2010 9:15 AM (Pacific Time)

Location

Sacramento Convention Center

1400 J Street

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Who Should Attend?

Business owners

CEOs

Public affairs staff

Local chamber of commerce staff, board members, committee members

Economic development, industry/trade and regional business organization representatives.

Register Early and Save!

Lower Early Bird Rate available until 4/16/10

Summit/Host Reception/Host Breakfast:  $220/$275

Summit/Reception:  $195/$250

Summit Only: $165/$220

Schedule

	9:00 a.m.
	Registration Opens
Sacramento Convention Center, 3rd Floor Ballroom

	10:00 a.m.
	Summit Opening
CalChamber President Allan Zaremberg

CalChamber Priorities

Introduction of CalChamber Policy Advocates

	10:30 a.m.
	Discussion of Key Issues with Noted Experts

	11:15 a.m.
	Discussion of Key Issues with Noted Experts

	12:00 p.m.
	Break

	12:15 p.m.
	Summit Luncheon

	12:45 p.m.
	Introduction of Special Guests
Local Chamber Recognition: President’s Circle

Political Partner of the Year

Small Business Advocate of the Year Awards

	1:15 p.m.
	Special Guest Speaker: Howard Fineman
Senior Washington Correspondent and Political Columnist for Newsweek

	2:00 p.m.
	Summit Adjourns

	2:15 –  3:45 p.m.
	Breakout Sessions (Optional)
A. Legislative Advocacy Boot Camp 101

B. 2010 Ballot Measures

C. What Labor’s Federal Agenda Could Mean for Business

D. International Trade Forum (CalChamber Office)

	5:30 – 7:30 p.m.
	Sacramento Host Reception (Optional)
Sutter Club – 1220 Ninth Street


Post-Summit Events
Tuesday, May 18, 2010
	6:30 a.m.
	Sacramento Host Breakfast Registration Opens
Sacramento Convention Center, 3rd Floor Ballroom

	7:30 – 9:00 a.m.
	Sacramento Host Breakfast


ACTION

AGENDA ITEM 1

Government Affairs Committee
March 12, 2010
Approval of February 2010 Minutes
Garden Grove Chamber Of Commerce

Government Affairs Committee 

Meeting Minutes 

February 12, 02010

Committee Members Present: 
Richard Fissel, Errol Giuliano, Harry Krebs, Dr. Les Malo, Sharon Sunda, Sandy 




Thomas, Larry Valenti, Mallory Vega

Absent: 



Dominic Acolino, Joe Hammer, Tam Nguyen, Maggie Wells, Scott Smith (resigned)

Staff:



Connie Margolin, Jeremy Harris

Guests:



Kingsley Okereke, Maria Sipes, Lisa Kalustian

Call to Order and Roll Call
Pledge of Allegiance, and self-introductions followed. Dr. Les Malo called the meeting to order at 7:31 a.m. 

Agenda Items

Harry Krebs moved to accept the minutes of the January 8th meeting, Sandy Thomas seconded the motion, motion carried.

Mr. Kingsley Okereke, Finance Director for Garden Grove, presented the Committee with information regarding the “Local Taxpayer, Public Safety and Transportation Projection Act.  This measure would prohibit the State from taking, borrowing or redirecting local taxpayer funds dedicated to public safety, emergency response and other vital local government services. Furthermore, the act would protect vital, dedicated transportation and public transit funds from state raids.  Mr. Okereke outlined the amount of funds that the State has taken from Garden Grove and the projected amount to be taken.  Harry Krebs moved to support the Projection Act, Sandy Thomas seconded the motion, motion carried.

Lisa Kalustian, Chief Deputy Director for Governor Schwarzenegger, presented the Governor’s five point plan to put California’s Economy back on track.

1. Create a new job initiative with 100,000 new jobs and train an additional 140,000 Californians

2. Streamline Regulations

3. Extend the home buyer tax credit

4. Eliminate sales taxes on green tech manufacturing equipment.

5. Eliminate frivolous lawsuits.

She then responded to questions from Committee members.

