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PROPOSED ACTION ON
REGULATIONS

Information contained in this document is
published as received from agencies and is
not edited by Thomson Reuters.

TITLE 2. FAIR POLITICAL
PRACTICES COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fair Po-
litical Practices Commission, pursuant to the au-
thority vested in it by Sections 82011, 87303, and
87304 of the Government Code to review proposed
conflict—of—interest codes, will review the proposed/
amended conflict—of—interest codes of the following:

CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST CODES

AMENDMENT

MULTI-COUNTY: Special District Risk
Management Authority

Propel Education Group, Inc.
Devil’s Den Water District

Upper Santa Clara Valley Joint
Powers Authority

State Energy Resources
Conservation and
Development Commission

STATE AGENCY:

Department of Food and
Agriculture

A written comment period has been established
commencing on August 21, 2026, and closing on Oc-
tober 5, 2026. Written comments should be directed
to the Fair Political Practices Commission, Attention:
Maia Kocinsky—Kirkham, 1102 Q Street, Suite 3050,
Sacramento, California 95811.

At the end of the 45—day comment period, the pro-
posed conflict—of—interest codes will be submitted to
the Commission’s Executive Director for their review,
unless any interested person or their duly authorized
representative requests, no later than 15 days prior to
the close of the written comment period, a public hear-
ing before the full Commission. If a public hearing is
requested, the proposed codes will be submitted to the
Commission for review.

The Executive Director of the Commission will
review the above-referenced conflict—of—interest
codes, proposed pursuant to Government Code Sec-

tion 87300, which designate, pursuant to Government
Code Section 87302, employees who must disclose
certain investments, interests in real property and
income.

The Executive Director of the Commission, upon
their own motion or at the request of any interested
person, will approve, or revise and approve, or re-
turn the proposed codes to the agency for revision and
re—submission within 60 days without further notice.

Any interested person may present statements, ar-
guments, or comments, in writing to the Executive
Director of the Commission, relative to review of
the proposed conflict—of—interest codes. Any written
comments must be received no later than October 5,
2026. If a public hearing is to be held, oral comments
may be presented to the Commission at the hearing.

COST TO LOCAL AGENCIES

There shall be no reimbursement for any new or in-
creased costs to local government which may result
from compliance with these codes because these are
not new programs mandated on local agencies by the
codes since the requirements described herein were
mandated by the Political Reform Act of 1974. There-
fore, they are not “costs mandated by the state” as de-
fined in Government Code Section 17514.

EFFECT ON HOUSING
COSTS AND BUSINESSES

Compliance with the codes has no potential effect
on housing costs or on private persons, businesses, or
small businesses.

AUTHORITY

Government Code Sections 82011, 87303 and
87304 provide that the Fair Political Practices Com-
mission as the code-reviewing body for the above
conflict—of—interest codes shall approve codes as sub-
mitted, revise the proposed code, and approve it as
revised, or return the proposed code for revision and
re—submission.

REFERENCE

Government Code Sections 87300 and 87306
provide that agencies shall adopt and promulgate
conflict—of—interest codes pursuant to the Political Re-
form Act and amend their codes when change is ne-
cessitated by changed circumstances.

CONTACT

Any inquiries concerning the  proposed
conflict—of-interest codes should be made to Maia
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Kocinsky—Kirkham, Fair Political Practices Com-
mission, 1102 Q Street, Suite 3050, Sacramento, Cal-
ifornia 95811, or email mkocinsky—kirkham@fppc.

ca.gov.

AVAILABILITY OF PROPOSED
CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST CODES

Copies of the proposed conflict—of—interest codes
may be obtained from the Commission offices or the
respective agency. Requests for copies from the Com-
mission should be made to Maia Kocinsky—Kirkham,
Fair Political Practices Commission, 1102 Q Street,
Suite 3050, Sacramento, California 95811, or email
mkocinsky—kirkham@fppc.ca.gov.

TITLE 2. OFFICE OF THE
INSPECTOR GENERAL

AMEND CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST CODE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Cali-
fornia Office of the Inspector General, pursu-
ant to the authority vested in it by section 87306 of
the Government Code, proposes amendment to its
conflict—of—interest code. A comment period has been
established commencing on August 21, 2026, and
closing on October 5, 2026. All inquiries should be di-
rected to the contact listed below.

The California Office of the Inspector General
proposes to amend its conflict—of—interest code to in-
clude employee positions that involve the making or
participation in the making of decisions that may fore-
seeably have a material effect on any financial inter-
est, as set forth in subdivision (a) of section 87302 of
the Government Code. The amendment carries out the
purposes of the law and no other alternative would do
so and be less burdensome to affected persons.

Changes to the conflict—of—interest code include
reporting requirement revisions, updates to classifi-
cation names and those required to report, and also
makes other technical changes.

The proposed amendment and explanation of the
reasons can be obtained from the agency’s contact.

Any interested person may submit written com-
ments relating to the proposed amendment by submit-
ting them no later than October 5, 2026, or at the con-
clusion of the public hearing, if requested, whichever
comes later. At this time, no public hearing is sched-
uled. A person may request a hearing no later than
September 20, 2026.

The California Office of the Inspector General
has determined that the proposed amendments:

1. Impose no mandate on local agencies or school
districts.

2. Impose no costs or savings on any state agency.

3. Impose no costs on any local agency or school
district that are required to be reimbursed under
Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Divi-
sion 4 of Title 2 of the Government Code.

4. Will not result in any nondiscretionary costs or
savings to local agencies.

5. Will not result in any costs or savings in federal
funding to the state.

6. Will not have any potential cost impact on private
persons, businesses or small businesses.

All inquiries concerning this proposed amend-
ment and any communication required by this no-
tice should be directed to: Linda Geiger—Johnson,
Staff Services Manager I (Specialist), 916—417-4092,
GeigerJohnsonl(@oig.ca.gov.

TITLE 3. DEPARTMENT OF
PESTICIDE REGULATION

PESTICIDE REGISTRATION
BRANCH REGULATORY UPDATES

The Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) pro-
poses to adopt 3 CCR sections 6170.6, 6170.7, 6170.8,
and 6173, and amend sections 6000, 6148.5, 6152,
6153, 6154, 6157, 6170, 6170.5, 6193.5, 6194, 6196,
6206 and 6252. DPR also proposes to repeal Applica-
tion for Pesticide Registration DPR-REG—-030 (Rev.
10/24) form, currently incorporated by reference. This
proposal will affect the pesticide regulatory program
activities pertaining to pesticide registration. In sum-
mary, the proposed action will replace previous appli-
cation forms; require electronic submission of appli-
cations to register or amend pesticide products; clar-
ify and reduce requirements for company changes;
clarify information required for applications to regis-
ter and amend pesticide products; including submis-
sion of concurrent applications to U.S. EPA and the
Department; define application types — new major
use, master label, and new active ingredient; estab-
lish pesticide labeling and formula changes that may
submitted to the Department as either a notification or
non-notification; reduce the fee for notifications; and
make other minor changes that include replacing out-
dated terms and correcting typographical errors.

SUBMITTAL OF COMMENTS

Any interested person may present comments in
writing about the proposed action to the agency con-
tact person named below. Written comments must be
received no later than October 5, 2026. Comments re-
garding this proposed action may also be transmitted
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via SmartComment online public comment portal at
<https://cdpr.commentinput.com?id=48H37Vkur>.

Please note that under the California Public Records
Act (Government Code section 7920.000 et seq.), your
written and oral comments, attachments, and any as-
sociated contact information (e.g., your address, phone
number, or email address) become part of the public
record and can be released to the public upon request.
You do not have to provide contact information when
submitting a comment using the SmartComment
portal.

A public hearing is not scheduled. However, one
will be scheduled if any interested person submits a
written request to DPR no later than 15 days prior to
the close of the written comment period.t

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Background

DPR protects human health and the environment
by regulating pesticide sales and use and by fostering
reduced—risk pest management. DPR’s strict oversight
includes: product evaluation and registration; state-
wide licensing of commercial and private applica-
tors, dealers, and advisers; environmental monitoring;
and residue testing of fresh produce. This regulatory
scheme is set forth primarily in Food and Agricultural
Code (FAC) Divisions 6 and 7. The requirements for
pesticide registration are outlined in 3 CCR sections
6170 through 6172.

The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide
Act requires all pesticide products sold or distribut-
ed in the United States to be registered by the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Pesticide
products must comply with labeling requirements that
are set forth in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Reg-
ulations Part 156. Registered pesticide products, cer-
tain federally exempt pesticides, and adjuvants are re-
quired to be registered by DPR before the product can
be sold, distributed, or used in California. California
law (Food and Agricultural Code [FAC] section 12824
and 12839) requires DPR to provide a thorough and
timely evaluation before a pesticide is registered for
the first time and to place appropriate restrictions on
its use. DPR’s registration evaluation is conducted in
addition to U.S. EPA’s evaluation. Before a pesticide is
registered, both agencies require data on a product’s
toxicology and environmental fate to evaluate how it
behaves in the environment; its effectiveness against
target pests and the hazards it poses to non—target or-

1 If you have special accommodation or language needs, please
include this in your request for a public hearing. TTY/TDD
speech—to—speech users may dial 7-1-1 for the California Relay
Service.

ganisms; its effect on fish and wildlife; and its degree
of risk to human health.

