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ATTACHMENT 1

General Law Clty v. Charter City

.' C;‘ha?raic@erlstié

. " Genetal Law Clty

Charter Gity -

Abllity to Govern
Municlpal Affalrs

Bound by the state's general law, regardiass
of whethar the subject concerns & municipal
affalr.

Has suprerma authority over "munlsipsl
affalre.” Cal, Const, art. X1, § 5({b).

Form of Government

State law describes the olty's form of
govamment For example, Governmsnt
Code section 36501 authorlzes general law
citles be governed by a city coundll of five
members, & city clerk, & city freasurer, 8
police chief, a fire chief and any subordinate
officars or employess as required by law.
Clty electors mey adopt ordinance which
provides for a different number of councii
manbers. Cal. Gov'i secion 34871, The
Gavernment Code also aulhorizes the “city
managet” farm of government, Cal. Gov't
Code § 34851.

Charter can provide for any form of
governtiient Inaluding the "strong mayor,”
and "clty manager” forms. See Gal. Const,
art, X1, § 5{b), Cal. Gov't Code § 34450Q &f
seq.

Elections Generally

Munleipal electlons conducted in accordance
with the Callfornia Elections Cade, Cal. Elac,
Cods §8§ 10101 ef seq..

Not bound by the Callfornia Elections Code.
May astahllsh cwn election dales, rules, and
progedures, Sse Cal. Const. arf, X1, § 5(b);
Cal. Els¢. Code §5§ 10101 of seg.,

NMethods of Elections

Generally holds at-large elsctlons whereby
voters vois for any candldate on the ballot,
Gitles may also choose to slect the oty
councl! “by" or "from" districts, so long as the
glection systom has been established by
ordinance and epproved by the votets, Cal:
Gov't Code § 34871. Mayor may be slected
by the city council or by vote of the peopls.
Cul, Gov't Code §§ 34802,

May establish procedures for selecting
officers. May hold atlarge or dlstrict
elections. See Cal. Const. art, X, § 6(b).

City Council Mamber
Gualifications

Minimum guallfications are;

Unlted States citizen

At laast 18 years old

Ragistered voter

Rasident of the city at least 15 days
prior to the slactlon and throughout
his or her term

5, i elected by orfrom a district, be g
rasident of the geographical area
compriging the district from which he
or she Is slecied.

Rl

Cel. Elec, Code § 321; Cal. Govt Code §§
34882, 36602; 87 Cal, Op. Att'y Gen. 30
(2004},

GCan establish own criterla for city office
provided it ¢oes not violate the U.8,
Consthivtion, Cal. Const. art. X1, § 5(b}, 82
Cal. Op. Att'y Gen. 6, 8 {1999),
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ATTACHMENT 4

Characteristlc

Ganoral Law Oty -

¢+ Ghartef Gity

Publle Funds for Candidate
In Munlelpal Elsctions

No publle officsr shall expend and no
candldate shall accept public money for the
purpose of seeking elected office, Cal. Govt
Code § 85300,

Public financing of eiaction campalgns is
lawful, Johnson v, Bradiey, 4 Cal, 4th 389
(1982),

Tern Limits

May provide for term limits, Cal, Gov't Code
§ 36502(h).

May provide for term limiis, Cal. Const, art,
Xi, § 5(b); Cal Gov't Code Section 36592 (b).

Vacancies and Termination
of QOffice

An office begomes vacant In several
instances Including desth, resignation,
removal for fallura to perform offlolal duties,
electorate itregularities, absence from
meetings without permission, and upon non-
residency. Cal, Gov'l Code §§ 1770, 86502,
36513,

May establlsh erlteria for vacating and
terminating city offices so long es It does not
vinlate the stete and federal consftutions.
Cal, Const, art. X, § &(b).

