
Memorandum 

Date: January 20, 2026 

To: Mayor and Members of the City Council 

From: Thomas B. Modica, City Manager 

Subject: Government Affairs and Strategic Partnerships Office Year in Review 2025 

The Government Affairs and Strategic Partnerships Office (Office) Year in Review Report 
provides information on the City of Long Beach’s (City) funding and legislative advocacy 
efforts for 2025.  

At the state and federal levels, City staff and the City’s legislative representatives 
advocated for one-time funding priorities and projects, resulting in $6.3 million across nine 
projects still being considered through the federal budget process. The City took positions 
on 45 legislative proposals at the state and federal levels and wrote a total of 49 position 
letters, inclusive of letters to the California State legislature, California Governor, and 
members of the United States Congress. Legislative position letters sent on behalf of the 
City can be located on the City's State Legislative Outreach and Federal Legislative 
Outreach webpages. Of the state bills the City took positions on, 15 were successfully 
enacted and will become state law; seven were adopted by the state Legislature but 
vetoed by the Governor; and seven failed to make it through the legislative process. 
Additionally, the Office supported interdepartmental efforts to track and respond to 
significant shifts in federal policy, priorities and funding. When programs, staff, or 
previously allocated funding was at risk of elimination or reduction, the Office quickly 
provided detailed updates to legislative offices outlining the direct impacts to the City.  

The Office also secured 68 grant letters of support for City projects and 3 grant letters of 
support for community projects. In collaboration with the Department of Public Works, the 
Office successfully advocated for over $15 million in grant funding awarded to Long 
Beach to support priority projects, with nearly $22 million in grant funding still pending. 

The Office also coordinates annual advocacy trips with the Mayor and members of the 
Intergovernmental Affairs Committee to Sacramento and Washington D.C. to meet with 
legislators and agencies of importance.  

More information about the City’s funding and legislative advocacy efforts can be found 
in Attachment A. Attachment B includes a comprehensive state legislative and budget 
overview from the City’s state representative, Arc Strategies, providing additional insight 
on specific issues and legislation of interest to the City. Attachment C includes a 
comprehensive overview from the City’s federal representative, Manatt, providing 
additional insight on key federal advocacy engagements and accomplishments.  

If you have any questions, please contact Sarah Patterson, Manager of Strategic 
Partnerships and Government Affairs, at sarah.patterson@longbeach.gov or (562) 570-
6584.  

https://longbeach.gov/citymanager/offices-and-services/government-affairs-and-strategic-partnership/state-legislative-outreach/
https://longbeach.gov/citymanager/offices-and-services/government-affairs-and-strategic-partnership/federal-legislative-outreach2/
https://longbeach.gov/citymanager/offices-and-services/government-affairs-and-strategic-partnership/federal-legislative-outreach2/
mailto:sarah.patterson@longbeach.gov
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Introduction 

Operating under the oversight of the City Manager, the Government Affairs and Strategic 
Partnerships Office (Office) monitors and analyzes legislative and policy proposals, and 
advocates to advance the City of Long Beach’s (City) priorities as outlined in the City’s 
Legislative Agenda. The Office also works collaboratively with City Departments and the 
City’s legislative representatives to submit directed spending requests, commonly known 
as earmarks, for consideration in the state and federal budget. The Office also supports 
the City with liaising with external agencies, government agency boards, and advocacy 
and support groups. Additionally, the Office plays an active role in requesting grant letters 
of support from the City's legislative delegation for City and community projects, to 
demonstrate regional support and significance.  This year, the Office also engaged in city-
wide planning and response to changes in funding and priorities at the federal level and 
are critical members of the Human Trafficking Interdepartmental Team.  

Legislative Successes 

The City took positions on 45 legislative proposals at the state and federal levels in 2025 
and wrote a total of 49 position letters, including letters to the California state legislature, 
California Governor, and members of the United States Congress. Legislative position 
letters sent on behalf of the City can be located on the City’s State Legislative Outreach 
and Federal Legislative Outreach webpages. Of the state bills the City took positions on, 
19 were successfully enacted and will become state law; 7 were adopted by the state 
Legislature but vetoed by the Governor; and 7 failed to make it through the legislative 
process. The City took positions on 15 federal bills, including opposing H.R. 1, the One 
Big Beautiful Bill that was ultimately signed into law. Each of the City’s legislative positions 
align with the Legislative Agenda and the Long Beach 2030 Strategic Vision, the City’s 
guiding vision document. The positions aligned into several themes:  

• 7 legislative positions submitted under the Housing & Homelessness theme;

• 4 legislative positions submitted under the Health, Behavioral Health, & Wellness
theme;

• 3 legislative positions submitted under the Climate & Environmental
Sustainability theme;

• 21 legislative positions submitted under the Public Safety theme;

• 6 legislative positions submitted under the Economic Opportunity, Equity &
Resiliency theme;

• 1 legislative position submitted under the Mobility, Equity Placemaking, &
Reimagining the Public Right of Way theme; and,

• 3 legislative positions submitted under the City Government theme
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Overview of the City’s Legislative Positions in 2025 

Theme Support Oppose  Signed into Law 

Housing & 
Homelessness 

6 1 4 

Health, Behavioral 
Health, & 
Wellness 

4 0 3 

Climate & 
Environmental 
Sustainability 

3 0 1 

Immigration 
Enforcement & 
Public Safety 

22 0 7 

Economic 
Opportunity, 

Equity & 
Resiliency 

4 2 2 

Mobility, Equity 
Placemaking, & 
Reimagining the 
Public Right of 

Way 

1 0 0 

City Government 2 1 3 

Total 41 4 20 

 
Responding to Federal Changes  

The City has been impacted by changes in federal priorities and funding uncertainty 
following the change in federal administration. Federal agencies have changed grant 
guidelines, delayed payments or withheld funding indefinitely, disrupting services for 
residents, businesses and city operations. The Office has worked with various city 
departments to identify and respond to the challenges created by federal uncertainty and 
collaborated with federal legislators and agencies to restore stability when possible. The 
Office continues to meet regularly with the offices of the federal delegation to share the 
impacts substantial changes in funding, priories, and policy have on city operations, in 
addition to engaging throughout the traditional legislative process with letters and 
lobbying efforts. In addition to responding to the federal government shutdown, the 
appropriations process has again failed to follow traditional timelines, creating additional 
challenges for earmarks submissions and other funding opportunities. 



Page 3 
 

Overview of the City’s Legislative Positions 

The City’s positions and outcomes on state and federal legislation for 2025 are listed 
below. In the state legislature “Chaptered” refers to bills that made it through the 
legislative process and were signed by the Governor, whereas “Vetoed” bills passed the 
legislature but did not receive the Governor’s signature. Bills that were not successful 
through the legislative process are listed as “Failed”. Bills that failed in the California 
legislature in 2025 may be reintroduced in 2026. Assembly Bill (AB) refers to a bill that 
originated in the California State Assembly and Senate Bill (SB) refers to a bill that 
originated in the California State Senate. House of Representatives (H.R.) refers to a bill 
that originated from the United States House of Representatives, and Senate (S.) refers 
to a bill that originated from the United States Senate.  

Housing and Homelessness 

• AB 462 (Lowenthal)—Land Use: Coastal Development Permits: Accessory 
Dwelling Units 

 This bill would require a local agency to issue a certificate of occupancy for 
accessory dwelling units (ADUs) constructed in a county subject to a 
proclamation of a state of emergency made by the Governor after Feb. 1, 
2025, if the primary dwelling was substantially damaged or destroyed by a 
natural disaster. Additionally, this bill would require the California Coastal 
Commission to approve or deny a coastal development permit for an ADU 
within 60 days of receiving a completed application or the application is 
deemed approved. Finally, this bill would require local governments without 
a certified local coastal program to immediately notify the CCC that an ADU 
permit application has been completed. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered  

• AB 650 (Papan)—Planning and Zoning: Housing Element: Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation 

 This bill would improve the housing element review process by encouraging 
local jurisdictions to begin the planning process up to six months earlier, 
giving local governments adequate time to respond to the Department of 
Housing and Community Development's (HCD) review letters and 
comments.  

 Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• SB 543 (McNerney)—Accessory Dwelling Units and Junior Accessory 
Dwelling Units 

 This bill would require local agencies to determine application 
completeness for an ADU or JADU within 15 business days of receiving an 
application, or it is deemed complete. Additionally, this bill would clarify that 
floor area standards in ADU and JADU law mean interior livable space 
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instead of the total footprint. The bill would also clarify that ADUs or JADUs 
with less than 500 square feet of interior livable space are exempt from 
school impact fees. Finally, the bill would provide additional organizational 
and technical changes to ADU and JADU law 

Position: Oppose 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 306 (Schultz)—Building Regulations: State Building Standards 

 This bill would, from October 1, 2025, to June 1, 2031, inclusive, require the 
commission to reject a modification or change to any building standard 
affecting a residential unit and filed by the governing body of a city or county 
unless a certain condition is met, including that the commission deems 
those changes or modifications necessary as emergency standards to 
protect health and safety.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 609 (Wicks)—California Environmental Quality Act: Exemption: Housing 
Development Projects 

 This bill would exempt from the requirements of CEQA an infill housing 
development project, as defined, that meets certain specific conditions 
relating to  size, density, and location.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered (Became AB 130) 

• SB 750 (Cortese)—California Residential Mortgage Insurance Acts 

 This bill would enact the California Housing Finance and Credit Act 
(CAHFCA) to establish, without cost, a credit enhancement program for 
affordable housing construction loans and permanent loans to further 
housing production within the state by stimulating the flow of private capital 
into affordable housing construction and development in order to rationally 
meet the need for new and expanded affordable housing necessary to 
house all the people of this state. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Failed 

• S. 2651 (Scott)—ROAD to Housing Act 

 This bill would increase housing supply and affordability through significant 
investments in new and existing housing programs, including CDBG reform, 
HOME program reauthorization, streamlining inspections, and incentive 
grants for communities that build more housing.  

Position: Support 
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Outcome: Passed U.S. Senate, Introduced in House of Representatives 

Health, Behavioral Health, & Wellness 

• AB 554 (Haney)—Health Care Coverage: Antiviral Drugs, Drug Devices, And 
Drug Products 

 This bill, the Protecting Rights, Expanding Prevention, and Advancing 
Reimbursement for Equity (PrEPARE) Act of 2025, would prohibit a health 
care service plan, excluding a Medi-Cal managed care plan, or health 
insurer from subjecting antiretroviral drugs, drug devices, or drug products 
that are medically necessary for the prevention of HIV/AIDS, to prior 
authorization or step therapy, but would authorize prior authorization or step 
therapy if at least one therapeutically equivalent version is covered without 
prior authorization or step therapy. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed  

• AB 1288 (Addis)—Registered Environmental Health Specialists 

 The bill would revise the educational requirements for the registration of an 
environmental health specialist, make the State Environmental Health 
Director serve as the executive officer of the committee and would revise 
the committee membership, and would require the Environmental Health 
Specialist Registration Committee to meet at least quarterly, in person or 
virtually, and would redefine a quorum of the committee to mean a simple 
majority of the filled committee seats. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered  

• AB 562 (Solache)—Foster Care: Placement: Family Finding 

 This bill, the Justice through Placing Foster Children with Families Act, 
would require, beginning January 1, 2027, each county to review publicly 
available data comparing the statewide national average rate of placing 
children with relatives in the prior year for comparison with the county’s 
placement rate during the same period. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 144 (Gabriel)—Health 

 This bill would make changes necessary to enact health-related provisions 
of the Budget Act of 2025, and empowers the California Department of 
Public Health to adopt its own vaccine recommendations.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 
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Climate & Environmental Sustainability  

• SB 454 (McNerney)—State Water Resources Control Board: PFAS Mitigation 
Program 

 This bill would enact a perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) 
mitigation program managed by the California Water Resources Control 
Board. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• AB 996 (Pellerin)—Public Resources: California Coastal Act Of 1976: 
California Coastal Planning Fund: Sea Level Rise Plans 

 The bill would clarify that existing sea level rise information or plans may 
satisfy the requirements of creating sea level rise plans by 2034, consistent 
with SB 272 (Laird, 2024). The bill would also establish an early consultation 
process with the Coastal Commission for coastal cities to receive written 
recommendations of what would preclude approval of a sea level rise plan. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• HR 2932 (Garcia)—CLEAR Skies Act 