The Pesticide Registration Branch (PRB) serves as
the primary point of contact for pesticide product and
adjuvant companies (referred to as registrants) and
processes all applications for pesticide product regis-
trations, amendments, and renewals, among other ac-
tivities. The registration process historically has been
paper—based and managed manually with limited sup-
porting technology across several systems. Due to the
paper—based nature of this process and the limitations
of the existing system, submissions must be worked
on sequentially rather than concurrently. This sequen-
tial process extends review times, makes it difficult
for staff to find information efficiently and requires
staff to handle and physically route large volumes of
paper, resulting in delays to the registration process.
In addition, the paper—based registration process can
delay the registration of newly developed, innova-
tive products that offer safer and sustainable pesticide
alternatives.

The CalPEST system recently took the place of the
paper—based pesticide registration process and allows
applications for new products, amendments to current-
ly registered products, and renewals to be submitted,
processed, and accepted electronically through DPR’s
website. The implementation of CalPEST has mod-
ernized the administration of DPR’s pesticide product
registration program.

Summary of the Effect of the Proposed Regulatory
Action

DPR proposes to amend and adopt specific subsec-
tions throughout sections 6000 through 6252 related
to pesticide registration. The proposed changes are in-
tended to modernize and streamline registration pro-
cedures by reducing administrative requirements for
company name changes, clarifying processes for com-
pany ownership changes and product transfers, adopt-
ing existing processes for notification and concurrent
submission into regulation, and reducing fees for noti-
fication submissions to reflect their simplified review
process The proposal also includes defining key pesti-
cide regulatory terms to improve consistency and un-
derstanding. Lastly, the proposed regulations will up-
date and adopt application forms to align with DPR’s
CalPEST system, fully replacing the paper submission
process. These updates will ensure accurate data col-
lection and support DPR’s comprehensive evaluation
of pesticide products for sale and use in California.
Anticipated Benefits of the Proposed Regulations

These changes are necessary to improve efficien-
cy and reduce processing delays. Incorporating ex-
isting processes into regulation, aligning forms with
CalPEST, and requiring electronic submission of ap-
plications will standardize the submission process,
strengthen data integrity, enable better reporting and
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analytics, and ensure compliance with state and fed-
eral standards. Reducing fees for notifications rec-
ognizes the lower level of review required for these
submissions, providing cost savings for registrants
while maintaining regulatory oversight. By stream-
lining procedures and clarifying requirements, DPR
will save time and resources for both registrants and
the Department, reduce backlogs, and support DPR’s
mission to protect public health and the environment
through clearer requirements and more accurate infor-
mation for risk assessment and regulatory oversight.
In addition, the proposal will facilitate the review and
registration of newly developed, innovative products
that offer safer and sustainable pesticide alternatives
on the market.

Evaluation of Inconsistency/Incompatibility with
Existing State Regulations

During the process of developing these proposed
regulations, DPR conducted a search of any similar
regulations on this topic and has concluded that these
proposed regulations are neither inconsistent nor in-
compatible with existing state regulations. The pro-
posal will not interfere or otherwise impact other state
agencies as DPR is the only agency that regulates pes-
ticides within the State.

Incorporated by Reference Form:

Application for Pesticide
DPR-REG-030 (Rev. 10/24) Repealed.

Registration

IMPACT ON LOCAL AGENCIES
OR SCHOOL DISTRICTS

DPR determined that the proposed regulatory ac-
tion does not impose a mandate on local agencies or
school districts. DPR also determined that there are
no costs to any local agency or school district requir-
ing reimbursement pursuant to Government Code sec-
tion 17500 et seq. There are no other nondiscretionary
costs or savings imposed upon local agencies that are
expected to result from the proposed regulation action.

OTHER NONDISCRETIONARY
COST OR SAVINGS IMPOSED
UPON LOCAL AGENCIES

There are no other nondiscretionary costs or savings
imposed upon local agencies that are expected to re-
sult from the proposed regulation action.

COSTS OR SAVINGS TO STATE AGENCIES
DPR determined that no savings or increased costs

to any state agency will result from the proposed reg-
ulatory action.

EFFECT ON FEDERAL
FUNDING TO THE STATE

DPR determined that no costs or savings in feder-
al funding to the state will result from the proposed
action.

EFFECT ON HOUSING COSTS

DPR made an initial determination that the pro-
posed action will have no effect on housing costs.

SIGNIFICANT STATEWIDE ADVERSE
ECONOMIC IMPACT DIRECTLY
AFFECTING BUSINESSES

DPR made an initial determination that adoption of
this regulation will not have a significant statewide ad-
verse economic impact directly affecting businesses,
including the ability of California businesses to com-
pete with businesses in other states.

COST IMPACTS ON REPRESENTATIVE
PRIVATE PERSONS OR BUSINESSES

DPR is not aware of any cost impacts that a repre-
sentative private person or business would necessari-
ly incur in reasonable compliance with the proposed
action.

EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS

DPR has determined that the proposed regulatory
action may affect small businesses.

RESULTS OF THE
ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS

Impact on the Creation, Elimination, or Expansion
of Jobs/Businesses: DPR determined it is not likely the
proposed regulatory action will impact the creation or
elimination of jobs, the creation of new businesses or
the elimination of existing businesses, or the expan-
sion of businesses currently doing business with the
State of California. Businesses affected by these reg-
ulations are pesticide registrants applying for pesti-
cide registration in California. The proposed regula-
tions clarify registration requirements and amend the
pesticide application forms. The businesses affected
by these regulations, already submit pesticide appli-
cations and data to DPR and any new information be-
ing requested is readily available as part of their busi-
ness practices. Thus, proposed changes and additions
are not expected to have a significant economic im-
pact to businesses. Proposed changes and additions
are intended to facilitate the submission and review
of new product and amendment application forms by
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transitioning to electronic submission of information
instead of requiring businesses to print out informa-
tion, which can include numerous volumes of data,
and mail hard copies of all the information. Addition-
ally reducing fees for amendments submitted by noti-
fication will provide cost savings for registrants.

The proposed regulations will benefit the health
and welfare of California residents, worker safety, and
State’s environment by allowing DPR have the neces-
sary information to evaluate pesticides before they are
sold and distributed in California.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

DPR must determine that no reasonable alternative
considered by the agency, or that has otherwise been
identified and brought to the attention of the agency,
would be more effective in carrying out the purpose
for which the action is proposed, would be as effec-
tive and less burdensome to affected private persons
than the proposed regulatory action, or would be more
cost—effective to affected private persons and equally
effective in implementing the statutory policy or other
provision of the law.

AUTHORITY

This regulatory action is taken pursuant to the au-
thority vested by FAC section 11456, 11502, 12005,
12111, 12531, 12561, 12781, 12824, 12836, 12836.5,
12845, 12976, 12812, 13127, 13145, 13146, 14001,
14004.5, 14005, and 14006.7.

REFERENCE

This regulatory action is to implement, inter-
pret, or make specific FAC section 11401-12121,
12501-12671, 12751-13102, 13127, 13127.2, 13127.6,
13127.91, 13127.92, 13128, 13134, 13143, 13145, 13146,
and 14001-14104.

AVAILABILITY OF STATEMENT
OF REASONS AND TEXT OF
PROPOSED REGULATIONS

DPR prepared an Initial Statement of Reasons and
is making available the express terms of the proposed
action, all of the information upon which the propos-
al is based, and a rulemaking file. A copy of the Ini-
tial Statement of Reasons and the proposed text of the
regulation may be obtained from the agency contact
person named in this notice. The information upon
which DPR relied in preparing this proposal and the
rulemaking file are available for review at the address
specified below.

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED
OR MODIFIED TEXT

After the close of the comment period, DPR may
make the regulation permanent if it remains substan-
tially the same as described in the Informative Digest.
If DPR does make substantial changes to the regula-
tion, the modified text will be made available for at
least 15 days prior to adoption. Requests for the mod-
ified text should be addressed to the agency contact
person named in this notice. DPR will accept written
comments on any changes for 15 days after the modi-
fied text is made available.

AGENCY CONTACT

Written comments about the proposed regulatory
action; requests for a copy of the Initial Statement of
Reasons, and the proposed text of the regulation; and
inquiries regarding the rulemaking file may be direct-
ed to:

Ashley Anderson, Regulations Coordinator
Department of Pesticide Regulation

1001 I Street, P.O. Box 4015

Sacramento, California 95812—-4015
279-399-8005

Note: In the event the contact person is unavailable,
questions on the substance of the proposed regulatory
action may be directed to the following back—up per-
son at the same address as noted below:

Jolynn Mahmoudi—Haeri, Senior Environmental
Scientist

Pesticide Registration Branch
916-324-3545

This Notice of Proposed Action, the Initial State-
ment of Reasons, and the proposed text of the regula-
tion are also available on DPR’s Internet Home Page
<http://www.cdpr.ca.gov>. Upon request, the docu-
ments can be made available in another language, or an
alternate form as a disability—related accommodation.

