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June 15, 2022

The Honorable Cecilia Aguiar-Curry

Chair, Assembly Local Government Committee
Member 10t and O Street Offices, Suite 3430
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: SB 932 (Portantino) General plans: circulation element: bicycle and
pedestrian plans and traffic calming plans.
City of Lafayette — Notice of Opposition

Dear Assembly Member Aguiar-Curry:

On behalf of the City of Lafayette, | write to express our opposition to SB 932 (Portantino),
which requires the circulation element of a general plan to include specified contents
related to bicycle plans, pedestrian plans, and traffic calming plans, and to implement
those plans in a condensed timeframe, Additionally, the bill allows for a private right of
action against a local government that is perceived to not have implemented the bill's
provisions, if an individual is injured within the right-of-way in a collision with a motor
vehicle in high injury areas in specified counties.

While we understand the intent of the bill — local streets and roads should be safe and
accommodating to pedestrians utilizing all modes of sustainable transportation — we
oppose the method by which the bill seeks to accomplish this goal. The bill requires local
governments to generally follow guidelines that many are already implementing - such as
updating circulation elements and implementing bicycle, pedestrian, and traffic calming
plans. However, the bill does not take into account local funding timeline constraints and
massive funding gaps cities already have to grapple with in order to maintain existing
pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. What's more, many transportation and circulation
element projects are funded through development impact fee revenues — which many
current legislative proposals seek to cap or eliminate.

This bill comes at a time where transportation dollars are in flux at the federal, state, and
local levels. Funds are only just beginning to trickle in from the massive investments made
at the federal level, and many existing transportation investments have yet to be
reaffrmed at the state level, due to policy changes from existing taxes, and
disagreements between the Legislature and the Governor's Administration on how best
to appropriate funds. As such, cities are grappling with how to maintain baseline for the
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maintenance of existing infrastructure. The arbitrary 2024 timeline does not allow for local,
state, and federal dollars to filter through their respective channels for local governments
to utilize for the bill's purpose.

Additionally, the bill's provisions which allow for a private right of action against a local
government that fails to meet the bill's implementation timeframes presents a counter-
productive punishment mechanism, which could result in local governments paying to
defend themselves against litigation rather than using those finite resources to improve
local streets and roads. This seems counterintuitive, as the goal of the bill is to enhance
and expand pedestrian safety, not legal challenges against entities working to implement
safety changes. To reiterate sentiments related to the dependence on impact fee
revenues to fund projects, exposing local agencies to costly litigation may cause some
local governments to increase such fees to backfill critical lost revenue, which runs
counter to many legislative proposals seeking to decrease fees.

For these reasons, the City of Lafayette opposes SB 932 (Portantino).
Sincerely,

Teresa Gerringer
Mayor
City of Lafayette

cC: Senator Steve Glazer
Assembly Member Rebecca Bauer-Kahan
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