 This bill would amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to establish a tax 
credit for the production of aviation gasoline that is free of tetra-ethyl-lead. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced  

Immigration Enforcement and Public Safety 

• AB 695 (Fong)—California Community Colleges Access and Continuity for 
Deported Students Act 

 This bill would exempt a deported student from paying non-resident tuition 
at a California community college for the duration of the student’s enrollment 
at the college after the student enrolls in an online education program. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• SB 635 (Durazo)—Food Vendors and Facilities: Enforcement Activities 

 This bill would prohibit local sidewalk vending permitting procedures from 
requiring fingerprints or inquiring into immigration/citizenship status or 
criminal history and prevent local sidewalk vending enforcement officers 
from using their resources to share sensitive vendor information voluntarily. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered  
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• AB 1261 (Bonta)—Immigration: Immigrant Youth: Access to Legal Counsel 

 This bill would establish the right to legal representation for unaccompanied 
children in immigration court proceedings. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 805 (Pérez)—Crimes 

 This bill would expand police impersonation laws, and prohibit any bounty 
hunters from engaging in any immigration enforcement.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 49 (Muratsuchi)—School sites: Immigration Enforcement 

 This bill would prohibit a local educational agency and its personnel from 
disclosing or providing the education records of or any information about a 
pupil or a pupil’s family without the pupil’s parents’ or guardians’ written 
consent. This bill would also prevent an officer or employee of an agency 
conducting immigration enforcement to enter a nonpublic area of a school 
site for any purpose without being presented with a valid judicial warrant, 
judicial subpoena, or court order.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 98 (Pérez)—Elementary, Secondary, and Postsecondary Education: 
Immigration Enforcement: Notification 

 This bill would require educational settings to notify students, staff, and 
other campus community members when immigration enforcement agents 
are on campus. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 81 (Arreguín)—Health and Care Facilities: Information Sharing 

 This bill would prevent healthcare providers from allowing immigration 
enforcement to enter a nonpublic area without a valid judicial court warrant. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 379 (Schulz)—Crimes: Prostitution 

 This bill would increase punishment for commercial sex if the solicited minor 
was more than three years younger than the defendant at the time of the 
offense. This bill would also make it a misdemeanor for any person to loiter 
in any public place with the intent to purchase commercial sex, as specified. 
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Additionally, this bill would make any person who violates that crime or who 
commits prostitution in exchange for providing compensation, money, or 
anything of value to the other person subject to an additional fine of $1,000. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• AB 785 (Sharp-Collins)— Community Violence Interdiction Grant Program 

 This bill would create the Community Violence Interdiction Grant Program 
to be administered by the California Health and Human Services Agency to 
provide funding to local community programs for community-driven 
solutions to decrease violence in neighborhoods and schools. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Failed 

• S. 2212 (Padilla)—The Visible Identification Standards for Immigration-
Based Law Enforcement (VISIBLE) Act 

 This bill would amend section 287 of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 
require all immigration enforcement officers to display visible identification 
during public-facing immigration enforcement actions and to promote 
transparency and accountability. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 4004 (Velázquez)—No Anonymity in Immigration Enforcement Act 

 This bill would prohibit an officer of a local, state, or federal law enforcement 
agency from wearing any mask or personal disguise while interacting with 
the public in the performance of their duties, among other things. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 3172 (Watson Coleman)—ICE Visibility Act 

 This bill would amend section 287 of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 
require Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and all other 
Immigration officers, including those deputized, to wear visible and distinct 
uniforms at all times of action. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 4176 (Goldman)—No Secret Police Act 

 This bill would require Department of Homeland Security Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE) law enforcement officers and agents engaged 
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in border security or immigration enforcement to wear or display certain 
insignia and provide identification. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 3101 (Garcia)—Securing Help for Immigrants Through Education and 
Legal Development (SHIELD) Act  

 This bill would enhance legal representation services for individuals facing 
deportation in the United States. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• S. 1297 (Hirono)—Fair Day in Court for Kids Act 

 This bill would guarantee legal counsel for all unaccompanied children in 
immigration proceedings.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 3127 (Torres)—Fairness to Freedom Act 

 This bill would create a federal right to government-funded legal 
representation for immigrants facing deportation. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 1061 (Espaillat) and S. 455 (Blumenthal)—Protecting Sensitive 
Locations Act 

 This bill would prohibit immigration enforcement actions within 1,000 feet of 
a sensitive location, including health care facilities, schools, school bus 
stops, places of worship, courthouses, and others, except in exigent 
circumstances. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• S. 916 (Murray)—Stop Shackling and Detaining Pregnant Women Act 

 This bill would establish the presumption of release and prohibit the  
shackling, restraining, and other inhumane treatment of pregnant women in 
the custody of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security.  

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 
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• S. 2468 (Padilla)—Renewing  Immigration  Provisions  of  the  Immigration  
Act   of 1929 

 This bill would create a pathway for long-term residents to qualify for 
lawful permanent resident status if they have lived in the U.S. continuously 
for at least seven years prior to filing an application under the existing 
registry. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced 

• H.R. 2853 (Joyce)—Combating Organized Retail Crime Act of 2025 

 This bill would address large-scale retail theft and supply chain crime by 
improving coordination between law enforcement agencies and private 
retailers, and enhancing federal tools to dismantle sophisticated criminal 
networks involved in stealing and reselling goods across state lines 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Introduced  

Economic Opportunity, Equity & Resiliency 

• SB 303 (Smallwood-Cuevas)—Employment: Bias Mitigation Training: 
Unlawful Discrimination 

 This bill would ensure that an employee’s assessment, testing, admission, 
or acknowledgment of their own personal bias that was made in good faith 
and solicited or required as part of a bias mitigation training does not 
constitute unlawful discrimination. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 84 (Nielo)—Disability Access: Construction Related Accessibility Claims 

 This bill would prohibit a construction-related accessibility claim for statutory 
damages from being initiated in a legal proceeding against a defendant who 
employs 50 or fewer individuals, as specified, unless the defendant has 
been served with a letter specifying each alleged violation, and the alleged 
violations have not been corrected within 120 days of service of the letter. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• AB 649 (Lowenthal)—Disability Access: Construction Related Accessibility 
Claims 

 This bill would establish, until January 1, 2034, the Small Business Right to 
Cure Program and would prohibit a defendant who qualifies for the program 
from being liable for minimum statutory damages for any construction-
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related accessibility claim for a period of 6 years following a CASp report, 
as provided. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• SB 263 (Gonzalez)—International Trade: Tariffs: Impact Study 

 This bill would direct the California Transportation Agency (CalSTA), in 
coordination with the Department of Finance (DOF) and the Governor’s 
Office of Business and Economic Development (GO-Biz), to conduct a 
timely study on the impacts of federal tariffs enacted in 2025 and any 
reciprocal tariffs imposed on the United States by other nations. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Vetoed 

• H.R. 1 (Arrington)—One Big Beautiful Bill 

 This bill, also known as the 2025 budget reconciliation law, includes 
significant tax changes, cuts to federal spending, and reforms to Medicaid 
eligibility. 

Position: Oppose 

Outcome: Signed into Law  

• HR. 1 (Arrington) - One Big Beautiful Bill, Opposition to 10-year Moratorium 
on AI Regulations for State and Local Governments  

 This proposal, included in H.R. 1, would prevent states and local 
governments from implementing any laws or regulations regarding the use 
of artificial intelligence.  

Position: Oppose 

Outcome: Failed  

Mobility, Equity Placemaking, & Reimagining the Public Right of Way 

• AB 431 (Wilson)— Advanced Air Mobility Infrastructure Act 

 This bill would require certain actions related to advanced air mobility, as 
defined, including, among other things, developing a statewide plan, or 
updating the statewide aviation plan, to include vertiports, electric aviation 
charging, and the infrastructure needs of other advances in aviation 
technology, and designating a subject matter expert for advanced air 
mobility within the department, as specified. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Failed 
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City Government 

• AB 564 (Haney)—Cannabis: Excise Tax: Rate Increase Repeal 

 This bill would reverse a scheduled increase in the state's cannabis excise 
tax, keeping the rate at 15%.   

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 346 (Durazo)—Local Agencies: Transient Occupancy Taxes: Short-term 
Rental Facilitator 

 This bill would require upon adoption of a local ordinance, short-term rental 
facilitators (e.g. Airbnb, VRBO), at the request of a city, to provide the 
addresses of all short-term rental listings within that city to the city; provide 
cities audit authority over transient occupancy taxes (TOT) collected and 
remitted by short-term rental facilitators; and require the publishing of the 
local license numbers and TOT certifications on the short-term rental listing. 

Position: Support 

Outcome: Chaptered 

• SB 707 (Durazo)—Open Meetings: Meeting and Teleconference 
Requirements 

 This bill would significantly update the Brown Act to allow public 
participation through remote access. The bill would also require certain 
materials to be made available in additional languages under specified 
circumstances.  

Position: Oppose 

Outcome: Chaptered  

Legislative Advocacy Trips 

The Office coordinates and attends annual advocacy trips to Sacramento and 
Washington D.C., with the support of the City’s state and federal lobbyists. Each trip 
allows City representatives to build and strengthen relationships with legislators and key 
agency staff that are not always available for meetings locally. Each member of the City’s 
Intergovernmental Affairs committee was able to attend an advocacy trip this year, thanks 
to the support of their staff and the Office. 

On March 19th, 2025, the Director of Public Works, Eric Lopez, and the Manager of 
Government Affairs and Strategic Partnerships, Sarah Patterson, attended the CACTI 
lobbying trip to support the statewide needs of cities in advancing safe, sustainable, and 
equitable transportation outcomes.  

On March 27th, 2025, Mayor Rex Richardson, Vice-Mayor Roberto Uranga, and 
Councilmember Duggan traveled to Sacramento for sixteen scheduled meetings with 
legislators, agency staff, and office of the Governor. The delegation advocated for a 
number of City priorities including support and resources to advance homeless response 
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and affordable housing, the Grow Long Beach Initiative, and the City’s infrastructure 
projects and preparations for the 2028 Olympic and Paralympic Games. With the support 
of Arc Strategies, the delegation met with many new members of the legislature and built 
relationships with key committee and agency staff.  

On June 5th, 2025, Mayor Rex Richardson and Councilmember Kerr traveled to 
Washington D.C. for ten scheduled meetings with members of Congress and relevant 
agency staff. The delegation met with; Senator Adam Schiff, Rep. Nanette Barragán, Rep. 
Vince Fong, Rep. Robert Garcia, Rep. Jay Obernolte, the Office of Senator Alex Padilla, 
Staff from the House Science, Space, and Technology Committee, Staff from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, and Staff from the Federal Aviation Administration. The 
delegation discussed a number of City priorities including, impacts of tariffs, loss of federal 
funding for Long Beach Health and Human Services programs, support and resources to 
advance the City’s infrastructure projects including Shoemaker Bridge, and preparations 
for the 2028 Olympic and Paralympic Games, Space Beach, and additional resources for 
the development and transition to unleaded aviation fuel to be used at the Long Beach 
Airport. The City’s federal lobbyists at the time, who have since transitioned to Manatt, 
helped coordinate and guide the delegation throughout the trip.  
 
Overview of the City’s Funding Successes  

The City has submitted projects to the legislative delegation for potential direct funding 
through the federal and state budget processes. Each year, the Office works with City 
departments to create a list of priority projects that legislators can utilize to identify 
projects eligible for funding through the legislative budget process that meet specified 
community needs. Although the state did not have a formal process for community project 
funding this year, given the state’s significant budget deficit, federal legislators in the 
Senate and House of Representatives accepted several of the City’s solicitations.   

Federal Successes 

In Spring 2025, the City submitted several projects to federal legislators for consideration 
for community project funding, commonly known as earmarks. In 2024 several earmarks 
submitted by legislators on behalf of the City were successfully included in the final 
appropriations bills and were moving through the appropriations process. Unfortunately, 
the federal budget process was contentious, and a number of short-term continuing 
resolutions were signed to fund the federal government over a period of several months. 
This left the pending federal earmarks in limbo until congress ultimately passed a year-
long continuing resolution funding the federal budget on March 14, 2025.  