Mallory Vega, Executive Director of Acacia Adult Day Services for the Frail Elderly, and member of the GAC Committee presented information about a proposal to eliminate adult day healthcare as an optional benefit under the California State MediCal plan, in March of 2010.  
It was presented as a way to cut costs in order to balance the budget.  This proposal to eliminate adult day services will cause a loss of more than 7,600 jobs.  
Discussion of the millions of federal matching funds that will be lost; and the costs on the other end with more of the elderly being forced into nursing homes.  Harry Krebs moved to support a letter writing campaign in support of protecting Adult Day Health Care funding.  Errol Giuliano seconded the motion, motion carried.

Dr. Malo stated that it was 8:45 a.m. and we wanted to hear from the representatives of our elected officials; therefore we will take up the issue of “Californians Against Food & Beverage Taxes at the March meeting.

Reports From Elected Officials’ Representatives
Young Kim, representing Congressman Royce, reported that he opposed H.R.4314 a bill to increase the nation’s debt limit by $290 billion. He feels that the federal government needs to find a way to reduce the debt.  Mrs. Kim also stated to stop blaming Washington for the debt; we are all in this together.

Matthew Harper, representing Janet Nguyen, Chair of the Board of Supervisors, relocated chairmanships for all the committees that the Board is responsible for.  He also reminded everyone that today is “Abe’s” 201st birthday.

Dave Everett, representing Assemblyman Van Tran, reported that the Assemblyman renewed his opposition to the sale of OC Fairgrounds.  He also co-sponsored legislation to help Haiti earthquake relief & California taxpayers.

The meeting adjourned at 9:10 a.m.  The next meeting is March 12th.

ACTION
AGENDA ITEM 2
Government Affairs Committee
March 12, 2010
Californians Against Food & Beverage Taxes
Presentation by

Jeremy Madison Harris

Director of Government Affairs

Recommend Position

Join the Californians Against Food & Beverage Taxes Coalition
Summary
1. The Coalition has contacted the Chamber due to standing positions of the Chamber on similar taxes. Most recently, the Chamber opposed tax increases on alcohol and tobacco due to the Legislature targeting specific industries in order to help balance the state budget.
Background
2. The coalition believes that this is not the time to add yet another new tax on the backs of hardworking Californians and opposes opening the door for even more taxes and putting California jobs in jeopardy as a result of loss in food and beverage sales that a raise in taxes would cause.
3. Californians Against Food and Beverage Taxes promotes healthy lifestyles through balanced diet and exercise—but there are better avenues towards healthy lives than discriminatory taxes on soda, juice drinks and food products. 
4. While Californians work to recover from the economic downturn, the politicians who brought you the state’s budget problems have set their sights on yet another tax increase – this time on food and beverages!

5. The Legislature may be out of control, but that doesn’t stop them from trying to control our lives.
Some politicians think that by passing laws and increasing taxes on foods and beverages, they can force people to live healthier lifestyles. The Legislature needs to focus on the problems we elected them to solve – And not on policing our behavior.
6. Higher taxes do not make people healthier.
Many in Sacramento believe they can tax Californians to better health. Here’s a news flash:  making smart decisions about diet and exercise leads to better health, NOT NEW TAXES. Promoting physical education and better nutrition are more effective tools our government can use to improve health.
7. We can’t trust the politicians to spend new tax money wisely.
Nobody argues that California is in a financial crisis. But the problem is not that there isn’t enough money. From 2004 to 2008, tax receipts in California rose by $29 billion. But during the same period, spending went up a whopping $43 billion.

We simply cannot trust state legislators to spend our taxpayer dollars effectively. Just like the state lottery, it will inevitably end up getting raided to pay for other projects and wasteful programs.

8. Higher food and beverage taxes today…what’s next?
If the politicians get away with their plan to increase food and beverage taxes, it will only encourage them to impose more and more taxes or “fees” on everything from fast food to cars to gasoline. Already, powerful special interests in Sacramento are pushing plans to raise some 30 different taxes – to the tune of $80 billion!