Council Member
Compensation Bnd
Expense Ralmbursement

Salary-c#lling is set by clty population and
salary Increages set by state law except for
compensation established by city electors,
See Cal, Gov't Code § 36516, (fa clty
hrovides any type of compensation or
payment of expensss o councit members,
then all council members are raquired o
have two hours of ethics fraining. See Cal,
Gov't Code §8 53234 - 53235,

May astablish councll members' salarfes.
See Cal. Const. art, XI, § 8(b). acly
provides any type of compensation ¢r
payment of expenses to councll members,
then all councll members ars requlred to
have two hours of ethics tralning. See Cal,
Gov't Code §§ 53234 - 532385,

fegislative Authority

Ordinances may not be passed within five
days of Infroduction unless they are urgency
ordinances. Cal. Gov't Coda § 36934,

Ordinances may only be passed at 4 regular

maefling, and must be read in full at time of

Intraduction and passage sxcept when, after
reading the title, further reading is walved,
Cal, Gov't Cods § 36934,

May establish procedurses for enacting local
ordinances, Brougher v, B, of Public Works,
205 Cal. 426 (1928),

Resolutions

May establish riles regarding the
procadures for adopiing, amending or
tepeallng resolutions,

May estahilsh procedures for adopting,
amending or repealing resolutions. Brougher
v. Bd, of Publlc Works, 205 Cal. 426 (1928).

Quorum and Voting
Requlrements

A majorlty of the clty councll eonstitutes a
quorum for transaction of business. Cal.
Gov't Code § 365810.

Al ordinances, resolutions, and orders for
the payment of money require & recorded
majority vote of the fofal membership of the
clty council, Cal. Gov't Gode § 36036,
Spadific leglslation raquires supermajorlty
votes for certaln actions,

May esiablish own procedures and quorum
requirements. However, certaln legislation
reguiring supermajority votes ls applicable to
chartar citles. For example, ses Californla
Code of Civil Procedurs sectlon 1245.240
raguiring a vote of two-thirds of all the
members of the governing body unless &
greater vote Is required by charter,
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Characteristic

-General. l:..aw City .

__ ATTACHMENT f
"Chartet: Clty

Rules Goverhing
Progedure and Decorum

Ratph Brown Act is applicable. Cal, Gov't
Code §§ 54851, 54053{a).

Canfllct of interest laws are applicable. See
Cal, Gov'i Code § 87300 et seq..

Ralph Brown Act s applicable, Cal, Gov't
Codo §§ 654951, 54963(a),

Conflict of Interest laws are appllcable, Ses
Cal. Gov't Code § 87300 of seq..

May provide provisloha related to sthics,
confilets, campalgn financing and
incampatibility of office.

Fersonnel Matters

May establish standards, requirements and
procedures for hirng personnel consistent
with Government Code requirements,

May have “civll service” system, which
Includes comprehensive procedures for
rearuliment, hirlng, tasfing and promotion.
See Cal, Gov't Code § 45000 et seq,

Meyers;MHia&Brown Act epplles, Cal, Gov'it
Code § 35800,

Cannot require employees be resldents of
the clity, but can require them to reslids within
a reasonable and spedific disfance of thelr
place of employment, Cal. Const, art. XI, §
10(b).

May establlsh standards, requiremants, and
procedures, Inaluding compansation, terms
and sonditions of employment for personneal,
See Cal, Const, art, X1, § 5{b).

Proceduras set forth In Mayers-Millas-Brown
Act (Cal, Gov't Code § 3500) apply, but nots,
“[Tlhere is a clear distinction betwsen tha
substanice of a public employse labor issue
and the procedure by which it Is resolved,
Thus thers ia no question that 'salarles of
tocal employees of a chartar clty constitute
municlpal affalra and are noi subjest to
general laws.™ Volers for Respansibla
Retirament v. Board of Supervisors, B
Cal.4th 768, 781 (1994),

Cannot require employees be residents of
tha city, but can require them to reslde within
g reasonable and specific distance of thelr
place of employment, Cal. Const, art. X|,
section 10(b). :

Contracting Services

Authority to enter into contracts to carry out

neceszary functions, Including those
expressly grantad and those Implied by
necassity, Seg Cal, Gov't Code § 37103;
Carruth v. Cily of Madera, 233 Cal. App, 2d
688 (1965).