After meeting with the legislators’ offices earlier in the year, each office advised staff to 
resubmit the previous year’s earmark applications this year, hoping to build on the 
previous year's successes. At this point in the appropriations processes, our legislators 
have submitted project requests to the Senate and House Appropriations Committees for 
consideration in the FY 26 federal budget. Following the government shutdown, which 
lasted from October 1, 2025, to November 13, 2025, the appropriations process remains 
contentious and uncertain despite bipartisan support for earmarks.  Nine projects totaling 
$6,321,000 are still under consideration through the FY 26 budget process, including:   
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• $2,142,000 for LGB Unleaded Aviation Fuel Pilot Program    

 Submitted by Senator Schiff 

• $1,490,000 for Community Crisis Response Program 

 Submitted by Senator Padilla 

• $850,000 for Houghton Park improvements 

 Submitted by Congresswoman Barragán 

• $850,000 for Broadway Corridor improvements 

 Submitted by Congressman Garcia 

• $850,000 for Colorado Lagoon and Marina Vista Park improvements 

 Submitted by Congressman Garcia 

• $750,000 for Admiral Kidd Park improvements 

 Submitted by Congressman Garcia 

• $250,000 for Scherer Park improvements 

 Submitted by Congresswoman Barragán 

• $1,031,000 for the DNA Lab 

 Submitted by Congressman Garcia 

• $250,000 for Washington Neighborhood Youth Center 

 Submitted by Congressman Garcia  

Overview of City’s Earmarks in Fiscal Year 2026 

Requesting Legislator  Project 

Senator Padilla 
$1,490,000 for Community Crisis 
Response Program 

Senator Schiff 
$2,142,000 for LGB Unleaded Aviation 
Fuel Pilot Program 

Congressmember Garcia 

$850,000 for Broadway Corridor 
improvements 
$850,000 for Colorado Lagoon and 
Marina Vista Park improvements 
$750,000 for Admiral Kidd Park 
improvements 
$1,031,000 for DNA Lab 
$250,000 for Washington Neighborhood 
Youth Center 

Congressmember Barragán  
$850,000 for Houghton Park 
improvements 
$250,000 for Scherer Park improvements 

Pending Total:  $6,321,000 
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State Successes  

The State of California faced a projected $12 billion budget deficit at the start of FY 25, 
which the legislature and Governor addressed through a combination of spending cuts, 
withdrawals from reserve funds, and program deferrals. Given the states difficult budget 
year, the California legislature did not solicit or provide any directed project funding for 
the City as a part of the FY 25 budget process. Following the Governor’s proposed 
elimination of critical Homeless Housing, Assistance, and Prevention (HHAP) funding in 
the FY 25, the City worked with legislators to ensure an additional round of $500 million 
for HHAP in FY 26-27. 

Grant Successes 

The Office also plays an active role in requesting grant letters of support from members 
of the City’s legislative delegation and regional agency partners, including Long Beach 
Transit, the Port of Long Beach, The Gateway Council of Governments, the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG), and several neighborhood associations, 
for City and community projects. The collected letters further demonstrate regional 
support and significance, contributing to the application's overall competitiveness. In 
addition to securing letters of support, the Office organizes tours and site visits for 
legislative offices and external partners to share the importance of priority projects and 
funding needs. The Office also participates in Citywide Grant Collaborative meetings by 
facilitating trainings related to earmarks and sharing information about state and federal 
funding opportunities. This year, the Office secured 68 grant letters of support for city 
projects and 3 grant letters of support for community projects, representing over $36 
million in funded and pending projects. This includes a wide range of projects coordinated 
by the Departments of Public Works, Technology and Innovation, and Office of Homeless 
Strategy and Partnerships.  

External Agencies  

The Office has also supported the City’s participation in several external agency boards 
and assisted communication between City departments and external agencies. The 
Office has supported the election to external boards, such as SCAG, AQMD, and Metro, 
as well as supporting the County’s City Selection Committee. The Office has also helped 
support Council offices who represent the City on several external agencies, such as the 
League of California Cities, Coastal Commission, and LACAHSA. Several ongoing 
projects with external agencies are also supported, including Metro’s SR-91 Project, the 
City’s proposed Trash Interceptor Project, and the Council of Governments Broadband 
Initiative. 
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REPORT OVERVIEW 

This report provides a detailed overview of the first half of the 2025/26 State Legislative Session 
in Sacramento. It includes a summary of the State Budget for FY 2025/26 pertaining to local 
government revenue as well as specific allocations to the Long Beach region. It also includes 
legislation on which the City took positions, and those that may affect or change the way the City 
provides certain local services. 
 
The report is categorized by key issue areas, with a synopsis of major actions taken by the 
Legislature with relevance to the City’s guiding principles and practices. To the greatest extent 
possible, this report strives to provide the City with a review of the actions taken by the Legislature 
and Governor as well as a conjecture of what policy and budget issues may surface in 2025. 

2025 LEGISLATIVE SESSION RECAP 

Every Legislative Session is punctuated by unique circumstances, challenges, and events that 
define the year. Budget deficits, leadership changes, a large class of new Legislators, and a near 
record number of bills introduced are the unique factors of the 2025 Legislative Session. Despite 
this, many of the issues remain familiar, including an ongoing focus on housing and homelessness, 
public safety, mental health, education, and climate and energy issues. 
 
Looking strictly at the numbers, there were 2,350 bills introduced this year, a decrease of 
approximately 226 bills from the previous year. For the City, that meant tracking more than 500 
bills across all issue areas. Of those tracked, 81 were chaptered into law and 42 were vetoed by the 
Governor. The remainder failed passage during the legislative process.  
 
Governor Gavin Newsom signed California's 2025-26 state budget, authorizing approximately 
$321 billion in total state spending, including $228.4 billion from the General Fund. The budget 
addressed a projected $12 billion deficit through spending cuts, borrowing from special funds, 
withdrawals from reserve funds, and program deferrals. 
 
Among the policy debates, there were ongoing pushes to address the state’s housing and 
homelessness crisis, immigration issues, privacy and artificial intelligence, access to higher 
education, workforce development and mental health needs. 
 
The major budget and policy actions taken during the 2025 Legislative Session impacting the City 
are highlighted below in further detail. 

BUDGET HIGHLIGHTS 

To manage the shortfall, the state implemented $2.8 billion in spending cuts for the current year, 
with deeper reductions expected to reach $11.9 billion by 2028-29. The budget maintained 
approximately $15.7 billion in reserves to preserve long-term fiscal health. 
 
Key provisions included: a 2.3% cost-of-living adjustment for education programs and $217.4 
million ongoing increase for community colleges; $60 million for CalFood, a program enabling 
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food banks to purchase California-grown food; and $120 million for the Multifamily Housing 
Program and $100 million for Encampment Resolution grants. 
 
A significant housing provision exempted some urban infill housing development from certain 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements. The budget also introduced changes 
to Medi-Cal, including $30 monthly premiums for adult undocumented immigrants beginning in 
2027 and an enrollment freeze starting January 2026. 
 
This year the state allocated $0 for the Homeless Housing, Assistance and Prevention (HHAP) 
program for the 2025-26 fiscal year. This represents a dramatic cut from previous years, as HHAP 
had received $1 billion in funding in each of the last four budgets. 
 
Instead of immediate funding, a budget trailer bill indicated the intent to appropriate $500 million 
for HHAP Round 7 in 2026-27, however, this allocation is half of last year's $1 billion and is not 
guaranteed, as the budget language is nonbinding. This future funding is contingent on stronger 
accountability measures. The Big City Mayors, chaired by Mayor Lock Dawson, will be pursuing 
the reinstatement of full funding during next year’s budget negotiations.  
 
Below is a summary of those funding allocations based on priorities. For details on the full 2025-
26 budget, please visit California Budget. 

 
Housing Budget 
 
The Budget includes $4.2 million ($4 million General Fund) in 2025-26, $6.4 million ($6.2 million 
General Fund) in 2026-27, and $6.2 million ($6.1 million General Fund) in 2027-28 and ongoing 
to support the reorganization of the Business, Consumer Services, and Housing Agency. This 
includes resources for the creation of the California Housing and Homelessness Agency (CHHA) 
and the Housing Development and Finance Committee (HDFC), in addition to the Business and 
Consumer Services Agency. 
 
SIGNIFICANT BUDGET ADJUSTMENTS  
 

• Low-Income Housing Tax Credit—$500 million for an additional year of enhanced 
state low-income housing tax credits to support the financing of affordable rental housing. 
  
• Community Development Block Grant for Disaster Recovery—$416.6 million one-
time Federal Trust Fund to reflect federal resources that will be available to the Department 
of Housing and Community Development (HCD) beginning in 2025-26 to support long-
term recovery efforts following 2023 and 2024 natural disasters.  
 
• California Dream for All—$300 million one-time General Fund to provide shared-
appreciation down payment assistance to first-generation, first-time homebuyers through 
the California Dream for All Program administered by the California Housing Finance 
Agency.  
 

https://ebudget.ca.gov/
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• Department of Social Services Housing Investments—$209.4 million one-time 
General Fund for housing programs administered by the Department of Social Services, 
including $83.8 million for the Home Safe Program, $81 million for the Bringing Families 
Home Program, and $44.6 million for the Housing Disability Advocacy Program.  

 
• Proposition 35 Flexible Housing Subsidy Pools—$200 million over two years in 
Proposition 35 funds to provide rental assistance and housing supports to help individuals 
with significant behavioral health conditions who are experiencing or at risk of 
homelessness. These funds will help individuals secure and maintain stable long-term 
housing. See the Health and Human Services Chapter for more information on Proposition 
35.  
 
• Multifamily Housing Program—$120 million one-time General Fund in 2025-26 for 
the Multifamily Housing Program administered by HCD, with ten percent set aside for 
California Tribes. 
 
• Renter’s Tax Credit—The Budget includes statutory changes that specify that the 
existing renter’s tax credit amounts will increase in years in which a future appropriation 
is made for this purpose. Upon appropriation, renter’s tax credit amounts would increase 
from their current levels of $60 for single filers and $120 for joint filers to $250 for renters 
with no dependents and $500 for renters with at least one dependent. The determination 
regarding the first potential appropriation is to be made in the 2026 Budget Act. 

 
STREAMLINED HOUSING PRODUCTION & ADDRESSING AFFORDABILITY  
 
The state has taken significant actions in recent years to address California's housing shortfall. This 
Budget builds on this progress with a series of statutory changes aimed at improving affordability 
and accelerating housing production by streamlining planning and permitting processes, while also 
creating innovative financing tools to support affordable housing and related infrastructure.  
 

• Establishing a statewide Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) mitigation bank to give 
developers a flexible option for meeting California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
obligations. Under this program, developers can contribute funds to support affordable 
housing and infrastructure in location-efficient areas—such as those near transit, services, 
and amenities. This approach streamlines the use of an already established form of CEQA 
VMT mitigation by providing a flexible and efficient pathway for developers to meet their 
existing environmental obligations. 

 
• Establishing new CEQA streamlining tools to accelerate the delivery of infill housing 

and critical infrastructure projects—such as high-speed rail facilities, utilities, broadband, 
community-serving facilities, wildfire prevention, and farmworker housing. 
 

• Expanding CEQA judicial streamlining for large housing developments exceeding $100 
million in value. 
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• Imposing a six-year suspension on new residential building standards at both the state 
and local levels—through 2031—with limited exceptions, to help stabilize construction 
costs and provide regulatory certainty. 
 

• Strengthening oversight of homeless shelters by requiring local jurisdictions to conduct 
annual inspections and enhancing enforcement of existing health and safety standards, 
and providing HCD enforcement authority over local non-compliance.  
 

• Leveraging existing equity from projects financed by HCD, giving developers the 
ability to access and reinvest those funds into the preservation, rehabilitation, or 
development of additional affordable housing. 

 
Homelessness Budget 
 
The budget appropriates $500 million General Fund in 2026-27 for a seventh round of the 
Homeless Housing, Assistance and Prevention Program (HHAP 7), in addition to $100 million 
one-time General Fund for Encampment Resolution Fund grants that were originally appropriated 
in the 2024 Budget Act.  
 
These resources are in addition to the Version number $1 billion in HHAP 5 funding awarded in 
the past fiscal year and the $1 billion in HHAP 6 funding, which will be awarded in the coming 
months to regions that meet the threshold criteria. HHAP 7 funding is contingent on the enactment 
of subsequent legislation establishing clear accountability requirements for grantees, including a 
set of conditions and priorities that promote concrete actions, measurable outcomes, and shared 
investment between the state and local jurisdictions.  
 