AVAILABILITY OF FINAL
STATEMENT OF REASONS

Following its preparation, a copy of the Final State-
ment of Reasons mandated by Government Code sec-
tion 11346.9(a) may be obtained from the contact per-
son named above. In addition, the Final Statement of
Reasons will be posted on DPR’s Internet Home Page
and accessed at <http:/www.cdpr.ca.gov>.
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TITLE 4. CAPITAL PROGRAMS AND
CLIMATE FINANCING AUTHORITY

RATE REDUCTION BONDS

Pursuant to Section 44520 of the Health and Safe-
ty Code, the regulations being amended herewith by
the Capital Programs and Climate Financing Author-
ity (“CPCFA” or the “Authority”) are, by legislative
mandate, necessary to carry out its powers and duties.

PROPOSED REGULATORY ACTION

The Authority proposes to amend Sections 8130
through 8137 of Title 4, Division 11, Article 12 of the
California Code of Regulations (the “Amended Reg-
ulations”) concerning the administration of the Capi-
tal Programs and Climate Financing Authority’s bond
program. These Amended Regulations are necessary
to implement, interpret and make specific Article 12
of the California Pollution Control Financing Author-
ity Act (the “Act”).

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE

Authority: Section 44526(a) and (b), Health and
Safety Code. Section 44526(a) and (b) of the Act au-
thorizes the Authority to determine the location and
character of any project to be financed via issuance of
bonds, notes, bond anticipation notes, and other obli-
gations of the authority for any of its corporate pur-
poses, and to fund or refund the same.

Reference: Section 44526 of the Health and Safe-
ty Code. These regulations implement, interpret and
make specific sections of the Act by amending Sec-
tions 8130 through 8137 of Title 4, Division 11, Article
12 of the California Code of Regulations.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Existing law establishes the Authority to adopt all
necessary rules and regulations to carry out its pow-
ers and duties under this division pursuant to Section
44520 of the Health and Safety Code.

The proposed amendments to the regulations will
clarify and revise eligibility requirements for projects
financed using Rate Reduction Bonds to include elec-
trical utility projects in addition to currently eligible
water and wastewater furnishing projects, in accor-
dance with Assembly Bill (AB) 758, which was passed
in 2021.

The Authority has performed a search of existing
regulations and has determined that the proposed reg-
ulations are not inconsistent or incompatible with ex-
isting state regulations.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS AND
OBJECTIVES FOR EACH SECTION
ARE AS FOLLOWS

§ 8130. Applicability

Section 8130. Removes redundant text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are neces-
sary to remove text that already appears in Section
6588.7(b)(9) of the Government Code.

§ 8131. Definitions

Section 8131(b). Changes the name of the Authority
from the “California Pollution Control Financing Au-
thority” to the “Capital Programs and Climate Financ-
ing Authority”.

Necessity. The proposed amendment is necessary to
align the regulations with AB 786.

Section 8131(e) and (I). Adds electric utilities to the
categories of utilities eligible for review regarding rate
reduction bond issuance. Adds electric revenue bonds
to the definition of “Rate Reduction Bonds”. Makes
non—substantive clarifying and corrective changes to
regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are necessary
to align the regulations with AB 758.

Section 8131(h). Clarifies that credit requirements
that must be met by Local Agency Applicants must be
evidenced by reports that meet certain criteria speci-
fied in Section 8134, subdivision (b)(3).

Necessity. Eliminates ambiguity about what may
be considered acceptable evidence of adequate cred-
it rating.

Section 8131 (throughout). Makes clarifying and
corrective changes to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are neces-
sary to ensure clear meaning through consistent cita-
tion formatting and referring to the Authority by its
correct (recently changed) name.

§ 8132. Applications for Review.

Section 8132. Makes a non—substantive corrective
change to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendment is a grammati-
cal correction intended to improve readability.

§ 8133. Applications for Review.

Section 8133. Makes  both  substantive  and
non—substantive clarifying and corrective changes to
regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are grammat-
ical corrections, except addition of “any or” to the sen-
tence, “The Authority may charge additional fees in
an amount equal to the amount of any additional ex-
penses incurred by the Authority in retaining an in-
dependent financial advisor to review the application
under circumstances involving the verification of any
or all requirements in Section 8134.” The addition of
“any or” clarifies that the Authority may retain an in-
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dependent financial advisor and recover its expens-
es for verifying requirements in the case where only
some and not all of the requirements are verified.

§ 8134. Application Content

Section 8134(a)(3). Adds electric utilities to
those eligible for review regarding rate reduction bond
issuance.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are necessary
to align the regulations with AB 758.

Section 8134(b) (2) (A) and (B). Adds electric utilities
to those eligible for review regarding rate reduction
bond issuance.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are necessary
to align the regulations with AB 758.

Section 8134(c)(I).  Removes a reference to pre-
vious sections of Section 8134 that no longer exist
and replaces it with a reference to currently existing
regulation text. Adds requirements that an electrical
service must meet to be considered a Publicly Owned
Utility for the purpose of determination of eligibility
for Rate Reduction Bond issuance.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are neces-
sary to align the regulations with AB 758 and provide
guidelines to differentiate a Publicly Owned Utility
from other types of electric services or companies.

Section 8134(c) (1) (A). Adds electrical service to the
list of acceptable purposes for which items can be fi-
nanced or refinanced using Rate Reduction Bonds.

Necessity. The proposed amendment is necessary to
align the regulations with AB 758.

Section 8134(c)(1)(B)1., 2., and 3. Adds electrical
service and “any other utility purpose designated a
‘utility project’ by a Publicly Owned Utility” to the
list of acceptable purposes for which items financed or
refinanced using Rate Reduction Bonds must be used.

Necessity. The proposed amendment is necessary to
align the regulations with AB 758.

Section 8134 (throughout). Corrects section num-
bering system.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are necessary
to align the regulations with the standard numbering
system used by the California Code of Regulations.

§ 8135. Authority Action

Section 8135(a) and (b). Makes corrective changes
to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are grammat-
ical corrections intended to improve readability.

Section 8135(d). Makes corrective changes to regu-
lation text and adds clarifying language regarding ap-
plication fees paid by an Issuer Applicant.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are grammat-
ical corrections, except one amendment that is neces-
sary to clarify that any fees already paid for an appli-
cation that is subsequently withdrawn will not be ap-
plicable to any eventual resubmittal of that application.

§ 8136. Application Approval

Section 8136(a) (3). Makes a clarifying and correc-
tive change to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendment is a grammati-
cal correction intended to improve readability.

§ 8137. Reports

Section 8137(a)(1) and (6). Makes clarifying and
corrective changes to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments are grammat-
ical corrections intended to improve readability.

Section 8137(b). Removes redundant text and makes
clarifying and corrective changes to regulation text.

Necessity. The proposed amendments remove text
that repeats a reporting requirement already stated
in Section 6588.7(b)(8)(A) of the Government Code,
make grammatical corrections, and more specifically
define the required report.

Section 8137(c). Changes a reference to Section
8137(a)(5) to Section 8137(a)(6).

Necessity. The proposed amendment is a correction
to the text, which erroneously excluded the informa-
tion specified in Section 8137(a)(6) from that which
the Executive Director of the Authority is authorized
to seek from an Issuer Applicant.

ANTICIPATED BENEFITS FROM
THIS REGULATORY ACTION

The Authority anticipates that these amendments
will eliminate any potential confusion caused by un-
clear and/or obsolete language as well as inconsisten-
cies between the legal statutes governing Rate Re-
duction Bonds and corresponding regulations, mak-
ing it easier for potential borrowers to understand
the financing tools available to them and all relevant
requirements.

The proposed amendments to the current regula-
tions will not have a significant effect on the creation
or elimination of jobs in California, significantly af-
fect the creation of new businesses or elimination of
existing businesses within California, or significant-
ly affect the expansion of businesses currently doing
business within California.

After conducting a review for any regulations re-
lated to this area, the Executive Director has conclud-
ed that these are the only regulations concerning Rate
Reduction Bonds. Therefore, the proposed regulations
are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with existing
state regulations.

DISCLOSURE REGARDING
THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Executive Director of the Authority has made
the following determinations regarding the effect of
the Amended Regulations:
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Mandate on local agencies or school districts:
None.

Cost or savings to any state agency: None.

Cost to any local agency or school district that
must be reimbursed in accordance with Govern-
ment Code sections 17500-17630: None.

Other non—discretionary cost or savings imposed
on local agencies: None.

Cost or savings in federal funding to the state:
None.

Significant effect on housing costs: None.

Cost impact on a representative private person
or business: The Authority is not aware of any cost
impacts that a representative private person or busi-
ness would necessarily incur in reasonable compli-
ance with the proposed action.

Small Business: The Amended Regulations will
not have an adverse impact on small business in Cali-
fornia as they do not impose additional restrictions or
cost on small business. Small businesses choosing to
refund bonds through CPCFA may be positively im-
pacted by reduced administrative fees.

Significant, statewide, adverse economic impact
directly affecting businesses including the ability
of California businesses to compete with business-
es in other states: The Authority has made an initial
determination that the Amended Regulations will not
have a significant, statewide adverse economic impact
directly affecting businesses, including the ability of
California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states.