Full authority to contract consistent with
charter.

May transfer sorne of its functlons ta the
county Including tax collection, assessment
collection and sale of property for non-
payment of taxes and assessments, Cal.
Gov't Code §§ 51330, 51334, 51335.
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l.Chéracteristic-

T Geﬁzéral Law. Glty

Charter City

Publia Contracts

Competitlve bldding required for publlc works
coniracts over $5,000, Cal. Pub, Cont. Code
§ 20162. Such contracts must be awarded to
the lowast reaponsible blddsr. Pub. Cont,
Code § 20162, | cify elects aublject Itself {o
uniform construction aceounting procedures,
less formal procedures may be avallable for
coniracts less than $100,000, See Cal. Pub,
Cont. Code 8§ 22000, 22032,

Contracts for professional services such as
private architectural, landscape architectural,
snginearlng, environmental, land gurveying,
or cohstruction management firms need not
he competitively bid, but must be awardsd
on basls of demonstrated competence and
professlonal gqualifications necessary for the
satisfactory performance of services. Cal.
Gov't Code § 4526,

Not required fo comply with bidding statutes
provided the city charier or & cly ardinance
exsmpis the clty from such staiutes, and the
subect matter of the bid oonsiiutes 4
municipal affalr, Pub. Cont, Code § 1100.7:
se¢ R & A Vending Services, inc. v. Cliy of
Los Angelas, 172 Cal. App. 3d 1188 (1985);
Howard Contracting, Inc, v. G.A, MacDonald
Constr, Co., 71 Cal. App. 4th 38 (1998),

Payment of Prevaillng
Wages

In general, prevallng wages must be paid on
public works projects ever $1,000. Cal, L.ab,
Code § 1771, Higher thresholds appiy .
($15,000 or $26,000) f the publle entity has
adapted a special labor campliance program,
See Cal. Labor Gode § 1771.5(a){c).

Historleally, charter cities have not baen
bound by state iew prevailing-wage
raquirements so iohd as the projectis a
murniclpal affalr, and not one funded by state
or faderal grants. Vial v. Cily of San Diego,
122 Cal. App. 3d 346, 348 {1981). Howevar,
there is.a growing frend on the part of the
courts and the Legislature to expand the
applicabliity of prevailing wages to charter
olfies under an analysis that argues that the
payment of prevaliing wages i8 g matter of
statewlde conwern. The Californla Supreme
Court ¢urrently has bafore them a case thaf
will provide the apportunity to declde
whether prevailing wage is a municipal affair
or whether |t has become a matter of
gtatawide concern,
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. Characteristic

o General Law.Clty

.- CharterGity:.

T

Flnance and Taxing Power

T

Mey Impase the same kinds of taxes and
assegsment as charter cifles, See Cal, Gov't
Cods § 37100.5, :

fmposition of taxes and assessments subject
ta Proposition 218. Cal, Censt, art.XIlC.

Examples of common ferms used In
agsessment distriot financing include:

s Improvement Act of 1811, Cal, Sts.
& Hlgh. Code § 22500 sf seqg.,

«  Munidpal Improvemsnt Act of 1913,
See Cal, Sts, & High, Code §§
10000 of s21...

e |mprovement Bond Act of 1915, Cal.
Sts. & High, Cade §§ 8600 ef saq.,

« Landscaping and Lighting Act of
1972, Cal, Sts. & High. Code §§
22500 of seq.,

» DBonefit Assessment Act of 1882,
Cal. Gov't Code §§ 54703 et seq..