Supporting
7-Eleven, Oakland, CA

7-Eleven, Fremont, CA

7-Eleven # 24003

Alameda Merchants Association

Allied Industries, Inc.

American GI Forum of California

AM/PM Arlo Gas

Asian Business Coalition

Bonfare Market

CA Retailers Association

California/Nevada Soft Drink Association

California Grocers Association

California Hispanic Chambers of Commerce

California Licensed Beverage Association

Central California Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Chambers of Commerce Alliance, Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties

Chevron – Alameda, CA

Chocolate Heaven

Chowders, Inc.

Cork n’ Bottle

Corn Refiners Association

Costa Mesa Chamber of Commerce

Eagle Cafe

Eaglenest Eatery

Food 24 Convenience Market

Java House

Grand Express Market

Greater Corona Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Java House

Hispanic Chambers of Commerce – Silicon Valley

Hispanic Lifestyle

Hometown Donuts

In Room West

Ken Betts, Inc.

Kwik & Convenient

Latin Hollywood Films

Latino Business Association

Los Angeles Metro Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Mexican American Grocers Assocation

Mirex

National Association of Latino Independent Producers, Inc.

National Taxpayers Union

Nazdak Cafe

Neighborhood Market Association

Oak Street Shell

Orange County Taxpayers Association

Paradise Bar and Restaurant Services

Pasquales Pizzeria

Piedmont Valero Service Center

Pier 39 Ice Cream Shop

Quik Stop

Quik Stop 4056

Rahmani Enterprises, LLC

Riverside Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce

San Diego Tax Fighters

San Francisco State Gold Coast

Santa Clarita Concessions, Inc.

Seaside Taxpayers Association

Shell San Pablo

Specialty’s Bakery & Cafe

Super Bowl Bakery & Cafe

Tab’s, Inc.

Tavern Owners United for Fairness

Telegraph Quality Market

Tiffany Cafe

Trag’s Cafe

Travel Traders

The Latino Coalition

V & I Liquor Store

Ventura County Taxpayers Association

Opposing
None on file.

ACTION

AGENDA ITEM 3

Government Affairs Committee
March 12, 2010
Legislative Report #2

Presentation by

Jeremy Madison Harris

Director of Government Affairs
AB 1594 (Huber) Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta: Peripheral Canal

Recommended Position

Oppose

Summary

1. AB 1594 would prohibit the construction of a peripheral canal, as defined, that conveys water from a diversion point in the Sacramento River to a location south of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, unless expressly authorized by the Legislature.

Background

2. The California Legislature approved in late 2009 a water supply reliability bill package that outlined how the Delta and surrounding ecosystem, would be fixed in accordance with ongoing Federal lawsuits that have prevented water flow to critical areas throughout the state.

3. AB 1594 would require the Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) to complete an economic feasibility analysis prior to the enactment of a statute authorizing the construction of a peripheral canal. 

4. Furthermore, AB 1594 would also require that the construction and operation of a peripheral canal not diminish or negatively affect the water supplies, water rights, or quality of water for water users within the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta watershed.

5. The current Delta Package (Legislation passed in 2009) provides a pathway to construction of new conveyance facilities that also include important new protections for the Delta ecosystem.

6. The Delta Package also includes integrating the Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) which serves as the strategy of the water system and ecosystem improvements that will follow and comply with the Endangered Species Act.

7. A similar bill, AB 13 7x, enacted the similar provisions as AB 1594 and was killed late last year due to it not receiving a hearing.

Arguments in Support

8. The author of the bill opposed the Delta package because it created a new layer of bureaucrats who will make decisions on water that will impact the communities in her district, including the details of a canal. 

9. AB 1594 counteracts the details in the Delta package that gives all authority to a group of unelected appointees and a full analysis of the peripheral canal and required legislative approval is a common sense approach.