RESULTS OF THE ECONOMIC
IMPACT ANALYSIS

Assessment regarding effect on jobs/businesses:
The Amended Regulations will not have a significant
effect on the creation or elimination of jobs in Califor-
nia, significantly affect the creation of new businesses
or elimination of existing businesses within Califor-
nia, or significantly affect the expansion of businesses
currently doing business in California.

Benefits of the regulation to the health and wel-
fare of California residents, worker safety, and the
state’s environment: The proposed amendments will
eliminate unclear, obsolete, and inconsistent language
and make it easier for potential borrowers to under-
stand the available financing tools and applicable re-
quirements. By clarifying the eligibility of publicly
owned electrical utilities to finance qualifying utility
projects through rate reduction bonds, the amendments
may facilitate projects involving the generation, trans-
mission, or distribution of electrical service. To the ex-
tent these projects improve the reliability, efficiency,
or environmental performance of electrical service,
the amendments may indirectly benefit the health and

welfare of California residents and the state’s environ-
ment. The proposed amendments are not anticipated
to have a direct effect on worker safety because they
primarily conform the regulations to existing law and
make clarifying and corrective changes.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with Government Code Section
11346.5(a)(13) the Authority must determine that no
reasonable alternative to the Amended Regulations
considered by the Authority or that has otherwise been
identified and brought to the attention of the Authority
would be more effective in carrying out the purpose
for which the Amended Regulations are proposed or
would be as effective and less burdensome to affect-
ed private persons than the proposed action, or would
be more cost—effective to affected private persons and
equally effective in implementing the statutory policy
or other provision of law.

The Authority invites interested parties to present
statements with respect to alternatives to the Amend-
ed Regulations during the written comment period.

AGENCY CONTACT PERSON

Written comments, inquiries and any questions re-
garding the substance of the Amended Regulations
shall be submitted or directed to:

Morgan Matz, Analyst 11

California Pollution Control Financing Authority
915 Capitol Mall, 3™ Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (916) 654—-6061

Fax: (916) 657-4821

Email: morgan.matz@treasurer.ca.gov

Solomita Malko, Supervisor |

California Pollution Control Financing Authority
915 Capitol Mall, 3" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: (916) 653-2749

Fax: (916) 657-4821

Email: solomita.malko(@treasurer.ca.gov

WRITTEN COMMENT PERIOD

Any interested person, or his or her authorized rep-
resentative, may submit written comments relevant to
the Amended Regulations to the Authority. The writ-
ten comment period on the Amended Regulations
ends on October 5, 2026. All comments must be sub-
mitted in writing to the Agency Contact Person iden-
tified in the Notice by that time in order for them to be
considered by the Authority.
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In the event that substantial changes are made to the
proposed regulations during the written comment pe-
riod, the Authority will also accept additional writ-
ten comments limited to any changed or modified reg-
ulations for fifteen (15) calendar days after the date
on which such regulations, as changed or modified
are made available to the public pursuant to Title 1,
Chapter 1, Section 44 of the California Code of Reg-
ulations. Such additional written comments should be
addressed to the Agency contact person identified in
this Notice.

AVAILABILITY OF INITIAL
STATEMENT OF REASONS AND
TEXT OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS

The Authority has established a rulemaking file for
this regulatory action, which contains those items re-
quired by law. The file is available for inspection at
the Authority’s office at 915 Capitol Mall, 3" Floor,
Sacramento, California 95814, during normal business
working hours. As of the date this Notice is published
in the Notice Register, the rulemaking file consists
of this notice, the Initial Statement of Reasons and
the proposed text of the Adopted Regulations. Cop-
ies of these items and all the information upon which
the proposed rulemaking is based are available upon
request from the Agency Contact Person designated
in this Notice or at the Authority’s website located at
http:/www.treasurer.ca.gov/cpcfa/index.asp.

PUBLIC HEARING

CPCFA does not intend to conduct a Public Hearing
on the matter of these regulations, unless requested.
Any interested person may submit a written request
for a public hearing no later than 15 days prior to the
close of the written comment period.

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED
OR MODIFIED TEXT

After the written comment period ends and follow-
ing a public hearing, if any is requested pursuant to
Section 11346.8 of the Government Code, the Author-
ity may adopt the proposed Regulations substantially
as described in this Notice, without further notice. If
the Authority makes modifications that are sufficiently
related to the originally proposed text, it will make the
modified text (with changes clearly indicated) avail-
able to the public for at least fifteen (15) calendar days
before the Authority adopts the proposed Regulations,
as modified. Inquiries about and requests for copies
of any changed or modified regulations should be ad-
dressed to the Agency Contact Person identified in this
Notice. The Authority will accept written comments

on the modified regulations for fifteen (15) calendar
days after the date on which they are made available.

AVAILABILITY OF FINAL
STATEMENT OF REASONS

Upon completion, a copy of the Final State-
ment of Reasons may be requested from the
Agency Contact Person designated in this No-
tice or found at the Authority’s website at

http://www.treasurer.ca.gov/cpcfa/index.asp.

TITLE 8. OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY
AND HEALTH APPEALS BOARD

PREHEARING AND
HEARING REGULATIONS

The Occupational Safety and Health Appeals Board
(“Appeals Board” or “Board”) proposes to adopt the
proposed changes to regulations described below after
considering all comments, objections, and recommen-
dations regarding the proposed action.

PUBLIC HEARING

The Appeals Board will hold a public hearing on
October 7, 2026, at its normally scheduled public
meeting held at 2520 Venture Oaks Way, Suite 300
in Sacramento, CA 95833 at 9:30 a.m. The location is
wheelchair accessible. The meeting will also be ac-
cessible to the public via Zoom at 100 North Barran-
ca Street, Suite 410, West Covina, CA 91791, and via
Zoom or telephonically. At the hearing any person
may present statements orally or in writing relating to
the proposed action described in the Informative Di-
gest. The Board requests, but does not require, that
persons who make oral comments at the hearing also
submit a written copy of their comment at the hearing.
The Board will also accept comments from the public
via Zoom or telephonically.

To join the meeting, utilize the web address or tele-
phone number below:

e Video—conference at https:/zoom.us/join (Meet-
ing ID 824 0177 9497).

e Teleconference: +1 669 900 9128 (Meeting ID
824 0177 9497).

WRITTEN COMMENT PERIOD

Any interested person, or his or her authorized
representative, may submit written comments rel-
evant to the proposed regulatory actions to the
Board. Comments may also be submitted by email to
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KHalbo@dir.ca.gov. The written comment period
closes on October 5, 2026. The Board will consider
only those comments received at the Board offices by
that time. Written comments should be submitted to:

Karen Halbo, Staff Counsel
Cal/OSHA Appeals Board

2520 Venture Oaks Way, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95833

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE

Labor Code (LC) section 148.7 authorizes the Board
to adopt, amend, or repeal rules of practice and proce-
dure pertaining to hearing appeals and other matters
falling within its jurisdiction. The Board is charged
with hearing and resolving appeals filed by employ-
ers for occupational safety and health citations issued
by the Division of Occupational Safety and Health
(Division).

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

The Board initiates this rulemaking to modify its
rules of practice and procedure regarding docketed
appeals that move into the prehearing and hearing
phases. The Board consists of three members appoint-
ed by the Governor and confirmed by the Senate. The
Board hears and resolves appeals from private and
public—sector employers regarding citations issued by
the Division alleging violations of workplace safety
and health laws and regulations. Appeals are initially
held before an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) ap-
pointed by the Board. If a party is dissatisfied with the
ALJ’s decision, a party may request reconsideration
by the Board. The Board may also reconsider a matter
on its own motion.

The Board proposes modifications to California
Code of Regulations, title 8,1 sections 370, 371, 371.1,
373,374,374.2,374.3, 376, 378, and 383. These regula-
tion sections concern prehearing and hearing rules of
practice and procedure. The proposed modifications
will clarify and make the Board’s current practices in
the prehearing and hearing phases of an appeal more
transparent and understandable and may potentially
increase the efficiency of its proceedings.

In section 370, the Board proposes to correct a stat-
utory citation. In section 371, the Board proposes to
add a cross—reference to a relevant section, add the
term “written” in two places, and change when re-
ply papers to a prehearing motion must be served and
filed. In section 371.1 the Board proposes to add in the

1 All references will be to the California Code of Regulations,
title 8 unless otherwise specified.

phrase “request or” in several places to allow a request
to act as an alternative to the requirement of making
a formal motion for a continuance, and to replace the
term “formerly” with “previously.” In section 373,
the Board proposes removing language that required
Board staff to send out various documents with a writ-
ten explanation of the expedited process, as all of the
stricken documents have already been sent to the par-
ties. Also in section 373, the Board proposes striking
language requiring that the prehearing conference be
held within 60 days of the status conference and in-
stead requiring that the prehearing conference be held
during the 60 days before the hearing. The Board ad-
ditionally proposes in section 373 adding in the option
of an ALJ holding a “video” status or prehearing con-
ference and clarifying that an ALJ may hold a hear-
ing via telephone, video, in person, or some combi-
nation thereof within 150 days from the perfection of
the appeal.

