
REPORT TO CITY COUNCIL 

 

 

DATE: APRIL 22, 2009 

 

TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 

 

FROM: GREG RAMIREZ, CITY MANAGER 

 

BY:  LOUIS CELAYA, ASSISTANT TO THE CITY MANAGER 

 

SUBJECT: LETTER OF SUPPORT – ASSEMBLY BILL 139 (BROWNLEY) 

 

 

The Los Angeles Country Flood Control District (LACFCD) has approached cities with a 
request to assist them with the challenge to address storm water and urban runoff and is 
requesting a letter of support (attached).  The LACFCD has been working with local legislators 
to make modifications to the existing Los Angeles Flood Control Act that was adopted by the 
State legislature in 1915.  The change is needed to address the water quality problems that are 
now prevalent across the county, state and country.  New water quality mandates now require 
counties and cities to address storm water urban runoff and the contaminants that reside in them.  
The LACFCD, like many other agencies, are challenged to generate substantial amounts of 
revenue that will equate to millions of dollars in the coming years to address this problem.  The 
costs needed to address water quality could overwhelm existing revenue streams and ultimately 
impact other municipal programs. 
 
The LACFCD is requesting support of Assembly Bill 139 ( Los Angeles County Flood Control 
District: fees and charges)  that would authorize the District to collect a fee in compliance with 
Article XIII D of the California Constitution (known as Prop 218).  Existing law does not afford 
the LACFCD to ask voters for a fee, as it currently only permits the District to issue bonds or 
levy assessments on real property to address revenues.  AB 139 would incorporate amended 
language that would permit the LACFCD “to impose a fee or charge, in compliance with Article 

XIIID of the California Constitution, to pay cost and expenses of the district, and to carry out 

objects or purposes of the act” (Los Angeles Flood Control Act).  The County of Los Angeles 
has been conducting initial water quality phone surveys on this issue to gauge understanding and 
support for such a fee, particularly for a mail back ballot process the LACFCD is considering.  
Initial surveys on this issue for a proposed per parcel fee of $44 to $54 received over 60% 
approval from property owners before full explanations were conducted.  The LACFCD is 
looking to refer to this potential fee as a “clean water fee,” that would be used only for water 
cleanup and protection projects that could not be diverted by the State or any other entity or for 
any other purpose. 
 

There have been ongoing discussions in the storm water quality arena to have the District 
develop a funding mechanism to address storm water quality countywide for some time.  AB 139 
would be the first step in establishing a long term revenue stream to address the water quality 
issues facing many counties and cities.  This would still depend on the ultimate approval by 



county voters even if AB 139 is approved.  It should be noted and clarified that the City 
Council’s letter of support will only express its support for allowing the legislature to include 
amending language in the Flood Control Act to afford the LACFCD the ability to ask the voters 
for a fee.  It does not, and should not, be interpreted to mean that the City Council is in support 
of a per parcel fee to address this issue, as to approve such a fee is something that is, ultimately, 
left to the voters of Los Angeles County to decide. 
 
This request was presented to the Legislative Committee for its review and full support was 
received. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 

It is recommended the City Council approve the Letter of Support for Assembly Bill 139 - Los 
Angeles County Flood Control District: fees and charges, and direct staff to initiate actions 
necessary to formalize the request. 
 
Attachments: Assembly Bill 139 – Support Letter 
  LACFCD AB 139 Fact Sheet 
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