Arguments in Opposition

10. Opposition to AB 1594 argue that it is a threat to achieving the co-equal goals of ecosystem restoration and reliable water supplies in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta as passed in the water legislation package in 2009.

11. Furthermore, opponents argue that it will undermine water supply reliability throughout California and will threaten jobs and the economic health of three quarters of the state’s population residing south of the Delta.  

Supporting 

None on file.

Opposing

Desert Water Agency

Eastern Municipal Water District

Municipal Water District of Orange County

Redondo Beach Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau

South Bay Association of Chambers of Commerce

The Chamber Alliance of Ventura & Santa Barbara Counties

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California

Valley Ag Coalition

Westlands Water District

SB 518 (Lowenthal) Vehicles: Parking Services and Fees

Recommended Position


Oppose

Summary

1. SB 518 provides incentives for cities and counties to adopt certain measures that reduce or eliminate subsidies for parking.

Background

2. SB 518 requires any lease of real property which the state enters into on or after January 1, 2011, to list the full cost of any parking spaces as a separate line item. 

3. Furthermore, it would allow a city, county, or city and county to adopt and implement measures to reduce or eliminate subsidies for parking as explained in a menu of points as referenced in SB 518 that awards points through ARB’s cap-and-trade program (See number 5).

4. Authorizes a city, county, or city and county to request the Air Resources Board (ARB) to approve and award points for other alternate measures to reduce or eliminate subsidies that fail to charge users for the full cost of a parking space. 

5. SB 518 requires the ARB to consider making a city, county, or city and county that adopts and implements measures that exceed a total score of 20 points to receive carbon reduction credits through the ARB's cap-and-trade program and if a total score of at least 50 points is achieved, the city, county, or city and county, with respect to any application for competitive loan or grant programs funded by a general obligation bond approved by the voters on or after January 1, 2010, would receive bonus points equal to five percent of the total available points. 

6. SB 518 authorizes the expenditure of any moneys apportioned to cities or counties from the Highway Users Tax Account for the adoption or implementation of transportation demand management measures. 

7. Lastly, SB 518 authorizes a local authority to dedicate any portion of revenues collected from parking meter zones to benefit parking benefit districts or to fund programs that reduce parking demand, including, but not limited to, public transit, transportation demand management, or bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure improvements and promotion.

8. The following article was printed in the Los Angeles Times on January 29, 2010:

State lawmakers take aim at free parking

By Patrick McGreevy

There is too much of it, they say, and it encourages people to drive instead of taking the bus, walking or bicycling. A Senate proposal would prompt cities and businesses to reduce its availability.

State lawmakers are taking aim at what some of them see as a menace to California's environment: free parking.

There is too much of it, the legislators say, and it encourages people to drive instead of taking the bus, walking or riding a bike. All that motoring is contributing to traffic jams and pollution, according to state Sen. Alan Lowenthal (D-Long Beach), and on Thursday he won Senate approval of a proposal he hopes will prompt cities and businesses to reduce the availability of free parking.

"Free parking has significant social, economic and environmental costs," Lowenthal said. "It increases congestion and greenhouse gas emissions."

Republicans opposed the measure, saying the Legislature should not be meddling in how much people pay to park.

"If local governments want to entice people to shop or do business in a particular area, that is entirely their business. Not the state's," said Sen. Tom Harman (R-Huntington Beach).

The bill, supported by the Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC) and the Sierra Club, provides financial incentives for cities and counties to stop providing free parking on the street and at government offices and to reduce the amount they require businesses to provide.

Cities that take such action could get more state money for parking garages and transit programs and bonus points in competing for state grants. 

When a store provides free parking, the cost to maintain, clean, insure, secure and light the parking lot is passed on to shoppers in higher prices for goods, said Justin Horner, an analyst with the NRDC. Free street parking is paid for by the entire community in the form of higher taxes, he said.

Lowenthal said that when businesses pay for their employees' parking, more of them drive to work. 

"It's nice that we've been treated to this luxury," Lowenthal said. "The problem with free parking is it's not free."