Although the ALJs already have the power to order
prehearing conference statements, the Board propos-
es in section 374 to further clarify and delineate this
power. The proposed changes clarify that the ALJs’
have the power to order the parties to submit a pre-
hearing conference statement, they have the power to
specify the topics to be covered in a prehearing con-
ference statement, and to specify that failure to pre-
pare a prehearing conference statement when ordered
to do so is grounds for the imposition of sanctions.

Although the ALJs already have the power to order
status conference statements, the Board proposes in
section 374.2 to further clarify and delineate this pow-
er. The proposed changes clarify that the ALJs” have
the power to order the parties to submit a status con-
ference statement addressing identified topics. In ad-
dition, the proposed rulemaking allows an ALJ to take
a status conference off the calendar if the ALJ finds
the status conference statements provide sufficient in-
formation such that the status conference is unneces-
sary. The proposed changes also specify that failing to
prepare a status conference statement when ordered is
grounds for sanctions.

In section 374.3, the Board proposes to clarify that
a settlement conference may be conducted telephoni-
cally, via video conference, in person, or as otherwise
directed by the ALJ.

The Board proposes in section 376 to clarify that
the three—year delay on holding a hearing in an appeal
begins when the Board receives notice of an investiga-
tion from the Bureau of Investigation or any prosecut-
ing authority, and to clarify the ALJ may hold status
conferences and hear and rule on motions during that
three—year hiatus.

In section 378, the Board proposes to clarify that
a written notice of representation can be filed at the
Board’s West Covina office as well as at the Sacramen-
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to office, and to move a clause to emphasize that a rep-
resentative does not need to be an attorney. The Board
also proposes in section 378 to require a representative
withdrawing from representation of a party provide
the Board with the most recent contact information the
representative has for the party and, if available, con-
tact information for the replacement representative.
It further clarifies that a representative withdrawing
from representation, along with filing a written notice
with the Board, must serve that written notice of with-
drawal on the other parties as well.

The Board proposes in section 383 to add a rep-
resentative of a party, intervenor, or obligor to
the list of those who can file a response oppos-
ing the reinstatement of any proceeding based on a
non—appearing party’s showing of good cause.
Anticipated Benefits of the Proposed Regulations

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revision to Sec-
tion 370: The sole proposed change to this section of
updating the statutory citation will clarify the meaning
of the section, as the referenced section is still in effect
but was moved to another portion of the Health and
Safety Code since this regulation was promulgated.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 371: The minor proposed changes will improve
the overall clarity of the section by adding a helpful
cross—reference to section 355.4 that sets out how to
file documents with the Appeals Board and adding in
the term “written” in two locations. It is anticipated
that the changes that move the deadline for reply pa-
pers up from no later than 5 days before the hearing to
no later than 5 days from the service of the opposition
papers for prehearing motions or requests, other than a
motion or request for a continuance, will be extremely
beneficial. This proposed change will result in all of
the papers related to a motion or request being filed
in the same general timeframe and allow the ALJ to
rule on the motion or request more promptly. It is an-
ticipated that prompt resolution of prehearing motions
will clarify what issues remain to be determined at
the hearing. Clarification of the issues remaining for
determination at hearing will both make prehearing
preparations more efficient and increase the number of
pre—hearing settlements.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 371.1: The proposed changes adding the terms
“Requests or” and “Continuances” to the title of sec-
tion 371.1 will align the language in the title with the
proposed language corrections within the section and
make the information in the section easier to locate
when reviewing the titles of regulation sections in Ar-
ticle 3. Adding the term “request” makes the regula-
tion section more understandable to small employers
or laypersons. It is anticipated the proposed changes
adding either the phrase “request or” or “requests or”
as appropriate within the section will clarify that mak-

ing a request is a valid alternative to making a mo-
tion and aligns the section with existing Board prac-
tice. It is anticipated that the minor proposed chang-
es improving the consistency of the language within
the section by add the term “Appeals” to references to
the Appeals Board and replacing the word “former-
ly” with “previously” will increase the clarity of the
section.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 373: To reduce duplicative mailings and align the
section with present Board practice, the Board seeks
to remove the requirement that when serving the writ-
ten explanation of the expedited process, Board staff
must also re—send documents already served on the
parties. The form presently used to set the date for a
status conference now also contains a notice of the
dates for a prehearing conference and the hearing, so
the language is modified accordingly. It is anticipat-
ed that the addition of clarifying language about sta-
tus conferences being conducted by telephone, video
conference call, or in person, or some combination of
those means, as determined by the ALJ, will align the
section with present Board practice and provide stake-
holders with advance notice of status conference at-
tendance options.

The changes in section 373 revise the pre—hearing
timeline to move the prehearing conference from 60
days after the status conference to within 60 days of
the hearing, while retaining the outer limit of 150 days
between when the appeal is perfected and the hearing
must begin. Untethering the prehearing conference
from having to occur with 60 days of the perfection of
the appeal and tethering it instead to occurring within
60 days before the hearing improves the appeal pro-
cess timeline. Using their power to regulate the pro-
ceedings granted in section 350.1, the ALJs have been
making this change, and report that both they and the
parties prefer having the prehearing conference held
closer to the hearing. Moving the prehearing confer-
ence to later in the process provides more time for dis-
covery disputes to resolve, for the parties to assess the
strengths and weaknesses of their case and, if request-
ed by the parties, attend a settlement conference. The
proposed changes ensure that the ALJs’ rulings on ev-
identiary issues and any other matters decided at the
prehearing conference occur within 60 days before the
hearing. This will be an improvement over the pres-
ent rules, which have resulted in rulings being made
months before the hearing and essentially forgotten
until the parties begin their hearing preparations, of-
ten just prior to the hearing itself. It is anticipated that
rephrasing the sentence in subdivision (c)(4) will clar-
ify its meaning so stakeholders better understand how
the expedited timeframes set out in subdivision (c)
(1)—(3) can be shortened.
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Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tions 374 and 374.2: The changes to sections 374 and
374.2 will provide greater clarity and transparency to
Board processes and clarify the ALJs’ existing power
to order the parties to prepare prehearing and status
conference statements. It is anticipated that the chang-
es to sections 374 and 374.2 will also clarify that ALJs
have the power to impose sanctions if a party disobeys
an order to prepare a prehearing and status conference
statement. It is anticipated that the changes to section
374.2 will increase clarity and provide notice to stake-
holders by listing several topics the ALJs frequently
order the parties to address in prehearing conference
statements.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 374.3: The proposed changes will clarify that set-
tlement conferences may be conducted, by telephone,
by video conference, in person, or as otherwise direct-
ed by the ALJ, which aligns regulatory language with
existing procedures, and provides notice to stakehold-
ers about settlement conference attendance options.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 376: The proposed changes will bring clarity to
when the Board’s three—year hiatus on holding a hear-
ing begins if the Bureau of Investigations or any pros-
ecuting authority reviews a matter that is the subject
of an appeal. It will also clarify that an ALJ may still
hold status conferences and hear motions during that
three—year period. The minor change in the capital-
ization of the term “Section” to start with a lowercase
“s” will make the capitalization of the term consistent
with other sections in the Board’s regulations.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 378: The changes in subdivision (a) will clarify
that a written notice of representation can be filed at
either the Sacramento or West Covina office of the
Board and will further emphasize that a representative
does not need to be an attorney. It is anticipated that
the changes in subdivision (d) will facilitate the Board
being able to still contact parties and their replacement
representatives after a representative withdraws from
representation.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Revisions to Sec-
tion 383: The change in subdivision (b) allows a par-
ty that has failed to appeal more time to request rein-
statement of the appeal, increasing it from 10 days to
15 days. The change adding a representative of a par-
ty or obligor to the persons able to file a response to
oppose the reinstatement of any proceeding based on
a non—appearing party’s showing of good cause will
align the section with existing Board practice. It is an-
ticipated that making it clear that a party or obligor
may rely on a representative to file an opposition on
their behalf under the described circumstances will
reassure any party or obligor that takes the time to
read the Board’s regulations.

Determination of Inconsistency/Incompatibility
with Existing State Regulations:

The Board has concluded that these changes related
to the Board’s rules of practice and procedure regard-
ing docketed appeals are not inconsistent or incompat-
ible with existing state regulations. After conducting
a review for any regulations that would relate to or af-
fect this area, the Board has concluded that these are
the only regulations that concern the Board’s internal
rules of practice and procedure concerning the pre-
hearing and hearing phases of an appeal.

DISCLOSURES REGARDING THE
PROPOSED ACTION

The Board has made the following initial determi-
nations to calculate potential cost impacts from the
amendments to section 374 (prehearing conference
statements) and section 374.2 (status conference state-
ments): The ALJs presently order the submission of
both prehearing and status conference statements on
an “as needed” basis under the ALJs’ authority set out
in 8 CCR section 350.1. The Board’s database does
not track when ALJs order the parties to submit pre-
hearing conference statements, but the Presiding ALJs
report that prehearing conference statements are or-
dered infrequently. There is no reason to presume the
proposal will change the rate at which the ALJs or-
der the parties to submit prehearing conference state-
ments. The Board database does not track when ALJs
order the parties to submit status conference state-
ments. However, the proposed changes could incen-
tivize the ALJs to order the submission of status con-
ference statements in more appeals, as a result of the
changes clarifying the ALJs’ existing power to re-
move a status conference from the calendar if they are
satisfied with the information provided in the status
conference statements.