May Impose busihess license taxes for
regulatory purposes, revenue purposes, of
both. See Cal. Gov't Cods § 37101,

May not Impose real property fransfer tax,
Sea Cal, Const, art. XA, § 4, Cal. Govil
Code § 53725, but see authorlty fo impose
documentary transfer taxes under cettain
circumnstances, Cal, Rev. & Tax, Code §
11911 (a), {z).

Have the power fo tax,

Have broader assessment powers than a
general |aw clty, as wall as taxstlon power as
determined an a case-by case bagls,

Imposliion of taxes and assessments subject
to Propositlon 218, Cal. Const, art. XINC, §
2, and own charter #mitations

May proceed under a genera] assessment
law, or enact local assessment laws and
than elect fo proceed under the local law,
See J.W. Jones Companies v, Cliy of San
Diego, 157 Cal, App, 3d 745 (1984},

May impose business license faxes for any
purpose unless limlted by state or federal
constitutions, or ¢ty charier. See Cal. Const.
ar, X1, § 5. ‘

May Impose real property transfer tax: doss
not violate eithar Cal, Const art. XA or
Callfornia Government Code sectlon BA725,
See Cohn v. City of Qakland, 223 Cal, App.
3d 261.(1990); Flefder v. Clty of Loa
Angeles, 14 Cal. App, 4th 137 (1983).

Streets & Sidewalks

State has preampted entire fisld of traffic
control, Gal. Veh, Code § 21,

State has presmpted entire fleld of traffic
control, Cal Veh, Code § 21.

Penaltles & Cost Recovery

May Impose fines, penalties and forfeitures,
with a flne not exceeding $1,000, Cal. Gov't
Code'§ 36801.

May enact ordinances providing for various
panaltles so long as such penafiias do not
exceed any maximum limits sst by the
charter, Gounty of Los Angeles v. Clty of Los
Angelss, 219 Cal. App. 2d 838, 844 {1963),

e
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Characteristic

General Law Clty R

;* Charter City

Public Utliitles/Franchlses

May establish, purchase, and opetate publio
works to {urnish Its Inhabltants with electric
power, See Cal, Const. art. XI, § 8(a); Cal.
Gov't Code § 39732; Cal. Pub, Util. Gode §
10002,

May grant franchlises to parsons or
corporations seeking to furnish light, water,
power, heat, tranaportation or
communication services in the city {o allow
use of clty sireets far such purposes. The
grant of franchlses can be dons through &
bidding process, under the Broughtan Act,
Cal. Pub. Ut Code §§ BOO1-6082, or
withaut a bidding procsss under the
Franchise Act of 1837, Cal. Pub, Util, Code
§§ 6201-8302,

May establish, purchase, and operats public
works 1o furnish Ite Inhabliants with elactric
power, See Gal, Const, art. X1, § 8(a); Cal,
Apariment Ass’n v. Cly of Stackton, 80 Cal,
App. 4¢h 698 (2000).

May estabiish conditions and reguletions on
the granting of franchises to use clty straats
to persons or corpoerations seeking to furnigh
Ight, waler, power, heat, transportation or
communication services In the ity,

Franchise Act of 1937 lg hot epplicable i
charter provides. Cal. Pub, Util, Cods §
6206,

Zoning

Zoning ordinances must ba conslstent with
general plan. Cal. Gov't Code § 65880.

Zoning ordingnces are not required to be
conslstent with genaral plan unless the oity
has adopted a conslstency requirement by
charter or ardinance. Cal. Gov't. Code §
85803,
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ATTACHMENT 2

GharteRCities: & atiek' Suminafifel the BigsEand RESEREhets

The following summary was drafted by the League of Callfornis Citles’ legal
sfaff, in an attempt to give the press antl research communiiies a primer on
some fraquently asked quesilons regarding charter cities,

Charter Cltles vs. General Law Cities - The Basics

The California Constltution gives cities the power to become charter clties.! The benefit of
becoming a charter city Is thai charter cities have suprems authority over “municipal affairs.”® In
othet words a chatter city’s law conceming a municipal affair wiil trump a state law governing the
sarme toplc