The Budget states that the allocation of HHAP 7 funds is contingent on the enactment of legislation 
that addresses a number of accountability metrics:  
 

• Having a compliant Housing Element and a local encampment policy consistent with state 
guidance.  

• Having a Pro-Housing Designation.  
• Leveraging local resources to scale state investments.  
• Demonstrating progress on key housing performance metrics.  
• Demonstrating urgency and measurable results in housing and homelessness prevention. 

 
Infrastructure & Transportation Budget 
 
The budget includes approximately $30.9 billion for transportation-related programs. 
 
Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) - $1.6 billion 

• Formula-based ($1 billion): Allocated directly to transit agencies based on population 
formulas; can be used for capital projects OR operational expenditures 

• Competitive ($564 million): Competitive grants for transit and rail capital improvements; 
projects already awarded through 2027-28 
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• Funding sources: General Fund ($1.2 billion) and GGRF ($368 million) 
• Eligibility: Transit agencies, regional transportation agencies 
• Note: Additional funding planned for 2026-27 ($438M) and 2027-28 ($611M), though 

subject to future appropriations. 
 
Local Streets and Roads (Shared Revenues) - $3.7 billion 

• Formula-based funding for local street and road maintenance, rehabilitation, and 
improvements 

• Allocated to cities and counties based on formulas 
• Special funds (primarily gas tax revenues) 
• General maintenance, repairs, reconstruction of local streets and roads 

 
State Transit Assistance (STA) - $1.09 billion 

• Formula-based funding for transit operations and capital projects 
• Allocated to transit operators based on population and transit revenue formulas 
• Diesel sales tax revenues 
• Public transit operators 
• Operating costs, capital improvements, planning 

 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) - $100 million 

• Competitive grants for bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure 
• Bike lanes, pedestrian paths, safe routes to schools, traffic calming, complete streets 

projects 
• Local governments, regional agencies, transit agencies, tribal governments, school districts 
• General Fund (part of multiyear package totaling $650M through 2025-26) 
• Competitive application process through Caltrans and regional agencies 
• Projects that increase safety, mobility, and access for bicyclists and pedestrians, especially 

in disadvantaged communities. 
 
Port and Freight Infrastructure Program - $200 million 

• Competitive grants for port, freight, and goods movement infrastructure 
• Port improvements, freight rail, truck corridors, intermodal facilities, last-mile connections 
• Port authorities, local agencies, regional transportation agencies, private entities 
• General Fund (part of $1.2B Supply Chain Package through 2025-26) 
• Improve goods movement efficiency, reduce congestion, support economic 

competitiveness 
 

Grade Separation Projects - $75 million 
• Funding for projects that separate rail crossings from roadways 
• Overpasses, underpasses, rail crossing improvements 
• Competitive process administered by CalSTA/Caltrans 
• Local agencies, transit agencies, Caltrans 
• State Highway Account (part of $150M multiyear package) 
• Improves safety, reduces traffic delays at rail crossings 

 
Clean California Community Cleanup Grant Program - $25 million 
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• New program for local litter abatement and employment pathways 
• Litter cleanup, beautification, projects creating employment opportunities 
• Local governments, federally recognized tribal governments 
• General Fund (one-time) 
• Competitive grants administered by Caltrans 
• Communities with persistent litter issues; projects that create job training/employment 

pathways 
 
2028 Olympic Games Infrastructure - $17.6 million + up to $20 million 

• Transportation improvements for 2028 Olympics/Paralympics in Los Angeles 
• "Games Route Network" (temporary designated highway lanes), related highway 

improvements, capital projects supporting the network 
• Caltrans and local agencies in Southern California 
• State Highway Account 
• Budget trailer legislation (SB 128) authorizes up to $20M additional with 30-day 

legislative notification 
 

Zero-Emission Transit Capital Program (ZETCP) - $0 in 2025-26 
• $230 million (2026-27), $460 million (2027-28) 
• Help transit agencies transition to zero-emission bus fleets 
• Zero-emission buses, charging/fueling infrastructure, facility modifications 
• Public transit agencies 
• GGRF 
• Note: Funding was delayed from 2025-26 to address budget shortfalls 

 
Highways to Boulevards Pilot Program - $0 in 2025-26 

• Previously planned $25 million was NOT included in final budget 
• Convert underutilized highways into multimodal corridors 
• Future funding ($50M planned for 2026-27) is uncertain due to GGRF budget constraints 

 
Department of Water Resources: $114 Million Infrastructure Investment 
Time Period: 5-year plan (2025-26 through 2029-30) 
Primary Focus Areas: 
 
1. Flood Management Projects 

• Central Valley flood protection system improvements 
• State Plan of Flood Control (SPFC) maintenance and upgrades 
• Delta levee system integrity projects 
• Urban flood risk reduction initiatives 
• Multi-benefit flood projects that combine protection with habitat restoration 

2. Climate Change Resilience 
• Dam safety and climate adaptation improvements 
• Enhanced flood protection against more intense storms 
• Infrastructure upgrades to handle increased precipitation variability 
• Groundwater recharge projects to capture flood flows 
• Streamflow enhancement programs 
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3. Storm Damage Repairs 

• Emergency repairs from 2023 winter storms 
• SPFC facility rehabilitation 
• Levee system repairs and reinforcement 
• Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) cost-share matching 
• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) partnership projects 

 
According to the 2022 Central Valley Flood Protection Plan, California faces significant flood risks 
with over 1.3 million people and $223 billion in structures at risk in the Central Valley alone. 
The state estimates needing $25-30 billion over 30 years for comprehensive flood protection. 
The $114 million represents part of California's ongoing commitment to flood management, which 
has increasingly relied on General Fund and bond funding as previous bond measures have been 
exhausted. Recent budgets have committed approximately $1 billion since 2021-22 for flood-
related activities. 
 
Key Programs Likely Funded: 

• Delta Levee System Integrity Program 
• Flood Control Subventions Program (maintenance grants to local agencies) 
• Special Flood Control Projects Program 
• Urban Flood Risk Reduction (UFRR) Program 

 
Public Safety Budget 
 
Overall Investment 
The 2025-26 budget maintains approximately $1.6 billion in public safety investments since 
2022-23, including $283.6 million in 2025-26 to support state and local public safety efforts. 
 
Organized Retail Theft (ORT) Prevention Grant Program 
Total Funding: $242.25 million 
Administering Agency: Board of State and Community Corrections (BSCC) 
Grant Period: October 2023 - June 2027 
Eligible Agencies: 

• City police departments 
• County sheriff's offices 
• Probation departments 

Eligible Uses: 
• Surveillance, investigative, and tracking equipment/technology 
• Hiring new staff (officers, detectives, support staff) 
• Enforcement operations (blitz operations, task forces, bait car programs) 
• Partnerships with retailers 
• Real-time crime centers 
• Overtime for operations 

 
Results to Date (Oct 2023 - Mar 2025): 

• Over 22,100 arrests 

https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4856
https://www.gov.ca.gov/2025/01/10/governor-newsom-sends-2025-26-budget-plan-to-legislature/
https://www.gov.ca.gov/2025/01/10/governor-newsom-sends-2025-26-budget-plan-to-legislature/
https://www.bscc.ca.gov/organized-retail-theft-grant-program/
https://www.gov.ca.gov/2025/07/29/promises-kept-new-data-shows-22000-arrests-and-150-million-in-recovered-stolen-goods-across-california/
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• Nearly $150 million in stolen property recovered 
• 38 law enforcement agencies funded across 55 cities and counties 

 
Funded Agencies Include: Anaheim, Bakersfield, Beverly Hills, Fresno, Los Angeles (city & 
county), Orange County, Long Beach County, Sacramento, San Diego, San Francisco, San Jose, 
Santa Clara County, Ventura County, and many others. 
 
Organized Retail Theft Vertical Prosecution Grant Program 
Total Funding: $24.8 million 
Administering Agency: BSCC 
Eligible Agencies: District Attorney offices 
Purpose: Fund vertical prosecution of organized retail theft cases (same prosecutor handles case 
from arraignment to disposition) 
Results: 

• 13 district attorney offices funded 
• 1,524 convictions for theft-related property crimes 
• 528 convictions specifically for organized retail theft 
• Nearly 90% of ORT convictions were felonies 

 
California Highway Patrol (CHP) Programs 
Organized Retail Crime Task Forces (ORCTFs) 

• Funding: $15 million ongoing (by 2026-27) 
• Coverage: 5 permanent task forces (Bay Area, Southern California, Fresno, Sacramento) 
• Collaboration: Works with local law enforcement and prosecutors 

Crime Suppression Teams 
• Deployed to high-crime areas including Oakland, Bakersfield, San Bernardino, and Bay 

Area 
• Focus on vehicle theft, organized crime, and repeat offenders 

 
Department of Justice (DOJ) Programs 
Task Force Program 

• Funding: $5 million annually 
• Focus: Complex investigations including homicides, violent crimes, drug smuggling, 

transnational gangs 
• Structure: 8 task forces statewide with federal and local law enforcement participation 

Organized Retail Crime Enterprises (ORCE) Program 
• Multi-jurisdictional investigations 
• Focus on complex retail theft crime networks, fraud, tax evasion 

 
Firearm Violence Prevention 
Gun Buyback Grant Program 

• Funding: $25 million (one-time) 
• Administering Agency: BSCC 
• Eligible Agencies: Local law enforcement agencies 
• Match Requirement: 10% local match 
• Purpose: Safe firearm disposal programs 

https://www.gov.ca.gov/2024/09/12/state-funds-for-local-law-enforcement-lead-to-arrests-of-over-6900-criminals-for-property-and-retail-theft/
https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4546
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Drug Enforcement 
Counterdrug Task Force Program 

• Funding: $20 million (one-time augmentation) 
• Administering Agency: California Military Department 
• Purpose: Support local law enforcement in areas with high drug trafficking 

 
Application Process 
For BSCC Grants: 

• Competitive application process 
• Two categories: Medium Scope ($6.125M max) and Large Scope ($15.65M max) 
• Multi-agency partnerships can apply for combined amounts 
• Priority given to areas with largest crime increases 
• Visit BSCC website for current opportunities 

 
Climate Budget 
 
The 2025/26 budget shows California is maintaining substantial climate commitments despite 
fiscal pressures, with some key strategic shifts: 
 
Major Highlights: 

• Cap-and-Invest Program - The rebranding and extension represents a long-term 
commitment, with the $60 billion utility credit plan helping offset energy costs for residents 
while funding continues for High-Speed Rail ($1B+ annually) 

• Water Infrastructure leads climate spending at $915M, reflecting drought resilience 
priorities and the Delta Conveyance Project emphasis 

• Wildfire/Forest programs at $285M complement the separate $1.5B+ wildfire prevention 
investments mentioned in the main budget 

• Fund Shift Strategy - Moving $1.54B from General Fund to GGRF for CAL FIRE 
operations is a notable accounting change that preserves climate fund balances while 
addressing operational needs 

• Coastal & Heat Programs ($173M and $102M respectively) address California's most 
immediate climate vulnerabilities 

 
Key Observations: 

• Total climate spending across these categories: ~$2.2 billion in 2025-26 
• Strong focus on nature-based solutions and disadvantaged communities (e.g., $190M for 

parks in underserved areas) 
• Agriculture climate programs ($134M) support the state's farming sector transition 
• Strategic use of federal funding replacements (e.g., Community Renewable Energy) to 

preserve state resources 

https://www.bscc.ca.gov/organized-retail-theft-grant-program/
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Broadband Budget 

The 2025-26 budget reflects no new General Fund appropriations for broadband, with the state 
relying on prior-year funding and federal BEAD dollars to complete the network by the December 
2026 deadline. Budget pressures led to significant delays and reductions compared to the original 
2021 spending plan. 