Arguments in Support

9. According to the author's office, "free" parking has significant social, economic, and environmental costs. This bill seeks to facilitate economic development, reduce traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions and save scarce public resources by reducing governmental or government-required subsidies for parking.

Arguments in Opposition

10. SB 518 has the potential to affect apartment owners; all businesses; commercial and industrial property owners and all cities.  SB 518 would force cities to change their current parking laws, require employers and landlords to charge a fee per parking space, and limit the amount of parking they are able to offer.

Supporting

Natural Resources Defense Council (source) 

American Lung Association 

American Planning Association 

Bay Area Air Quality Management District 

California League of Conservation Voters 

Genentech Housing California 

Non-Profit Housing Association of Northern California 

Planning and Conservation League 

Sierra Club 

Transform

Opposing

California Building Association 

California State Association of Counties 

League of California Cities

Long Beach Area Chamber of Commerce

Redondo Beach Chamber of Commerce & Visitors Bureau

SB 657 (Steinberg) Human Trafficking

Recommended Position


Oppose

Summary

1. SB 657 would require retail sellers and manufacturers doing business in the state to develop, maintain and implement policies related to their compliance with federal and state law regarding the eradication of slavery and human trafficking from their supply chain.

Background

2. Existing federal law establishes the crimes of kidnapping in interstate or foreign commerce, slavery and trafficking of people that also provides for criminal and civil penalties.

3. If SB 657 were to pass, it would take effect January 1, 2011.

4. SB 657 requires that the policy be posted on the retail seller's or manufacturer's Internet website and be made available in writing upon request by a consumer. 

5. Furthermore, requires the policy, at a minimum, include these two elements:

a. The company and all suppliers in its supply chain will comply with the laws regarding slavery and human trafficking in the countries in which they do business, and

b. Where slavery and human trafficking is found in its supply chain, it will seek eradication rather than ceasing business in that area. 

6. SB 657 exempts retail sellers or manufacturers having less than $2 million in annual sales. 

7. Prior Legislation: 

a. SB 1649 (Steinberg), 2007-08 Session, was substantively similar to this bill. The bill passed the Senate with a vote of 23-15 on May 15, 2008, but died in the Assembly Appropriations Committee. 

b. SB 180 (Kuehl), Chapter 239, Statutes of 2005, established the California Alliance to Combat Trafficking and Slavery (California ACTS) Task Force. 

c. AB 22 (Lieber), Chapter 240, Statutes of 2005, established civil and criminal penalties for human trafficking and allowed for forfeiture of assets derived from human trafficking.

Arguments in Support

8. According to the author's office, the primary goal of this bill is to highlight the existence of slave-labor and human trafficking throughout California, and to create an opportunity for California retailers and manufacturers to demonstrate leadership in eradicating human trafficking from their supply chains. 

9. Additionally, with the information required of businesses, this bill empowers consumers to reward companies that proactively work to eradicate slave-labor and human traffic

Arguments in Opposition

10. The California Grocers Association opposes SB 657 because "While grocers do not support slavery, human trafficking or abusive treatment of workers, the bill poses several difficulties. SB 657 would require all companies to develop policies with regard to its entire supply chain, which can include entities far outside the borders of California or the United States. Grocers do not have the resources to monitor supplier employment practices, nor do they have the authority to enforce state or federal labor law with regard to suppliers.”

11. Further, the bill requires posting of policies on a company's internet website but provides no details as to what constitutes compliance with the requirement or how it applies to retailers that do not have an internet web site."

Supporting 

Alliance to Stop Slavery and End Trafficking (source) 

California Commission on the Status of Women 

California Labor Federation 

California School Employees Association 

California Teamsters Public Affairs Council 

Coalition to Abolish Slavery and Trafficking 

Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office 

Planned Parenthood Affiliates of California, Inc

Opposing

California Chamber of Commerce 

California Grocers Association 

California Independent Grocers Association 

California Manufacturers and Technology Association 

California Retailers Association 

Grocery Manufacturers Association 

National Federation of Independent Business
SB 810 (Leno) Single-Payer Health Care Coverage

Recommended Position

Oppose

Summary

1. SB 810 would establish the California Healthcare System, an entity that would attempt to provide affordable and comprehensive healthcare coverage for all.