Further, during the last five years, approximate-
ly 98% of appeals filed with the Board resolved be-
fore the issuance of the Decision after hearing.? The
Board’s database does not store information on ap-
peals in a manner that the Board can determine when
in the appeals process appeals are settled or ordered
withdrawn. However, the ALIJs report very few ap-
peals settle or withdraw during the hearing or after
the hearing before the Decision is issued. With 98% of
appeals resolving before the hearing, it is reasonable
to suppose that a considerable number of docketed ap-
peals will resolve before the appeal reaches the point

2 From 2020 to 2024, when the Board averaged 2,031 total dock-
eted appeals, on average 1,979.8 appeals were resolved yearly by
settlement order, an average 23.8 appeals were resolved yearly
by an order granting withdrawal of appeal, and on average only
27.2 appeals yearly were resolved by the issuance of the Decision
after hearing.
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where the ALJ makes a determination whether it will
be helpful to order the parties to submit a prehearing
conference statement.

With these caveats, while the exact costs are un-
known, they are not expected exceed the amounts
specified below.

Mandate on local agencies and school districts:
None.

Cost or savings to any state agency: Potential
costs generated by this proposal come from the chang-
es to Section 374 concerning prehearing conference
statements and Section 374.2, concerning status con-
ference statements. The impact to the state must be
calculated by examining the impact on the Division,
which is a party for all docketed appeals, and on state
agency Employers with docketed appeals. The pro-
posed changes do not change the existing authority
under which ALJs may presently order parties to sub-
mit prehearing and status conference statements, or
order matters off calendar, and the Board is not antic-
ipating the ALJs will change the frequency of when
they issue such orders. The estimated costs calculated
below present a highly unlikely and improbable ceil-
ing, which is the highest amount of potential costs that
could arise from the proposed changes.

Section 374 (Prehearing Conference Statement):
Board staff estimates that on average, preparation of a
prehearing conference statement should take approxi-
mately two hours. From 2022 to 2024, there were 747
prehearing conferences, resulting in an average of 249
prehearing conferences a year.?

From a random sample of a minimum of 10% of all
noticed prehearing conferences for 2022, 2023, and
2024, the Board examined the underlying appeal re-
cords and counted the number of appeals in which the
Division was represented by counsel (state attorney)
or not (a district manager). In the 80 sampled cases
spanning three years, the Division had legal represen-
tation in 65 appeals and was not represented by coun-
sel when the prehearing conference was noticed in 15
appeals. 65/80 = 81% (.8125, rounded down), and 15/80
= 19% (.1875, rounded up).*

* The Board sends a notice of prehearing conference to sched-
ule a prehearing conference with the parties. From the Board’s
internal database, in 2022 there were 343 prehearing conferences
scheduled, in 2023 there were 224, and in 2024 there were 180
(343+224+180=747). The 3—year average is 747/3, or an estimated
yearly average of 249 prehearing conferences. A three—year aver-
age is being used because the Board moved to on—line hearings in
2021, resulting in 2022 being the first full year in which data was
kept in the Board’s internal database regarding when prehearing
conferences were scheduled.

41n 2022, when the prehearing conference was noticed, the Di-
vision had legal representation in 28 appeals and was not repre-
sented by counsel in 6 appeals, in 2023, the Division had legal
representation in 17 appeals and was not represented by counsel
in 7 appeals, and in 2024, the Division had legal representation in
10 appeals and was not represented by counsel in 2 appeals.

On average, there were 249 appeals per year where a
prehearing conference was noticed from 2022 to 2024.
The Board estimates that in 81% of those appeals, or
202 (201.69, rounded up), the Division was represented
by counsel. The Board estimates that in 19% of those
appeals, or 47 (47.31, rounded down), the Division was
represented by district managers. The time cost asso-
ciated with preparing a prehearing conference state-
ment is calculated as the hourly wage, including the
full cost of salary and benefits, of the preparer times
the number of hours needed to prepare the prehear-
ing conference statement. Using the hourly wage, in-
cluding the full cost of salary and benefits, of $81.60
for an state—employed attorney” and $113.96 for a dis-
trict manager,® the total yearly time cost for the Di-
vision to prepare prehearing conference statements is
$43,678.64, calculated as follows.

Division represented by counsel: $81.60 x 2 hours
x 202 = $32,966.40.

Division not represented by counsel: $113.96 x 2
hours x 47 = $10,712.24.

The estimated total annual cost for prehearing
conference statement preparation for the Division,
assuming the ALJs always order the parties to sub-
mit prehearing conference statements: $32,966.40 +
$10,712.24 = $43,678.64.

From 2022 to 2024, there were 23 state agency em-
ployers with appeals noticed for prehearing confer-
ences. Over those three years, state employers were
represented by private counsel in 2 appeals, represent-
ed by attorneys who work for the state in 20 appeals,
and by management personnel in 1 appeal. Dividing
those numbers by 3 to obtain a one—year average, 1
state entity had private counsel (.66 rounded up), 7 had
state attorney representation (6.66 rounded up), and 1
was unrepresented (.33 rounded down).

Using an hourly charge of $400 per hour for
a private attorney,” and a wage of $81.60 for a
state—employed attorney as discussed above, the total
yearly time cost for state agency employers to prepare

3 Per the CalHR Pay Scales, the Attorney (Class Code 5778)
range A midpoint yearly salary = (37,969 + $10,473) / 2 = $9,221.
Using 174 hours worked per month by a State worker, the Attor-
ney hourly salary rate = $9,221 / 174 hours = $52.99. Accounting
for benefits, the hourly wage, including the full cost of salary and
benefits, for a State Attorney position = $52.99 * 1.54 = $81.60.

¢ Using the CalHR Pay Scales, the District Manager (Class Code
3893) range A midpoint yearly salary = ($11,437 + $14,315) / 2
=$12,876. Using 174 hours worked per month by a State worker,
the District Manager hourly salary rate = $12,876 / 174 hours =
$74.00. Accounting for benefits, the hourly wage, including the
full cost of salary and benefits, for a DOSH District Manager po-
sition = $74.00 * 1.54 = $113.96.

” The Board estimates the hourly rate for California attorneys, in
metropolitan and urban areas, ranges from $200 to $600 per hour,
with a mean rate of $400 per hour.
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prehearing conference statements is $1,942.40, calcu-
lated as follows:

State agencies represented by private attorneys:
$400 x 2 hours x 1 = $800.

State agencies represented by state attorneys:
$81.60 x 2 hours x 7 = $1,142.40.

On average, there were no appeals in which state
agencies were not represented by counsel.

Annual costs to state agency employers for prehear-
ing conference statement preparation, assuming the
ALlJs always order prehearing conference statements
be submitted, is $800 + $1,142.40 = $1,942.40

Assuming the ALJs always order the parties to sub-
mit prehearing conference statements (an unreason-
able assumption that contradicts existing practice), the
highest total estimated combined cost to state agen-
cies, combining both the Division’s costs and costs
for state employers to prepare prehearing conference
statements is $43,678.64 + $1,942.40 = $45,621.04.

This $45,621.04 yearly estimated total cost to the
state must be viewed as a high ceiling. The actual cost
will be considerably less. The Presiding Judges have
observed that the ALJs rarely order parties to submit
prehearing conference statements. To confirm this
observation, the Board randomly sampled more than
10% of the total yearly appeals where a notice of pre-
hearing conference was issued for 2022, 2023, and
2024, and in the sample, the ALJs ordered the parties
to submit prehearing conference statements in only 2
appeals. The Board also polled the eight ALJs pres-
ently employed by the Board asking how many times
they ordered parties to submit prehearing conference
statements in 2022, 2023, and 2024, and the ALJs col-
lectively reported ordering the parties to submit a pre-
hearing conference statement in only 11 appeals.®

There is no reason to assume that after this propos-
al is adopted the ALJs will change how they manage
prehearing conferences and begin ordering all parties
to submit prehearing conference statements in every
case. This proposal does not create new powers for
ALlJs but instead provides stakeholders with notice of
the ALJs’ existing authority to order parties to sub-
mit prehearing conference statements and lists com-
mon information requested in prehearing conference
statements.

Section 374.2 (Status Conference Statement): Board
staff estimates that on average, preparation of a sta-
tus conference statement should take approximately

8 Between January 1, 2022 and December 31, 2024, in 2022, a
retired annuitant ALJ left; in 2023, in January an ALJ retired
and a retired annuitant ALJ left the Board. The Board cannot de-
termine whether the judges who are gone ever ordered parties
to submit prehearing conference statements, but the information
from presently—employed ALJs makes clear that such orders are
rarely issued.

15 minutes. The estimated impact to the state must be
calculated by estimating the impact on the Division,
which is involved in all docketed appeals, and adding
the estimated the impact on state agencies with dock-
eted appeals.