Middle-Mile Network: Total Funding: $3.87 billion (cumulative through 2025-26. $0 in new 
appropriations for 2025-26 (per the 2024-25 spending plan) Previous years funded: $1.44 billion 
General Fund + $2.44 billion Federal Funds 

• Project Details: 
• ~10,000 miles of fiber optic cable being installed statewide 
• ~500 miles in Los Angeles County alone 
• Completion deadline: December 2026 
• Estimated cost: $5+ billion (increased from original $3.8 billion due to 40% inflation in 

construction costs) 

• Implementation: 
• Led by California Department of Technology (CDT) and Caltrans 
• Mix of construction, lease, and purchase agreements 
• Over 80% now under contract 
• Creates state-owned "backbone" network for ISPs to connect to 

Last-Mile Project Grants: Total Funding: $3.86 billion (cumulative). 2025-26 Specific Funding: 
$0 in new General Fund appropriations. $550 million General Fund delayed from 2025-26 to 2027-
28. 

Loan Loss Reserve Fund (LLRF): Total Funding: $50 million (significantly reduced). 2025-26 
Specific: 

• $0 - No new appropriations 
• $700 million reduction from original plan across 2023-24 through 2025-26 
• Only $50 million from 2023-24 will be awarded 
• Grants to local governments, nonprofits, and tribes 
• Helps obtain financing for last-mile projects 

WHAT DOES THIS MEAN FOR LONG BEACH? 

There were a series of allocations to the City’s police and health departments. 

Long Beach Department of Health and Human Services will receive $250,000 for distracted 
driving, $340,000 for impaired driving and $325,000 for pedestrian safety/bicycle safety. 

https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/4934
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The Long Beach Police Department received $390,000 for police related traffic services.  

Statewide Programs Eligible for the City of Long Beach 

Below is a breakdown of statewide programs funded through California's 2025-26 state budget 
for which the City of Long Beach would be eligible to apply or participate. The programs are 
organized by category and include funding amounts, program descriptions, and eligibility 
criteria. 
 
HOUSING PROGRAMS: 
 
Multifamily Housing Program (MHP) 
Funding Amount: $120 million one-time General Fund 
Description: Provides low-interest loans for new construction, rehabilitation, and preservation of 
rental housing for lower-income households. This program is administered by the Department of 
Housing and Community Development (HCD). 
Eligibility: Cities, counties, nonprofit organizations, and for-profit developers can apply for 
funding to develop affordable rental housing projects. 
 
Low-Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) Program 
Funding Amount: $500 million one-time 
Description: State tax credits that incentivize private investment in affordable housing 
development. The program provides tax credits to developers who build or rehabilitate affordable 
rental housing. 
Eligibility: Developers and housing authorities in Long Beach can apply for tax credits to 
finance affordable housing projects. 
 
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program 
Funding Amount: Reduced from previous years (specific amount not disclosed) 
Description: Provides grants to cities and counties for infrastructure improvements that support 
infill housing development, such as water, sewer, and street improvements in areas targeted for 
affordable housing. 
Eligibility: Cities and counties, including Long Beach, can apply for grants to fund 
infrastructure improvements that facilitate affordable housing development. 
 
CEQA Streamlining and VMT Mitigation Bank 
Funding Amount: Statutory changes (no direct funding) 
Description: Establishes a statewide Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) mitigation bank allowing 
developers to contribute funds to support affordable housing and infrastructure in location-
efficient areas. Also includes CEQA streamlining for infill housing and infrastructure projects. 
Eligibility: Long Beach developers and the City can benefit from streamlined permitting 
processes and flexible CEQA compliance options. Implementation of the program will 
commence on January 1, 2028. 
 
HOMELESSNESS PROGRAMS: 
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Encampment Resolution Fund Grants 
Funding Amount: $100 million General Fund in 2025-26 
Description: Provides grants to local jurisdictions to resolve encampments and connect unhoused 
individuals to services and housing. Funds can be used for outreach, services, and transitional 
housing. 
Eligibility: Cities and counties, including Long Beach, can apply for grants to address 
homelessness and encampment resolution. 
 
PUBLIC SAFETY PROGRAMS: 
 
State and Local Public Safety Efforts 
Funding Amount: $283.6 million in 2025-26 (part of $1.6 billion since 2022-23) 
Description: Supports state and local public safety efforts, including enhanced enforcement, 
prosecution, and accountability measures. Funding supports implementation of new laws and 
public safety initiatives. 
Eligibility: Local law enforcement agencies and cities, including Long Beach, can access 
funding for public safety programs and initiatives. 
 
Proposition 47 Savings for Local Investments 
Funding Amount: $88 million estimated for 2025-26 
Description: Savings from reduced incarceration costs are allocated to local investments in 
mental health services, substance abuse treatment, victim services, and programs to reduce 
recidivism. 
Eligibility: Local governments, including Long Beach, and community-based organizations can 
apply for grants funded by Proposition 47 savings. 
 
CLIMATE CHANGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS: 
 
Climate Bond Spending 
Funding Amount: $2.7 billion in 2025-26 
Description: Allocates funding from voter-approved climate bonds for various environmental 
projects, including wildfire prevention, forest resilience, water infrastructure, and climate 
adaptation projects. 
Eligibility: Cities, counties, and regional agencies, including Long Beach, can apply for climate 
bond funding for eligible environmental and infrastructure projects. 
 
Wildfire and Forest Resilience 
Funding Amount: $1.5 billion over multiple years from Climate Bond; $200 million annually 
through 2028-29. 
Description: Supports wildfire prevention, forest health projects, prescribed fire, fuel reduction, 
and community protection measures. 
Eligibility: While primarily focused on wildland areas, Long Beach may be eligible for funding 
related to urban forestry, fire prevention in urban-wildland interface areas, and community 
protection measures. 
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INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAMS: 
 
Broadband Infrastructure 
Funding Amount: Over $2 billion allocated from ARPA funds 
Description: Investments to expand affordable broadband access and bridge the digital divide, 
supporting equitable access to high-speed internet across the state. 
Eligibility: Cities and counties, including Long Beach, can apply for broadband infrastructure 
grants to expand internet access in underserved communities. 
 
Water Infrastructure 
Funding Amount: Investments adding 2.9 billion gallons to state water supply 
Description: Eight new projects across the state to improve local water systems, increase water 
supply, and enhance water infrastructure. 
Eligibility: Cities and water districts, including Long Beach, can apply for water infrastructure 
funding to improve local water systems. 
 
SUMMARY OF KEY PROGRAMS 
The following table summarizes the major statewide programs for which Long Beach is eligible: 
 
Program Category Total Funding Key Programs 
Housing $920 million+ MHP, LIHTC, Dream for 

All, Infill Infrastructure 
Homelessness $100 million (2025-26) 

$500 million (2026-27) 
Encampment Resolution, 
HHAP 

Public Safety $283.6 million State/Local Safety, Prop 47 
Savings 

Climate & Environment $2.7 billion+ Climate Bond, Wildfire 
Prevention 

Infrastructure $2+ billion Broadband, Transportation, 
Water 

Workforce Development Various Career Education, Jobs 
First 

Health Services $1.9 billion+ BH-CONNECT, 
Transitional Rent 

LEGISLATIVE HIGHLIGHTS 

The sections below are sorted by major topics and highlight the most significant and relevant bills 
and policy discussions that took place within each policy arena. A brief list of all bills that the City 
took a position and their final outcomes is provided below. 
 
For additional details on any of the bills in this report, please click on the City’s matrix of all 
tracked bills during the 2024-25 legislative session: 
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https://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publish.aspx?session=25&id=b76a4dfd-d750-4789-b350-
44885ff9c1f5 
 
Bills with City Positions 
 
AB 306 (Schultz D) Building regulations: state building standards. 
This bill would have prohibited a city or county from making changes that are applicable to 
residential units to building standards unless a certain condition is met, including that the 
commission deems those changes or modifications necessary as emergency standards to protect 
health and safety. 
City Position: Oppose Unless Amended 
Status: Failed deadline – 2 year bill 

 
AB 379 (Schultz D) Crimes: prostitution. 
This bill (1) increases the penalty for solicitation of a minor in specified circumstances; (2) 
makes it a misdemeanor for any person to loiter in any public place with the intent to purchase 
commercial sex, as specified; (3) creates the Survivor Support Fund to fund grant programs to 
community-based organizations (CBOs) that provide direct services and outreach to victims of 
sex trafficking and exploitation; (4) creates the human trafficking vertical prosecution grant 
program; and (5) increases civil penalties for specified human trafficking-related violations by 
businesses. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 82, Statutes of 2025 

 
AB 431 (Wilson D) Advanced Air Mobility Infrastructure Act. 
The State Aeronautics Act governs various matters relative to aviation in the state, and authorizes 
the Department of Transportation to adopt, administer, and enforce rules and regulations for the 
administration of the act. Current law establishes the Advanced Air Mobility, Zero-Emission, and 
Electrification Aviation Advisory Panel to assess the feasibility and readiness of existing 
infrastructure to support a vertiport network to facilitate the development of advanced air 
mobility services, the development of a 3-year prioritized workplan for the state to advance 
advanced air mobility services, and pathways for promoting equity of access to advanced air 
mobility infrastructure, as specified. Current law requires the department, not later than January 
1, 2025, to report to the Legislature on the infrastructure feasibility and readiness study and the 
3-year prioritized workplan. This bill, the Advanced Air Mobility Infrastructure Act, would 
require the department to take certain actions related to advanced air mobility, as defined, 
including, among other things, developing a statewide plan, or updating the statewide aviation 
plan, to include vertipots, electric aviation charging, and the infrastructure needs of other 
advances in aviation technology, and designating a subject matter expert for advanced air 
mobility within the department, as specified. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed deadline - 2 year bill 

 
AB 554 (González, Mark D) Health care coverage: antiretroviral drugs, drug devices, and 
drug products. 

https://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publish.aspx?session=25&id=b76a4dfd-d750-4789-b350-44885ff9c1f5
https://ctweb.capitoltrack.com/public/publish.aspx?session=25&id=b76a4dfd-d750-4789-b350-44885ff9c1f5
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Current law generally prohibits a health care service plan, excluding a Medi-Cal managed care 
plan, or health insurer from subjecting antiretroviral drugs that are medically necessary for the 
prevention of HIV/AIDS, including preexposure prophylaxis or postexposure prophylaxis, to 
prior authorization or step therapy. Under current law, a health care service plan or health insurer 
is not required to cover all the therapeutically equivalent versions of those drugs without prior 
authorization or step therapy if at least one is covered without prior authorization or step therapy. 
This bill, the Protecting Rights, Expanding Prevention, and Advancing Reimbursement for 
Equity (PrEPARE) Act of 2025, would instead prohibit a health care service plan, excluding a 
Medi-Cal managed care plan, or health insurer from subjecting antiretroviral drugs, drug devices, 
or drug products that are medically necessary for the prevention of HIV/AIDS, to prior 
authorization or step therapy, but would authorize prior authorization or step therapy if at least 
one therapeutically equivalent version is covered without prior authorization or step therapy. The 
bill would specify that, for therapeutically equivalent coverage purposes, a long-acting drug, 
drug device, or drug product is not therapeutically equivalent to a long-acting drug, drug device, 
or drug product with a different duration. The bill would require a plan or insurer that covers 
non-self-administered antiretroviral drugs, drug devices, or drug products that are approved by 
the United States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) for the prevention of HIV/AIDS as a 
medical benefit to also include those non-self-administered antiretroviral drugs, drug devices, or 
drug products as an outpatient prescription drug benefit. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
AB 562 (Solache D) Foster care: placement: family finding. 
Current law requires a county social worker to investigate the circumstances of each child taken 
into temporary custody by a peace officer under specified circumstances. Current law requires 
the social worker to conduct an investigation, within 30 days of the child's removal, to identify 
and locate adult relatives of the child, as specified, and to provide them with a notification that 
the child has been removed from the custody of the child's parents, guardians, or Indian 
custodian, and an explanation of the various options to participate in the care and placement of 
the child. This bill, the Justice through Placing Foster Children with Families Act, would require, 
beginning January 1, 2027, each county to review publicly available data comparing the 
statewide national average rate of placing children with relatives in the prior year for comparison 
with the county's placement rate during the same period, and, in the case of Indian children, the 
statewide average rate according to the federal Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978 placement 
preferences, as specified. The bill would require that, if the county's placement rate is less than 
the statewide average, the county welfare director, or their designee, to consult with the Center 
for Excellence in Family Finding, Engagement, and Support to identify best practices that may 
be adopted by the county to improve its placement rate, as specified. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 436, Statutes of 2025 