Cltles that have not adopted a charter are general law cliles. General law citiss are bound by the
state's gensral law, even with respect to municipal effeirs. Of Callfornia’s 478 cities, 108 of them
ara charisr cliies,

The charler clty provisicn of the State Constitution, commonly refarred to as the “home-rula”
provision, Is hased on the principle that a city, rather than the state, |s In the best positlen to know
what It needs and how to satisfy those needs.* The home-rule provision aliows charter cliles to
conduct thelr own bustness and control thelr own affalrs.? A charter maximizes local control,

A clty chartar, In effect a clty's constitutlon, need not set out every munlieipal affalr the city would
like to govem, So long as the charter contalns a declaration that the clty Intends to avall itself of
the full power provided by the California Constltutlon, any city ordinance that regulates a municipal
affalr will govern over a general law of the state.®

Defining ‘Municipal Affairs’

Determining what Is and is not & *munlcipal affeir” is not always straightiorward. The California
Constltution does nat deflng “municipal affair. It doses, howevm set out & nonexoiusive list of foyr
‘core” categories that are, by definltlon, municipal affairs.”

These calegorles are 1) regulation of the “city police force”; 2) “subgovernment in all or part of a
city"; 3) "conduct of city elections”; and 4) “the manner in which . ., municipal officers [are]
elected.”® Beyond this fist, It is up to the courts to determine what 15 and is not a municlpal affalr,

To determine If @ matter is a municipal affair, a court will ask whether there are-good reasons,
grounded on statewide interests, for the state law to presmpt a local law.? In other words, courts

! Cal, Const. art. X1, § 3(a),
? Cal. Const. art. X1, § 5(a). | '
3 Johnson v. Bradley, 4 Cal, 4th 388, 399 (1992},
f * Fragley v. Phelan, 126 Cal, 333, 387 (1899),
5 1l

8 There are some exceptions to thls rule, For axampls, a charler olty Is bound by the Public Contract Code unless the
¢ity's charter expressly exempts the clty from the Code's provislons or a clly ordinance conflicts with a provislon in the
Code. See Cal, Pub, Cont, Code § 1100.7.

' Cel. Const. art, X, § 6{bY; Johnson, 4 Cal, 4th at 398,

% Cal. Gonst,. art, X1, § 5(b).

? Johnson, 4 Cel, 4th at 405,
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will ask whether there s a need for “paramount state control’ in the particuler area of law.'® The

- Legislature's Intent when enacting a speclfic law is not determinativas,!’

The concept of "municipal affalrs” |s fluld and may change over time,* [ssues that are munlcipal
affairs today. could become areas of statewide conoarn In the future. ' Nonetheless, thers are
some areas that courts havs conslstently classifled as municipal affairs. Thase Include:

Municipal election matters™

Land use and zoning decisions (with soms exceptions)®

How & clty spends its tax dollars™®

Municlpal contracts, provided the charter or a city ordinance exempts the ctty from the
Public Contract Gode, and the subject matter of the bid constitutes a municipal affaly, 77
Thus, a charter may exempt a city from the State’s competifive bldding statutes,

Likewise, there are some areas that courts have consistently classified as areas of statewlds
concern, Including: -

« Trafflc and vehicle regulation'®

+ Tort clelms against a governmental entity™
« Regulation of school systemg®

How to Become a Gharter City

" To become a charter clty, a city must adopt a charter. Thete are two ways to adopt a charter:

* The oity's voters elect a charter gormission.”! The commisslon has the responsibility of
drafiing and debating the charter.

» The governing board of the city, on its owh motlon, drafts the charter,?