From 2020 to 2024, the Division was party to all of
the average yearly 2,019 docketed appeals but was not
always represented by counsel, particularly during the
early stages of an appeal when the first status confer-
ence is scheduled. When citations are appealed, dis-
trict managers initially handle the appeal, pursuing
abatement of violative conditions and negotiating set-
tlements. Many appeals are resolved without a Divi-
sion attorney ever becoming involved. When there is
a need for legal representation, a letter is sent to the
Division’s Legal Unit requesting assignment of an at-
torney to the appeal. Request for legal assignment let-
ters are filed with the Board and served on the parties
to notify all of the change in the legal representative
for the Division.

From 2022 to 2024, a random sample of 10% of all
docketed appeals involving private employers showed
that, on average, the Division was represented by
counsel in 21% of all docketed appeals while in the
remaining 79% of all docketed appeals the Division
was represented by district managers. From 2022 to
2024, in appeals involving state and local agencies, on
average, the Division was represented by counsel in
39% of appeals and represented by a district manager
in 61% of state and local agency appeals. The Board
averaged together the percentages gathered from the
random sample of appeals involving private employ-
ers and from appeals involving state and local agen-
cies, and determined the Division was represented by
state attorneys in 30% of the appeals and was repre-
sented by a district manager in 70% of appeals. Ap-
plying those percentages to the 5—year average of total
appeals, the Board estimates the Division will be rep-
resented by a state attorney in 606 appeals (2019*.30)
and by a division manager in 1,413 appeals (2019*.70).

The time cost associated with preparing a status
conference statement is calculated as the hourly wage,
including the full cost of salary and benefits, of the
preparer times the number of hours needed to prepare
the prehearing conference statement. Using the hour-
ly wage, including the full cost of salary and benefits,
of $81.60 for a state attorney and $113.96 for a district
manager, as discussed above, the total yearly time cost
for the Division of preparing status conference state-
ments is $52,618.77, calculated as follows.

Division represented by counsel: $81.60 x .25
hours x 606 = $12,362.40.

Division not represented by counsel, $113.96 x .25
hours x 1,413 = $40,256.37.
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The annual cost for status conference statement
preparation for the Division, assuming the ALJs or-
der a status conference statement be submitted only
once during an appeal: $12,362.40 + $40,256.37 =
$52,618.77.

In the Board’s internal database from 2020 through
2024, the five—year averages are that 2 state agency
employers with docketed appeals were represented by
private attorneys,’ 23 were represented by counsel and
6 were represented by management personnel. '’

State agencies represented by private counsel:
$400 x .25 hours x 2 = $200.

State agency employers represented by state
counsel: $81.60 x .25 hours x 23 = $469.20.

State employers not represented by counsel:
$113.96 x .25 hours x 6 = $170.94.

Annual total cost for status statement preparation
for state agency employers, presuming the ALJs or-
der the parties to submit a status conference statement
once over the course of an appeal, would be $200 +
$469.20 +$170.94 = $840.14.

The total annual cost to all state agencies is estimat-
ed by combining both the Division’s costs and costs
for state agency employers to prepare status confer-
ence statements once during the course of an appeal:
$52,618.77 + $840.14 = $53,458.91.

This $53,458.91 yearly estimated cost must also be
viewed as a ceiling. The actual cost will be less, due
to both the existing practice of ALJs rarely ordering
parties to submit status conference statements, and be-
cause some cases included in the estimate will settle
before a status conference is held. It is not anticipat-
ed that after this proposal is adopted, the ALJs will
change how they manage status conferences and begin
ordering all parties to submit status conference state-
ments in every case. This proposal does not create
new powers for ALJs but instead provides stakehold-
ers with notice of the ALJs’ existing authority to order
the parties to submit status conference statements and
makes clear that the ALJs can take a status conference
off calendar if they are satisfied with the information
provided by the parties in their statements.

Total additional expenditures for the current
state fiscal year: $45,621.04 (the Division’s costs +
state agency employers’ costs to prepare prehearing
conference statements) and $53,458.91 (the Division’s

¢ Within the average 26 state agencies represented by counsel,
7%, or 1.82, were represented by private firms, so the Board is as-
suming for cost calculations that 2 state agencies are represented
by private counsel.

12 This can include personnel working in human relations, safety,
or other management occupations.

costs + state employers’ costs to prepare status con-
ference statements), which together equals $99,079.95.

Cost to any local agency or school district which
must be reimbursed in accordance with Govern-
ment Code sections 17500 through 17630: The local
government expenditures required under these pro-
posed regulations are not reimbursable by the State for
reasons other than those listed in section 17556 of the
Government Code. These regulations impose require-
ments that apply generally to all individuals and agen-
cies in the state; they do not impose any requirements
unique to local governments. County of Los Angeles v.
State of California (1987) 43 Cal.3d 46, 56-58.

Other nondiscretionary cost or savings imposed
on local agencies: From 2020 to 2024, out of the av-
erage 2,019 yearly docketed appeals, an average of 65
docketed appeals were filed by local agency employ-
ers each year. The estimated yearly time cost for local
agencies to submit prehearing and status conference
statements is $7,327.78, as detailed below.

Amendments to section 374 (prehearing confer-
ence statements): Board staff estimates that on aver-
age, preparation of a prehearing conference statement
should take approximately two hours. From 2022 to
2024, on average, 249 prehearing conferences were
held each year. Over the three years for which the
Board has data, 11 of the local agencies were repre-
sented by private counsel, 9 of the local agencies were
represented by in—house counsel, and 2 of the local
agencies were not represented by counsel at the time
of the issuance of the notice of prehearing conference.
Dividing these numbers by three to get a one—year av-
erage, 4 (11/3 = 3.66, rounded up), local agencies were
represented by private counsel, 3 (9/3 = 3) were rep-
resented by in—house counsel, and 1 (2/3 = .67) local
agency was unrepresented.

The time cost associated with preparing a prehear-
ing conference statement is calculated as the hourly
wage, including the full cost of salary and benefits, of
the preparer times the number of hours needed to pre-
pare the prehearing conference statement.

Using an hourly rate of $400 for a private attorney
as discussed above, and an hourly wage, including the
full cost of salary and benefits, of $146 for an in—house
county counsel, city attorney, or general counsel and
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$109.48 for a manager, ' the total time cost to local en-
tity employers for preparing a prehearing conference
statement is $4,294.96, calculated as follows.

Local agencies represented by private counsel:
$400 x 2 hours x 4 (number represented by
private counsel) = $3,200.

Local agencies represented by in—house counsel:
$146 x 2 hours x 3 (number represented by
in—house counsel), which is $876.00.

Unrepresented local agencies: $109.48 x 2 hours x
1 (number unrepresented), which is $218.96.

Yearly estimated costs for local agencies to submit
prehearing conference statements is $3,200 +
$876.00 + $218.96 = $4,294.96.

Amendments to section 374.2 (status conference
statements): Board staff estimates that on average,
preparation of a status conference statement should
take approximately 15 minutes, or .25 hours. From
2020 to 2024, on average, there were 66 local agency
docketed appeals a year. On average, the local agen-
cies in 15 of the docketed appeals (77/5 = 15.4, round-
ed down) were represented by private counsel, in 15
of the docketed appeals (73/5 = 14.6, rounded up) were
represented by in—house counsel, and in 36 of the
docketed appeals (179/5 = 35.8, rounded up) the local
agencies were represented by management personnel.

As discussed above, the time cost associated with
preparing a status conference statement is calculated
as the hourly wage, including the full cost of salary
and benefits, of the preparer times the number of hours
needed to prepare the status conference statement. As
described above, using an estimated hourly wage of
$400 for a private attorney, an hourly wage, includ-
ing the full cost of salary and benefits, of $146 for an
in—house counsel and of $109.48 for a manager as dis-
cussed above, the total time cost of preparing a status
conference statement for local agencies is $3,032.82,
calculated as follows.

Local agencies represented by private counsel:
$400 x .25 hours x 15 (average number
represented by private counsel), which is
$1,500.

I The U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics reports the aver-
age hourly wage rate is $102.82 for California attorneys
and $77.10 for management occupations. [Source: U.S. Bu-
reau of Labor Statistics, May 2023 State Occupational Em-
ployment and Wage Estimates California. Navigate to
https:/www.bls.gov/oes/2023/may/oes_ca.htm and scroll down to
the appropriate row in the table]. Wages are computed by scaling
up the average wages by a factor of 1.42 to account for benefits.
[The scaling factor of 1.42 is calculated based on the ratio of total
benefits to average wages and salaries of private industry workers
for the Pacific Census region (which includes California). In 2023,
total benefits averaged $14.16 and wages and salaries averaged
$33.97, for a ratio of 0.42.] The Board is using an hourly wage,
including the full cost of salary and benefits, of $146 for in—house
counsel and $109.48 for a manager.

Local agencies represented by in—house counsel:
$146 x .25 hours x 15 (average number
represented by in—house counsel), which is
$547.50.

Unrepresented local agencies: $109.48 x .25 hours
x 36 (average number unrepresented), which is
$985.32.

Yearly estimated costs for local agencies to submit

status conference statements is $1,500 +
$547.50 + $985.32 = $3,032.82.