Background

2. SB 810 establishes the California Healthcare System (CHS), a single-payer healthcare system that will provide coverage for which all 37 million Californians would be eligible. 

3. This bill combines under one administration existing state-administered healthcare programs with the privately funded insurance industry, and the state's uninsured. 

4. The CHS will, on a single-payer basis, negotiate with providers or set fees for healthcare services and will pay claims for those services.  

5. SB 810 prohibits the existence of a healthcare service plan contract or health insurance policy, except for the CHS, that will be sold in the state that provided for the same services as the system. 

6. This will reduce the California health plan and insurance industry to either third-party administrators for the system or entities that would provide coverage for benefits not covered by the system. 

7. It will be administered by the California Healthcare Agency under the control of a Healthcare Commissioner appointed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate. 


8. This bill requires the Commissioner to seek all necessary federal policy and financing waivers, exemptions, agreements, and legislation to implement the CHS. 

9. SB 810 provides that if the system does not receive federal or local permission to transfer revenues to the Healthcare Fund for existing federal, state or local governmental programs, the system's responsibility to provide healthcare services would be secondary. 
Arguments in Support

10. Supporters state that as health insurance costs steadily rise, employers are increasingly reducing or dropping coverage for employees, that the increase in high deductible health plans, which require deductibles and co-payments which are generally unaffordable, have failed to stem the rise in health care costs, and that half of all bankruptcies in the United States are now related to medical costs. 

11. Supporters cite this as evidence that Californians can no longer rely on the current system of private insurance, as no one is guaranteed to receive care when they become ill, and many who are insured often have inadequate coverage.

Arguments in Opposition

12. Opponents state that costs associated with this bill would create an expensive labyrinth of bureaucracy, and that competition among private companies leads to lower costs and better care. 

13. Opponents assert that a state-run health care system would eliminate private health plans and insurers, thereby forcing people to rely upon the state to take care of their health needs, and limiting medical advances because of decreased competition. Opponents argue that this bill would extend taxpayer obligations too far, and damage the state's competitiveness for jobs.

Supporting 

California Nurses Association (sponsor)

California Teachers Association (co-sponsor)

ACLU of Southern California

American Association of University Women

American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees

American Medical Student Association

Bay Area Veterans of the Civil Rights Movement

California Commission on the Status of Women

California Communities United Institute

California Federation of Teachers

California Labor Federation, AFL-CIO

California Professional Firefighters

California Retired Teachers Association

California School Employees Association

California Society for Clinical Social Work 

City of San Pablo

Consumer Federation of California

County Health Executives Association (if amended)

Diablo Valley Democratic Club

Easter Hill United Methodist Church

Glendale City Employees Association

Health Access California

Health Care for All California

Kennedy Club of the San Joaquin

Lamorinda Peace and Justice Group

League of Women Voters of San Joaquin County

Los Angeles Unified School District

Manteca Democratic Club

Organization of SMUD Employees

Rainbow Coalition West Contra Costa

San Bernardino Public Employees Association

San Fernando Valley Interfaith Council

San Luis Obispo County Employees Association

Santa Rosa City Employees Association

Service Employees International Union

St. John of Good Catholic Church

United Nurses Associations of California/Union of Health Care Professionals

West Contra Costa Concilio Latino

West Contra Costa Latino/a Democratic Club

Western Center on Law & Poverty 

Numerous individuals     

Opposing

America's Health Insurance Plans 

Anthem Blue Cross 

Association of California Life and Health Insurance Companies 

California Association of Health Plans 

California Association of Health Underwriters 

California Chamber of Commerce 

California Independent Grocers Association 

California Taxpayers' Association 

Concerned Women for America 

Health Net 

National Federation of Independent Business
11