In eif.hezg case, the charter is not adapted by the clty untll it is rafified by a majority vote of the clty's
voters, C

For more Informafion about charter cilles, please visit the “Charter Cltles” section of the League’s

Web site at http.ivww. caclfivs. ora/chariercitios,

¥ . at 400,
jd. at 405,
"2 Cal. Fad, Savings & Loan Ass'n v. City of Los Angeles, 54 Cal, 3d 1, 16 (1691); Isgec v. Clty of L.os Angeles, 88 Gal, -
App. 4 586, 599 (1998),

'8 jsaac, 66 Cal, App, 4th ai 506,

" Mackey v. Thiel, 262 Gal. App. 2d 362, 385 (1968),

 See Brougher v. Bo. of Pub, Works, 205 Cal. 426, 440 (1928},

'8 Johnson, 4 Cal. 4th at 407,

Y7 Pub. Cont. Gode & 1100.7; R & A Vending Services, Inc. v. City of Los Angsles, 172 Cal, App. 3d 1188, §191 (1985);
Haward Contrdcting, Inc, v. G.A. MacDonald Constr. Co., 71 Cal. App, 4ih 38, 51 (1998), .

1 Gal, Veh, Code § 21.

¥ Helbach v. Oity of Lorig Beach, 60 Cal, App. 2d 242, 247 (1842),

 Whisman v. San Francisco Unfiied Soh. Dist., 86 Cal, App. 3d 782, 780 (1978),

I cel, Gav't Code § 34461,

% Cal, Gav't Code § 24458,

B cal. Gov't Code 8§ 84457, 34462,
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Charter Cities

Adelanio
Alameda
Albary
Alhambra
Anahsim
Arcadia
Bakersfield
Bell
Berkeley
Big Bear Lake
Buena Rark
Burbank
Carlsbad
Ceriltos
Chico
Chula Vista
Compton
Culver City
Cypress

Del Mar
Dasert Hot Springs
Binuba
Downey

El Cajon

El Centro
Eureka
Exeler
Folsom
Fortuna
Fresno
Gilroy
Glendale
Grass Valley
Mayward
Huntington Beach
Indian Wells
Industry
inglewood
frvine
frwindale
King City
Kingsburg
Lancaster
La Quinta
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Lemoore
Lindsay

Loma Linds
Long Beach
Los Alamitos
Los Angeles
Marina
Marysville
Merced
Modestio
Monterey
Mounfain View
Nepa

Nesdles
Newport Baach
Norco
Oakland
QOceanside
Oroville

Facific Grove
Paim Dasert:
Palm Springs
Palmdale

Palo Alto
Pasadena
Petaluma
Pledmaont
Flacentia
Pomona

Fort Huenema
Porterville
Rancho Mirage
Redondo Beach
Redweod City
Richmond
Riverside
Roseville
Sacramento
Selinas

8an Bemardino
San Diego
8an Francisgo
San Jose

San Leandro



San Luis Obispo
San Marcos
San Mateo
San Rafas!
San Ramon
Sand City
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara
Santa Cruz
Santa Marla
Santa Monlca
Santa Rosa
Santee .
Seal Beach
Shafter

Signa! Hll

Total Citles; 121

Solvang
Stockton
3unnyvale
Temple City
Torrance
Truckees
Tulare
Valls|o
Ventura
Vernon
Victorville
Visalla
Vista
Watsonville
Whittier

‘Woodlake
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SR

What is the Constitutional Framewerk for Ghartey Citles?

Artlole XI, section 3(a) of the Callfornia Constitutlon authorizes the adeption of a clty
charter and provides such a charter hasg the force and effect of stats law. Aricle X,
gaction 5(a), the "home rule" provislen, affirmatively grants to charter citles supremacy
aver "municipal affaire." However, the California Constitution does not define the term
“municlpal affair.”

What are "Municipal Affalrs?”