 
AB 564 (Haney D) Cannabis: excise tax: rate increase suspension: report. 
The Cannabis Tax Law imposes an excise tax upon purchasers of cannabis or cannabis products 
sold in this state at the rate of 15% of the gross receipts of any retail sale by a cannabis retailer, 
and, as enacted by AUMA, imposed a cultivation tax on all harvested cannabis that entered the 
commercial market, as specified. Chapter 56 of the Statutes of 2022 (AB 195) amended AUMA 
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to, among other things, discontinue the imposition of the cultivation tax on July 1, 2022. AB 195, 
beginning in the 2025-26 fiscal year and every 2 years thereafter, requires the California 
Department of Tax and Fee Administration (CDTFA) to adjust the cannabis excise tax rate by a 
percentage that will generate an amount of revenue that would have been collected pursuant to 
the cultivation tax imposed prior to its discontinuation, as specified, not to exceed 19% of the 
gross receipts of retail sale. Pursuant to that law, the department increased the cannabis excise 
tax rate to 19% for the 2025-26 fiscal year. This bill would revise the above-described provisions 
governing the cannabis excise tax rate. Specifically, the bill, for the period from July 1, 2025, to 
September 30, 2025, inclusive, would retain the existing cannabis excise tax rate of 19%. For the 
period from October 1, 2025, to June 30, 2028, inclusive, the bill would decrease the excise tax 
rate to 15%. Beginning in the 2028-29 fiscal year and every 2 years thereafter, the bill would 
require the department to adjust the cannabis excise tax rate by a percentage that will generate an 
amount of revenue that would have been collected pursuant to the cultivation tax imposed prior 
to its discontinuation, as specified, not to exceed 19%. The bill would also require the DCC, in 
consultation with the CDTFA and the Legislative Analyst's Office, on or before October 1, 2027, 
to submit a report to the Legislature that analyzes, among other things, the current and future 
effect of the Cannabis Tax Law on the regulated cannabis market and recommends options for 
changes to the Cannabis Tax Law to accomplish the intent of AUMA. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 127, Statutes of 2025 

 
AB 609 (Wicks D) California Environmental Quality Act: exemption: housing development 
projects. 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated 
negative declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if 
revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence 
that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the environment. CEQA exempts 
from its requirements various projects, including, but not limited to, housing projects that meet 
certain requirements. This bill would exempt from the requirements of CEQA a housing 
development project, as defined, that meets certain conditions relating to, for example, size, 
density, and location, including specific requirements for any housing on the project site located 
within 500 feet of a freeway. The bill would require a local government, as a condition of 
approval for the development, to require the development proponent to complete a specified 
environmental assessment regarding hazardous substance releases. If a recognized environmental 
condition is found, the bill would require the development proponent to complete a preliminary 
endangerment assessment and specified mitigation based on that assessment. Because a lead 
agency would be required to determine whether a housing development project qualifies for this 
exemption, the bill would impose a state-mandated local program. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed deadline – 2 year bill 

 
AB 649 (Lowenthal D) Disability access: construction-related accessibility claim. 
Current law prohibits discrimination on the basis of various specified personal characteristics, 
including disability. Current law imposes minimum statutory damages for construction-related 
accessibility claims if the violation of a construction-related accessibility standard denied the 
plaintiff full and equal access to the place of public accommodation on a particular occasion, as 
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specified. Current law provides that a plaintiff demonstrates that the plaintiff was deterred from 
accessing a place of public accommodation on a particular occasion only if both (1) the plaintiff 
had actual knowledge of a violation, as specified, and (2) the violation would have actually 
denied the plaintiff full and equal access, as specified. Current law authorizes the assessment of 
statutory damages under these provisions based on each particular occasion that the plaintiff was 
denied full and equal access, as specified, not upon the number of violations of construction-
related accessibility standards. Current law prohibits a defendant from being liable for minimum 
statutory damages in a construction-related accessibility claim, with respect to a violation noted 
in a report by a certified access specialist (CASp), for a period of 120 days following the date of 
the inspection if the defendant demonstrates compliance with each of specified requirements. 
Current law includes in these specified requirements that the inspection predates the filing of the 
claim by, or receipt of a demand letter from, the plaintiff, as specified, and that the defendant was 
not on notice of the alleged violation before the CASp inspection. This bill would establish, until 
January 1, 2034, the Small Business Right to Cure Program and would prohibit a defendant who 
qualifies for the program from being liable for minimum statutory damages for any construction-
related accessibility claim for a period of 6 years following a CASp report, as provided. To 
qualify for the program, the bill would require the defendant to demonstrate specified conditions, 
among others, that the defendant has posted, as provided, both the CASp inspection notice and a 
Notice of Participation in the Small Business Right to Cure Program, as defined. The bill would 
authorize the State Architect to develop, as specified, a form Notice of Participation in the Small 
Business Right to Cure Program, and would authorize a business to satisfy any requirement to 
provide the notice by providing a specified written statement until and unless the State Architect 
promulgates the form. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed deadline - 2 year bill 

 
AB 650 (Papan D) Planning and zoning: housing element: regional housing needs 
allocation. 
Current law requires a public agency to administer its programs and activities relating to housing 
and community development in a manner to affirmatively further fair housing, and take no action 
that is materially inconsistent with its obligation to affirmatively further fair housing. Current 
law defines "affirmatively furthering fair housing," as provided. The Planning and Zoning Law 
requires that a housing element include, among other things, a program that sets forth a schedule 
of actions during the planning period. Current law requires the Department of Housing and 
Community Development to develop a standardized reporting format for programs and actions 
taken pursuant to the requirement to affirmatively further fair housing. This bill would require 
the department to develop the above-described standardized reporting format on or before 
December 31, 2026. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
AB 785 (Sharp-Collins D) Community Violence Interdiction Grant Program. 
Current law establishes the California Violence Intervention and Prevention Grant Program, 
administered by the Board of State and Community Corrections, to award competitive grants for 
the purpose of violence intervention and prevention. Current law establishes the Youth 
Reinvestment Grant Program within the Board of State and Community Corrections to grant 
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funds, upon appropriation, to local jurisdictions and Indian tribes for the purpose of 
implementing trauma-informed diversion programs for minors, as specified. Current law requires 
the governing board of a school district to give diligent care to the health and physical 
development of pupils and authorizes the governing board of a school district to employ properly 
certified persons for the work. Current law requires a school of a school district or county office 
of education and a charter school to notify pupils and parents or guardians of pupils no less than 
twice during the school year on how to initiate access to available pupil mental health services on 
campus or in the community, or both, as provided. Current law requires the State Department of 
Public Health, in cooperation with the State Department of Education, to establish a Public 
School Health Center Support Program, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to assist school 
health centers, which are defined as centers or programs, located at or near local educational 
agencies, that provide age-appropriate health care services at the program site or through 
referrals, as specified. This bill would create the Community Violence Interdiction Grant 
Program to be administered by the California Health and Human Services Agency to provide 
funding to local community programs for community-driven solutions to decrease violence in 
neighborhoods and schools. The bill would specify the types of programs the grant funds may be 
used for, including, but not limited to, programs that create and enhance recreation and health-
based interventions for youth during peak times of violence and the creation and operation of 
school-based health centers. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed deadline - 2 year bill 

 
AB 996 (Pellerin D) Public Resources: sea level rise plans. 
Current law requires local governments lying in whole or in part within the coastal zone or 
within the jurisdiction of the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission to, 
on or before January 1, 2034, develop a sea level rise plan with specified required content as part 
of a local coastal program that is subject to approval by the California Coastal Commission or 
the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission. This bill would authorize 
the applicable commission, when approving a local coastal plan or an amendment to a local 
coastal plan, to deem existing sea level rise information or plans prepared by a local government 
to satisfy the content requirements for a sea level rise plan. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 286, Statutes of 2025 

 
AB 1288 (Addis D) Registered environmental health specialists. 
Current law provides for the certification of registered environmental health specialists by the 
State Department of Public Health and establishes application, examination, and renewal fees for 
this certification. Current law prescribes educational requirements for the registration of an 
environmental health specialist and requires all basic science coursework to be equal to what is 
acceptable in an approved environmental health degree program. Current law provides that only 
a person who meets those educational and experience requirements is eligible for admission to 
the environmental health specialist examination. Current law prohibits an applicant who fails to 
pass the written examination twice from taking the examination additional times unless specified 
time periods have elapsed. Current law prohibits a person from taking the examination more than 
once in a 2-year period. Current law requires the department to maintain a current registry of all 
registered environmental health specialists and environmental health specialist trainees in the 
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state. Current law defines the scope of practice for a registered environmental health professional 
to include, but not be limited to, the prevention of environmental health hazards and the 
promotion and protection of the public health and the environment in specified areas, including, 
among others, food protection, housing, and hazardous materials management. Current law 
authorizes a local health department to employ a registered environmental health specialist to 
enforce public health laws, as specified. Current law authorizes an environmental health 
specialist trainee to work under the supervision of a registered environmental health specialist for 
a period not to exceed 3 years. Current law defines "environmental health specialist trainee" as a 
person who possesses a bachelor's degree, as specified, and who is engaged in an approved 
environmental health training plan. Current law requires an environmental health training plan to 
include specified elements. This bill would instead prohibit an applicant from being reexamined 
for 90 days after failing to pass the written examination. The bill would revise the educational 
requirements for the registration of an environmental health specialist, as specified, and would 
delete the requirement that basic science coursework be equal to what is acceptable in an 
approved environmental health degree program. This bill would extend the period of required 
supervision to instead not exceed 5 years. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Chaptered by Secretary of State - Chapter 297, Statutes of 2025 

 
SB 84 (Niello R) Disability access: construction-related accessibility claims: notice of 
violation and opportunity to correct. 
Current law prohibits discrimination on the basis of various specified personal characteristics, 
including disability. Current law imposes minimum statutory damages for construction-related 
accessibility claims if the violation of a construction-related accessibility standard denied the 
plaintiff full and equal access to the place of public accommodation on a particular occasion, as 
specified. Current law imposes various limits on a defendant's liability for statutory damages 
under specified sets of conditions, including if the defendant, among other things, corrects the 
construction-related violations within a specified time. This bill would prohibit a construction-
related accessibility claim for statutory damages from being initiated in a legal proceeding 
against a defendant who employs 50 or fewer individuals, as specified, unless the defendant has 
been served with a letter specifying each alleged violation, and the alleged violations have been 
corrected within 120 days of service of the letter. The bill would provide that a defendant is not 
liable for statutory damages, plaintiff's attorney's fees, or costs for an alleged violation that is 
corrected within 120 days of service of a letter alleging the violation. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed deadline - 2 year bill 

 
SB 263 (Gonzalez D) International trade: tariffs: impact study. 
Would require the Governor's Office of Business and Economic Development ("GO-Biz"), in 
consultation with the Department of Finance and the Transportation Agency, to conduct a study 
on the impacts that increases in tariffs and reciprocal tariffs have on the state's international trade 
of imports and exports, as specified. The bill would also require GO-Biz to provide resources to 
support the international trade activities of California small businesses. The bill would require 
the agency to convene the freight advisory committee to discuss the scope of the study upon GO-
Biz initiating the study. On or before January 1, 2029, the bill would require GO-Biz, to submit 
the study to the Legislature, as specified. 
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City Position: Support 
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
SB 454 (McNerney D) State Water Resources Control Board: PFAS Mitigation Program. 
Current law designates the State Water Resources Control Board as the agency responsible for 
administering specific programs related to drinking water, including, among others, the 
California Safe Drinking Water Act and the Emerging Contaminants for Small or Disadvantaged 
Communities Funding Program. This bill, which would become operative upon an appropriation 
by the Legislature, would enact a perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) 
mitigation program. As part of that program, the bill would create the PFAS Mitigation Fund in 
the State Treasury and would authorize certain moneys in the fund to be expended by the state 
board, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for specified purposes. The bill would authorize 
the state board to seek out nonstate, federal, and private funds designated for PFAS remediation 
and treatment and deposit the funds into the PFAS Mitigation Fund. The bill would continuously 
appropriate these funds to the state board for specified purposes. The bill would authorize the 
state board to establish accounts within the PFAS Mitigation Fund. The bill would authorize the 
state board to expend moneys from the fund in the form of a grant, loan, or contract, or to 
provide assistance services to water suppliers and sewer system providers, as those terms are 
defined, for multiple purposes, including, among other things, to cover or reduce the costs for 
water suppliers associated with treating drinking water to meet the applicable state and federal 
maximum PFAS contaminant levels. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
SB 750 (Cortese D) California Housing Finance and Credit Act. 
Existing law, the California Health Facility Construction Loan Insurance Law, establishes an 
insurance program for health facility construction, improvement, and expansion loans in order to 
stimulate the flow of private capital into health facilities construction, improvement, and 
expansion and in order to rationally meet the need for new, expanded, and modernized public 
and nonprofit health facilities necessary to protect the health of all the people of this state. 
City Position: Support 
Status: Failed passage 
 
Other Bills of Importance: 
Throughout the first half of the 2025-26 legislative session, Arc monitored a diverse portfolio of 
state legislation reflecting the City’s broad operational footprint and policy interests. Primary 
areas of interest remained the expansion of California’s housing supply, strengthening tenant 
protections, refining homelessness response systems, and improving development processes.  
 
Several measures focused directly on homelessness interventions and housing-streamlining, 
potentially impacting Long Beach’s production capacity and regulatory alignment. The City also 
reviewed bills related to tenant stability and disaster-related displacement, including legislation 
extending temporary occupancy rights for individuals displaced by natural disasters, and 
proposals regulating rental fees under the Fair Rental Act of 2025. Together, these measures 
reflect a legislative environment focused on accelerating housing development, protecting 
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vulnerable renters, expanding homelessness programming, and ensuring local governments 
remain aligned with evolving statewide housing and land-use mandates. 
 
Additional areas of importance were public safety, emergency response, and community 
protection implications, including cannabis regulations, drone interference with emergency 
operations, wildfire and disaster-recovery standards, and requirements for animal evacuation 
protocols. Several proposals would have imposed new responsibilities on local agencies—such 
as mandates for pet-rescue procedures during evacuations or restrictions on local law-
enforcement coordination with federal immigration agencies near sensitive sites —highlighting 
the Legislature’s ongoing focus on resiliency, emergency management, and community well-
being. Departments such as Police, Fire, Emergency Management, and Code Enforcement were 
frequently implicated as affected operational partners.  
 
A significant share of measures this year focused on elections administration, voting procedures, 
and transparency requirements—areas directly affecting local governance systems. These 
included bills revising timelines for ballot processing, modernizing signature verification rules, 
updating recall and primary election procedures, expanding language acces, and strengthening 
safeguards against deceptive election communications. Collectively, these bills signaled 
continued statewide emphasis on election security, administrative uniformity, and public trust—
core priorities for large charter cities like Long Beach.  
 
Finally, Arc monitored bills related to local government authority, administrative processes, and 
public records. Proposals included revisions to California Public Records Act compliance, 
expanded access to legal counsel for immigrant youth, modified rules for administrative fines 
and penalties, and increased disclosure and transparency requirements for city attorney billing. 
Additional measures addressed taxation and bond administration, local economic development 
financing, statewide infrastructure initiatives, and post-disaster property tax treatment.  
 
Housing & Homelessness Legislation 
 
SB-634 Local government: homelessness. 
Current law establishes procedures for the enactment of ordinances by counties and cities and 
makes a violation of a county or city ordinance, as applicable, a misdemeanor unless by ordinance 
it is made an infraction. This bill would prohibit a local jurisdiction from adopting a local 
ordinance, or enforcing an existing ordinance, that prohibits a person or organization from 
providing support services, as specified, to a person who is homeless or assisting a person who is 
homeless with any act related to basic survival. The bill would define various terms for these 
purposes. The bill would include findings that changes proposed by this bill address a matter of 
statewide concern rather than a municipal affair and, therefore, apply to all cities, including charter 
cities. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
SB-79 Housing development: transit-oriented development 
Existing law, the Planning and Zoning Law, requires each county and city to adopt a 
comprehensive, long-term general plan for the physical development of the county or city. This 
bill would require that a housing development project within a specified distance of a transit-

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB634
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB79
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oriented development (TOD) stop be an allowed use as a transit-oriented housing development on 
any site zoned for residential, mixed, or commercial development, if the development complies 
with applicable requirements. The bill would require a project to include at least 5 dwelling units 
and establish requirements concerning height limits, density, and residential floor area ratio in 
accordance with a development's proximity to specified tiers of TOD stops. The bill applies to 
eight highly urbanized counties — Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, Santa Clara, Alameda, 
Sacramento, San Francisco and San Mateo — and applies only to select transportation stops 
(train, subway, light rail and high-frequency bus routes with designated lanes). Buildings 
immediately surrounding these transit hubs will be entitled to max out as high as nine stories (75 
feet), with those farther out topping out at approximately four stories (55-65 feet). The bill allows 
apartment developers to pack more homes into neighborhoods within half a mile of major rail, 
subway, and bus rapid transit stops, overriding local zoning restrictions and any possible objections 
of surrounding neighbors. The bill also gives local governments alternative means to comply with 
their own local programs, requires a certain share of units constructed under the bill to be set aside 
at below-market rents, and goes into effect on a delayed schedule in certain lower income 
neighborhoods. These provisions would not apply to a local agency until July 1, 2026, except as 
specified, or within unincorporated areas of counties until the 7th regional housing needs allocation 
cycle. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
 
Administrative Services/City Clerk Legislation: 
 
AB-5 Elections: official canvass 
Would require elections officials, on or before the 13th day following an election, to finish counting 
all ballots, with certain exceptions, including provisional ballots and ballots for which the voter 
must either verify or provide a signature, and release a vote count for those ballots. If an elections 
official will not meet that deadline, they would be required to file a notice of extension, including 
the reason for the extension, with the Secretary of State. By increasing the duties of county 
elections officials, the bill would impose a state-mandated local program. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
 
AB-16 Vote by mail ballots: processing 
Current law authorizes the elections official to begin processing vote by mail ballot return 
envelopes from 29 days before the election. Current law authorizes the elections official to remove 
vote by mail ballots from their envelopes, but prohibits the elections official from counting, 
tallying, or reporting totals from those ballots until the polls close on election day. This bill would 
authorize the elections official to begin processing vote by mail ballot return envelopes from 35 
days before the election. 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB5
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB16
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Status: Signed by the Governor 
 

SB-482 Roster of public officials: local government 
Would require, no more than 120 days after each general election, the governing body of each city, 
county, or city and county, or their delegated local entity, to submit to the Secretary of State an 
updated list of local elected or appointed officials for publication in the above-specified roster, as 
prescribed. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
Bill Text - SB-827 Local agency officials: training 
This bill would expand which local agency officials are required to complete ethics training to 
include department heads, or other similar administrative officers, and would instead require 
officials who commence service on or after January 1, 2026, to receive their initial training 
within 6 months of commencing service. The bill would require the local agency to publish clear 
instructions and contact information for requesting the training records on its internet website. 
This bill would additionally require all local agency officials to receive at least 2 hours of fiscal 
and financial training. The bill would require the training to be received at least once every 2 
years. The bill would exempt from these requirements specified local agency officials if they are 
in compliance with existing education requirements specific to their positions. This bill would 
authorize a local agency or an association of local agencies to contract with or otherwise 
collaborate with a provider of a training course to offer one or more training courses, or sets of 
self-study materials with tests, to its local agency officials to meet the training requirement. The 
bill would require the training courses and materials to be developed in consultation with experts 
in local government finance. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 
 
Climate, Water, Wildfire Legislation: 
 
SB-598 Public contracts: local water infrastructure projects: Construction 
Manager/General Contractor project delivery method 
This bill would, until January 1, 2031, authorize a local agency, upon approval of its governing 
body, to similarly use the CM/GC method for a regional recycled water project or other water 
infrastructure project undertaken by the district to alleviate water supply shortages attributable to 
drought or climate change. The bill would require that authorization to apply to no more than 15 
capital outlay projects for each local agency and would require a local agency to award a contract 
pursuant to the bill on a best value basis or to the lowest responsible bidder. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 
 
Public Safety Legislation:  
 
AB 992 (Irwin): Law enforcement education standard –  
CA Police Chiefs Association, in partnership with other statewide law enforcement associations, 
sponsored legislation to codify a new education standard for specified peace officers that builds 
upon previous measures and stakeholder recommendations. The goal is to specify the elevated 
education requirements for the policing profession in a way that is meaningful and realistic, 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB482
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB827
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB598
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB992
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without negatively impacting recruitment efforts. To do so, AB 992 creates multiple pathways for 
satisfying the new education requirements, which account for established training, prior 
experiences, and existing infrastructure. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
SB 19 (Rubio) / AB 237 (Patel): Criminal threats –  
Ongoing threats made against schools and religious institutions continue to demand swift law 
enforcement responses whenever they occur, especially in the face of recurring mass shooting 
events and rising religious conflicts. However, the California Penal Code does not qualify a 
threat against a school, building, or a place of worship as a “criminal threat” unless the threat is 
levied against a specific individual. These bills address these issues by expanding the definition 
of what constitutes a criminal threat.  
Status: SB 19 signed by Governor 

 
AB 400 (Pacheco): K-9 Guidelines 
Building on our work from last year and the development of new K-9 guidelines by the 
Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST), AB 400 was originally drafted to 
require agencies with K9 units to meet these new minimum standards set by POST, but 
amendments made by the Senate Appropriations Committee now require POST to study K9 
programs and report back recommendations to the Legislature by 2027. 
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
AB 875 (Muratsuchi): Illegal E-Bike 
CA Police Chiefs Association, collaboration with CHP and other traffic safety agencies, 
sponsored AB 875 aimed at addressing the illegal use of e-bikes, specifically those that exceed 
the established speed limit, or are used without license. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
SB 701 (Wahab): Illegal radio/signal interference devices 
Nationwide, the use of illegal radio/signal interference devices has become a significant and 
growing issue. Handheld signal jammers that disrupt radio communications, WiFi, and alarm 
systems have been employed in California by organized criminal groups during the commission 
of major crimes, such as large- scale retail theft and burglary. However, current California law 
does not provide state and local law enforcement agencies with clear authority to cite or penalize 
the possession, sale, transfer, or use of these devices, all of which are illegal under federal law. 
To address these limitations, especially in anticipation of the upcoming worldwide sporting 
events in California, SB 701 creates clear penalties for the use of these devices, allowing local 
and state enforcement.  
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
 

Immigration Legislation 
 
In response to recent Federal immigration enforcement actions taken across California, the 
Legislature introduced two bills directly impacting all law enforcement – SB 627 (Wiener), 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB19
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB237
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB400
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB875
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB701
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB627
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which would prohibit the use of face coverings or disguises; and SB 805 (Perez), which sets 
specific penalties for officers that fail to visibly display identification.  
 
Through policy committee debates over the last several weeks, law enforcement organizations 
were able to secure amendments to SB 805 that negate any penalties against the agency and their 
personnel as long as the department maintains a specific policy related to proper identification, 
as outlined in the last set of amendments. However, no similar provision was included in SB 627, 
and as such, all law enforcement adamantly opposed the bill in its final. 
 
Additionally, SB 580 (Durazo) requires the Attorney General, on or before July 1, 2026, in 
consultation with appropriate stakeholders, to publish model policies and guidance, audit criteria, 
and training recommendations for state and local agencies and the databases they operate relating 
to interaction with immigration authorities consistent with federal and state law, and requires 
local and state agencies to implement these policies or an equivalent by January 1, 2027. DOJ is 
currently beginning outreach to stakeholders. 
 