The home rule provision of the California Constifution authorizes a charter city fo
exerclee plenary authority over municipal affairs, free from any constraint imposad by the
general law and subject only to constitutional limitations, See Cal. Const, art, X1 § 5(a);
Ex Parte Braun, 141 Cal, 204, 208 (1803); Bishap v. Clfy of San Jose, 1 Cal, 3d 66, 61
(1989); Comm,. of Seven Thousand v, Super. Ct, (Clty of livine), 45 Cal.3d 481 (1968),

How Do the Courts Distinguish Between Municipal and Statewide Concerna?
Whether & given activity is a municipal affalr over which & ¢lty has soversignty, or a
statewlide concarn, ovar which the legislature has authorlty, Is a legal determination for
the courts to resolve, Thus, the determination of whether a given activity is a municipal
affalr of statewide concern is done on a case-by-case basis, The court's detamination
will depend on the particular facts and clrcumstances of each case. See ir Re Hubbard,
62 Cal. 2d 119, 128 (1964). Keap In mind that the concept of "municipal affairs" is a fluid
one that changes over time as lecal lssues become statewlde concerns, See lssac v,
Clly of Log Angeles, 66 Cal. App, 4th 585 (1988),

What Activitles Have the Gourls Classified As Municlpal Affairs?
There are some areas that the courts have consistently classifled as municipal affairs,
Examples include the following:

e Municlpal Election Matters. See Mackey v. Thiel, 262 Cal. App. 2d 362 {1868).

v Procedures for Initiaiive, Referendum and Recall, See Lawing v, Faul, 227 Cal,
App, 2d 23, 209 {1964),

+ Procedures for Adopling Qrdinances. See Brougher v, Board of Public Works,
205 Cal. 426 (1928). - *

+ Compensation of City Officers and Employees, Cal, Const. ari, X, § 8(b); See
Sonoma County Organization of Public Empicyees v. County of Sonoma, 23 Cal.
3d 296 (1979); but see San Leandro Police Offfcers Assodlation v. City of San
Leandro, 55 Cal, App. 3¢ 853 (1978) {labor relations is not & municipal affgir;
Charter cities are subject to the Meyers-Milias Brown Act, Cal. Gov't Code §
3500,

« Processes Asscciated with Clty Contracts, See First Street Plaza Partners v. City
of Los Angeles, 65 Cal. App. 4th 660 (1998); but see Domar Eleclric, Ing. v. Clty
~of Los Angeles, 41 Cal. App. 4th 810 (1098) (state law establishing employment
policy may preempt local regulation of bidding ctiteria).
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ATTACHMENT 4

Financing Public improvements. See Cily of Santa Manica v. Grubb, 245 Cal,
App. 2d 718 (1998).

Makiig Charitable Gifts of Public Funds for Public Purposes. See Cal. Const, art.

XV, § 6; Tevis v, City and County of San Francisco, 43 Cal. 2d 190 (1954).

Term Limits for Councll Members. See Cawdray v. Clty of Redondo Beach, 15
Cal. App. 4th 1212 (1093); buf see Cal. Gov't Cods § 38502(b) (regulating term
limiis). -

Land Use and Zoning Decislons {with a few exveptions). See Brougher v. Bd. of
Pub. Works, 205 Cal, 426 (1928),

What Activities Have the Courts Classiflod as Statewlde Concerns?
The following have consistently been classified by the courts as matters of statewide
concern;

School Systems. Whisman v. 8an Francisco Unified Sch, Dist., 86 Cal, App, 3¢
762, 780 (1978),

Trafflc and Vehicle Regulation. Cal. Vah. Code § 21,

Licensing of Members of a Trade or Profession, Cily and County of S8an
Francisco v. Boss, B3 Cal. App. 2d 446 (1948),

Tort Clalms Against & Governmental Entity. Helbach v. City of Long Beach, 80
Cal, App. 2d 242, 247 (1942),

Open and Public Meetings. Ralph M. Brown Act. Cal, Gov't Code §§ 54051,
54953(a).

Exercise of the Power of Eminent Domain, Wilson v Beville, 47 Cal, 2d 852, B56
(1957). .
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