AB 322 (Ward): Geolocation data restrictions 
Would set limits on third party companies’ collection of “precise geolocations data,” including 
by setting a 30-day retention limit on most of this information. This is critical information law 
enforcement uses to solve countless crimes. For example, this would restrict collection of IP 
addresses used as the fingerprints to identify perpetrators of cyber-crimes, including online theft, 
fraud, and possession/trafficking of child pornography. 
Status: Failed passage 

AB 421 (Solache): Sanctuary protections  
Would have significantly expanded California’s existing sanctuary state protections. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
AB 572 (Kalra): Family interviews 
Would have required a Miranda-style warning to be given to any family members following an 
incident involving serious bodily injury or death. Final amendments remove criminal liability for 
violations and now merely require a policy to be in place that includes broad carve outs. Law 
enforcement remained opposed, but this was likely the best outcome. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
AB 622 (Kalra): CDCR credits 
Would have allowed good conduct credits to be applied to serious and violent felons. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
AB 938 (Bonta): Vacatur relief expansion 
Would have expanded existing relief from criminal prosecution to those charged with serious and 
violent crimes. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
AB 1022 (Kalra): Towing prohibition 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB805
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB322
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB421
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB572
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB622
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB938
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB1022
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Would have restricted situations in which a municipality could tow a vehicle, including 
prohibiting a tow for 5 or more parking tickets. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
AB 1071 (Kalra): RJA Expansion 
Original version sought to expand RJA by requiring judges to choose between certain remedies, 
but final amended version would now clarify that a person that brings a RJA claim may seek 
discovery of any relevant evidence. CPCA remains opposed. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
AB 1231 (Elhawary): Felony Diversion 
Would allow unidentified “community-based organizations” (CBOs) to offer felony diversion 
programs. Although the bill carves out some of the more serious/violent felonies and sex-crimes, 
it still applies to host of significant crimes including felony theft. Voters in the last election 
clearly signaled their position on the ineffective use of alternative consequences by 
overwhelmingly approving a statewide ballot measure that strengthened penalties on the exact 
types of crimes AB 1231 seeks to divert away from sentencing. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
AB 1279 (Sharp-Collins): Prior felonies 
Would have restricted the courts from considering prior serious and violent felonies if offender 
committed the crime(s) under the age of 26. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
SB 274 (Cervantes): ALPR Data Retention  
Would, among other things, restrict data retention for ALPR information to no longer than 60 
days, unless the specific data matches a vehicle on a narrowly defined “hotlist.” The bill would 
also require a case file number to justify the search query before accessing any ALPR data.  
Status: Vetoed by Governor 

 
SB 277 (Weber): Consent search ban  
Would have effectively banned the use of consent searches. 
Status: Failed passage 

 
SB 524 (Arreguin): AI reports  
As introduced, would have required agencies to retain all drafts of any report created using AI. 
As finally negotiated, only first and last draft are required to be retained, and limits on release 
and use of first draft are put in place. CA Police Chiefs removed opposition based on these final 
amendments. 
Status: Signed by Governor 

 
SB 672 (Rubio): Youth LWOP 
Would have retroactively allowed for potential release of offenders serving LWOP if the 
underlying crime was committed when they were under the age of 26. 
Status: Failed passage 
  

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB1071
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB1231
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https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB524
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AI/Privacy 
There were over 30 bills introduced that dealt with various statute changes related to the 
exponential growth of artificial intelligence and privacy. Most of those bills failed passage but 
will continue to be a focal point for legislators in 2026. Those bills that were signed are 
summarized below. 
 
AB-853 California AI Transparency Act 
The California AI Transparency Act requires a person that creates, codes, or otherwise produces 
a generative artificial intelligence system that has over 1,000,000 monthly visitors or users and is 
publicly accessible within the geographic boundaries of the state to make available an AI 
detection tool at no cost to the user that, among other things, allows a user to assess whether 
image, video, or audio content, or content that is a combination thereof, was created or altered by 
that person's generative artificial intelligence system and outputs any system provenance data 
that is detected in the content. This bill would delay the operation of the California AI 
Transparency Act until August 2, 2026. This bill would, beginning January 1, 2027, additionally 
require a large online platform to detect whether any provenance data that is compliant with 
widely adopted specifications is embedded into or attached to content distributed on the large 
online platform. The bill would also require, beginning January 1, 2028, a capture device 
manufacturer to provide a user with the option to include a latent disclosure in content captured 
by the capture device. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
AB-979 California Cybersecurity Integration Center: artificial intelligence 
Would require the California Cybersecurity Integration Center to develop, on or before January 
1, 2027, in consultation with the Office of Information Security and the Government Operations 
Agency, a California AI Cybersecurity Collaboration Playbook to facilitate information sharing 
across the cyber and artificial intelligence communities and to strengthen collective cyber 
defenses against emerging threats. The bill would require the center to review federal 
requirements, standards, and industry best practices and to use those resources to inform the 
development of the California AI Cybersecurity Collaboration Playbook. Except as specified, the 
bill would provide that any information related to cyber threat indicators or defensive measures 
for a cybersecurity purpose shared in accordance with the California AI Cybersecurity 
Collaboration Playbook is confidential and would prohibit that information from being disclosed, 
except as specified. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
SB-53 Artificial intelligence models: large developers 
This bill would enact the Transparency in Frontier Artificial Intelligence Act (TFAIA) that 
would, among other things related to ensuring the safety of a foundation model, require a large 
frontier developer to write, implement, and clearly and conspicuously publish on its internet 
website a frontier AI framework that applies to the large frontier developer's frontier models and 
describes how the large frontier developer approaches, among other things, incorporating 
national standards, international standards, and industry-consensus best practices into its frontier 
AI framework. The TFAIA would also require a large frontier developer to transmit to the Office 
of Emergency Services a summary of any assessment of catastrophic risk resulting from internal 
use of its frontier models. The TFAIA would require the Office of Emergency Services to 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB853
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260AB979
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB53
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establish a mechanism to be used by a frontier developer or a member of the public to report a 
critical safety incident and would also require the Office of Emergency Services to establish a 
mechanism to be used by a large frontier developer to confidentially submit summaries of any 
assessments of the potential for catastrophic risk resulting from internal use of its frontier 
models. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 

 
SB-524 Law enforcement agencies: artificial intelligence 
This bill would require each law enforcement agency to maintain a policy to require an official 
report prepared by a law enforcement officer or any member of a law enforcement agency that is 
generated using artificial intelligence either fully or partially to include specified information, 
including a disclosure statement and the signature of the law enforcement officer or member of a 
law enforcement agency who prepared the official report. If an officer or any member of an 
agency uses artificial intelligence to create an official report, the bill would require the first draft 
created to be retained for as long as the official report is retained. The bill would, except for the 
official report, prohibit a draft of any report created with the use of artificial intelligence from 
constituting an officer's statement. The bill would require an agency utilizing artificial 
intelligence to generate a first draft or official report to maintain an audit trail that identifies, at a 
minimum, certain things, including the person who used artificial intelligence to create a report. 
Status: Signed by the Governor 
 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202520260SB524
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Date: January 7, 2026 

To: City of Long Beach, CA 

From: Manatt Government Strategies (MGS) Federal Advocacy Team 

Re: Summary of 2025 Federal Advocacy Accomplishments 

Executive Summary 

The Manatt Government Strategies (MGS) team has worked closely with the City of Long 
Beach to ensure its federal priorities receive strong support in Washington, DC. Throughout 
the year, we have helped the City successfully secure federal grants and Community 
Project Funding (CPF)/Congressionally Directed Spending (CDS) through the FY 2026 
appropriations process. Our team has also helped the City strengthen its relationships with 
key federal officials, local government advocacy groups, and other stakeholders to build 
champions for the City’s initiatives. 

Serving as an extension of the City’s government affairs team, MGS is proud to help elevate 
the City’s profile at the federal level. Through strategic engagement and established 
relationships, we have contributed significantly to the City’s federal achievements, which 
are outlined below. 

Key Federal Advocacy Engagements 

FY 2026 Appropriations: MGS has helped the City navigate the FY 2026 appropriations 
process, which included securing Community Project Funding (earmarks). MGS provided 
key guidance to help the City emphasize its earmark project requests with members of the 
Congressional delegation. This targeted engagement played a crucial role in eight projects 
advancing through the FY2026 appropriations process – pending final inclusion in the 
consolidated appropriations bills for FY 2026, including:  

• $1.031 million to establish a locally hosted DNA analysis service lab within the Long
Beach Police Department (LBPD);

• $750,000 for Admiral Kidd Park Improvements;
• $850,000 for Colorado Lagoon and Marina Vista Park Improvements;
• $850,000 for Broadway Corridor Park Improvements;
• $250,000 for the creation of the Washington Neighborhood Youth Center;
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• $850,000 for Houghton Park Improvements; and  
• $250,000 for Scherer Park Improvements.  

June 2025 DC Fly-In: MGS coordinated and executed the City’s annual fly-in for City 
leadership to share its federal priorities and federal funding requests for Fiscal Year 2026 
(FY26) with key Congressional/Administration officials and advocacy groups, including: 

• Long Beach Congressional Delegation: Senator Alex Padilla (D-CA), Senator Adam 
Schiff (D-CA), Rep. Robert Garcia (D-CA-42), and Rep. Nanette Barragán (D-CA-44) 

• Rep. Jay Obernolte (R-CA-23) 
• Rep. Vince Fong (R-CA-20) 
• House Science, Space, and Technology Committee  
• Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)  

Relationship Building: Our team helped the City develop and strengthen relationships 
with additional members of Congress and the Administration to help advance priorities 
related to Space Beach, Olympics 2028 funding, and affordable housing. These 
relationships include, but are not limited to:  

• Space Beach: House Science, Space, and Technology Committee majority and 
minority Members  

• 2028 Olympics: House Transportation & Infrastructure Committee, DOT Office of 
the Secretary  

• Affordable Housing and Housing Stabilization: Senate Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs Committee Chair and Ranking Member, House Financial Services 
Committee (including Housing and Insurance Subcommittee Chair and Ranking 
Member)  

Policy Agenda: We have also supported the City in developing policy stances on several 
issues reflected in City letters, including but not limited to: Renewing Opportunity in the 
American Dream (ROAD) to Housing Act (S.2651), the One Big, Beautiful Bill Act (OBBB) 
(H.R. 1), proposed FY 2026 HUD and HHS budget cuts, and key federal immigration 
enforcement legislation. 

Federal Grants: MGS has supported the City with expert counsel and assistance in 
securing competitive federal grants to position the City for success. This included 
delivering timely intelligence on upcoming Notices of Funding Opportunities (NOFOs) and 

https://www.congress.gov/119/bills/s2651/BILLS-119s2651rs.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/119/plaws/publ21/PLAW-119publ21.pdf
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grant award announcements to advance the City’s federal priorities. Additionally, we 
worked closely with California’s U.S. Senators and the City’s congressional delegation to 
advocate directly for the City’s grant applications. 

Additional Key Relationships / Engagements 

Mayors and CEOs for U.S. Housing Investment: The MGS team has created opportunities 
for Mayor Richardson to serve as a prominent leader and thought partner in federal housing 
policy discussions through his role as Co-Chair of the bipartisan Mayors and CEOs for U.S. 
Housing Investment (Mayors & CEOs) coalition. For more than seven years, this coalition 
has led efforts to spotlight housing challenges, advocate for increased federal funding for 
proven programs, and promote tools that strengthen public-private partnerships to expand 
affordable housing and combat homelessness. 

MGS also worked with Mayor Richardson in his capacity as Co-Chair of Mayors & CEOs to 
influence multiple pieces of legislation addressing housing and homelessness. These 
efforts are reflected in endorsements of the ROAD to Housing Act and the Housing for the 
21st Century Act (H.R. 6644), as well as the incorporation of expansions to the Low-Income 
Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) and the New Markets Tax Credit (NMTC) in the One Big, 
Beautiful Bill Act (OBBB) (H.R. 1). The MGS team also helped craft letters co-signed by 
Mayor Richardson on behalf of Mayors & CEOs to express concerns about reductions in 
allowable funding for permanent supportive housing (PSH) within the Continuum of Care 
(CoC) program. These letters were sent to the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) and the House and Senate Appropriations Committees. The MGS 
team also helped craft a letter co-signed by Mayor Richardson outlining key priorities for 
the Trump Administration to address housing as a national emergency. 

In June 2025, Mayor Richardson co-led the coalition’s Annual DC Fly-In, engaging with both 
Democratic and Republican members of Congress on comprehensive housing reform. We 
also prepared Mayor Richardson for participation in Mayors & CEOs events during the U.S. 
Conference of Mayors’ DC conference in January 2025 and its annual meeting in June 2025. 
Additionally, the MGS team prepared Mayor Richardson to serve as a speaker for Mayors & 
CEOs’ fall public event, “Coming Back Home: Why Housing Matters More for the Economy 
than Ever.” This discussion explored the housing crisis’s impact on the economy and 
emphasized why political and business leaders must consider both short- and long-term 
effects as they plan. 
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Additional Relationships with Key Mayoral Leaders: The MGS team has continued to 
assist Mayor Richardson and the City of Long Beach with developing strategic relationships 
with Mayors throughout the country, particularly with mayors of cities that have alignment 
with the City of Long Beach on policy priorities/challenges. 
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