The estimated combined average yearly cost of sub-
mitting prehearing and status conference statements
for local agencies is $4,294.96 + $3,032.82 = $7,327.78.

In total, the estimated combined average year-
ly cost of submitting prehearing and status con-
ference statements for local agencies is $4,294.96 +
$3,032.32 = §7,327.78.

Cost or savings in federal funding to the state:
None.

Cost impacts on a representative private person
or business: The estimated total yearly cost for pri-
vate businesses to submit prehearing and status con-
ference statements is $279,186.65 as detailed below.
The costs for a representative business to submit pre-
hearing and status conference statements is between
$218.96 ($109.48 * 2 hours) and $800 ($400 * 2 hours)
for each statement required, based on the figures pro-
vided below.

Amendments to Section 374: Board staff estimates
that on average, preparation of a prehearing confer-
ence statement should take approximately 2 hours.
From 2022 to 2024, on average, 249 prehearing con-
ferences were noticed each year.!2 From that yearly
average number of prehearing conferences, on aver-
age of 15 appeals a year involved state and local agen-
cies,® so for estimating the economic impact to pri-
vate employers, the Board must remove the average
yearly appeals from state and local agencies from the
average yearly prehearing conferences noticed, yield-
ing an yearly average of 234 noticed prehearing con-
ferences involving private employers.

The time cost associated with preparing a prehear-
ing conference statement is calculated as the fully
loaded hourly wage of the preparer, times the number
of hours needed to prepare the prehearing conference
statement. On average, 86%, or 201 private employers
a year are expected to pay a private attorney to prepare

2 As explained above, a 3—year average is being used because
the Board moved to on—line hearings in 2021, making 2022 the
first full year in which data was kept on the appeals in which a
prehearing conference was held.

1 From the Board’s internal database, from 2022 to 2024, 45 pre-
hearing conferences total involved state or local agencies. Thus,
on average, 15 of the prehearing conferences each year involved
appeals filed by local and state agencies.
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the prehearing conference statement'* while 14% or 33
unrepresented private employers a year will prepare
the prehearing conference statement themselves.'

As described above, using an estimated hourly rate
of $400 for a private attorney, and an hourly wage, in-
cluding the full cost of salary and benefits, of $109.48
for a manager as discussed above, the total yearly time
cost for all private employers to prepare a prehear-
ing conference statement is $177,701.52, calculated as
follows.

Represented private employers: $400 x 2 hours x
212 = $169,600.

Unrepresented private employers: $109.48 x 2
hours x 37 = $8,101.52.

The total estimated yearly cost to private
employers for preparing prehearing conference
statements: $169,600 + $8,101.52= $177,701.52.

As covered in the section regarding costs to state
entities above, this $177,701.52 yearly cost to private
employers must be viewed as a high ceiling, and the
actual costs will be considerably less.

Amendments to Section 374.2: Board staff esti-
mates a status conference statement should take, on
average, approximately 15 minutes to prepare. Of the
10,095 total appeals docketed from 2020 through the
end of 2024,%¢ 484 were filed by state and local agen-
cies.Z Thus, on average, 97 (96.6 rounded up) appeals
are filed by state and local agencies each year. The
Board estimates that it can expect an average of 2,019
(10,095/5) docketed appeals a year, with on average 97
appeals filed by state and local agencies. Therefore, on
average the Board expects 1,922 docketed appeals to
be filed by private employers (removing from the 2019
average yearly docketed appeals the estimated 97 av-
erage yearly docketed appeals filed by state and local
agencies).

From a 10 percent or larger random sample of pri-
vate businesses’ docketed appeals for each year from
2020 to 2024, on average, 35%, or 353 out of a sample

14 Some of the attorneys representing private businesses for the
prehearing conference were in—house counsel, not private attor-
neys. However, for the efficiency of these calculations the Board
is treating all attorneys representing private businesses as if they
charged the higher, private attorney rate for legal work.

2 The Board took a random sample of 10% or more of the total
appeals by private employers that proceeded to notice of a pre-
hearing conference from 2022 to 2024, and out of the sample,
69 of 80 were represented by attorneys, which is 86.25%, round-
ed down to 86%. For the other 11 out of 80 appeals, or 13.75%,
rounded up to 14%, the business owner or personnel working in
human relations, safety, or other management occupations repre-
sented the business. 86% of 233 = 200.38, rounded down to 200
and 14% of 233 = 32.62, rounded up to 33%.

1£ The sum of the total docketed appeals for each year from 2020
to 2025, 2154 + 1211 + 2663 +2448 + 1619 = 10,095.

17 From 2020 to 2025, there were 158 state entity and 326 local
entity appeals yielding a total of 484 such appeals. 484 /5 =9.8,
which the Board rounded up to 97.

of 1,014 private employers are expected to pay an at-
torney to prepare the prehearing conference statement
while 65% or 661 out of a sample of 1,014 unrepresent-
ed private employers will prepare the status confer-
ence statement themselves, or use personnel working
in human relations, safety, or other management oc-
cupations. Applying those percentages to the estimat-
ed yearly average number of private employers with
docketed appeals, 35% of 1,922 or 673 (672.2, rounded
up) private employers will have legal representation,
and 65% of 1,922, or 1,249 (1,249.3 rounded down)
private employers will not have counsel.

As discussed above, the time cost associated with
preparing a status conference statement is calculated
as the hourly wage, including the full cost of salary
and benefits, of the preparer times the number of hours
needed to prepare the status conference statement. Us-
ing an hourly rate of $400 for a private attorney and an
hourly wage, including the full cost of salary and ben-
efits, of $109.48 for a manager, the yearly time cost of
preparing a status conference statement for all private
employers is $101,230.39, calculated as follows.

Represented private employers: $400 x .25 hours
x 673 = $67,300.

Unrepresented private employers: $109.48 x .25
hours x 1,249 = $34,185.13.

Total estimated yearly cost for private employers
to prepare status conference statements is
$67,300 + $34,185.13 = $101,485.13.

The annual total cost to private employers from the
proposed changes is based on the assumption, both un-
precedented and highly unlikely, that after the passage
of this rulemaking the ALJs will exercise their discre-
tion to order the parties to submit prehearing confer-
ence statements for every prehearing conference and
status conference. However, using those assumptions,
the estimated annual total cost is: $177,701.52 (esti-
mated cost of preparing prehearing conference state-
ments) + $101,485.13 (estimated cost of preparing sta-
tus conference statements) = $279,186.65.

Significant, statewide adverse economic impact
directly affecting business, including the ability of
California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states: None, because under section 350.1, the
ALJ’s already have to power to require parties to file
status conference statements and prehearing confer-
ence statements, and to cancel or reset status confer-
ences. The proposed changes to the regulations simply
clarify the ALJs’ existing powers and state the infor-
mation customarily required and issues to be covered
when an ALJ orders the parties to submit prehearing
conference statements.

Effect on Small Business: California Government
Code § 11346.3 defines small businesses as businesses
with fewer than 100 employees that are not dominant
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in their field and are independently owned and operat-
ed. Based on the California Employment Development
Department’s (EDD) Size of Business Data for the sec-
ond quarter of 2025 (the most recent data), 1,897,911
total business have fewer than 100 employees.'® The
proposed regulatory revisions will clarify the Board’s
policies and procedures and potentially make the ap-
peal process simpler for smaller employers.

Results of the Economic Impact Analysis

The Board concludes that it is (1) unlikely that the
proposed regulations will either create or eliminate
any jobs in the State of California; (2) unlikely that the
proposed regulations will lead to the creation of new
businesses or the elimination of existing businesses
within the State of California; and (3) unlikely that
the proposed regulations will lead to the expansion of
businesses currently doing businesses within the state
of California.

Benefits of the Proposed Action

The proposed procedural amendments are not an-
ticipated to have an impact on the health and welfare
of California residents and the state’s environment.
However, the procedural amendments benefit worker
safety by clarifying the Board’s administrative pro-
cess generally, which helps achieve the purpose of the
Occupational Safety and Health Act which benefits the
public.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with Government Code section
11346.5, subdivision (a)(13), the Board must deter-
mine that no reasonable alternative it considered or
that has otherwise been identified and brought to the
attention of the agency would be more effective in car-
rying out the purpose for which the action is proposed
or would be as effective and less burdensome to affect-
ed private persons than the proposed action or would
be more cost—effective to affected private persons and
equally effective in implementing the statutory policy
or other provision of law.

The Board invites interested persons to present
statements or arguments with respect to alternatives
to the proposed regulations at the scheduled hearing
or during the written comment period.

18 Based on the EDD’s Size Data for California (Quarterly). Nav-
igate to Size Data for California (Quarterly), in the third row of
the chart which is labeled “Payroll and Number of Businesses
by Size of Business — Classified by Industry (Table 2A)” in the
column for 2025, click on the Qtr 2 link. The sum of the number
of businesses with fewer than 100 employees, 1,462,053 + 177,687
+ 129,835 + 92,945 + 35,391 = 1,897,911.

CONTACT PERSONS

Inquiries concerning the proposed administrative
action may be directed to:

Karen Halbo, Staff Counsel
KHalbo@dir.ca.gov

Cal/OSHA Appeals Board

2520 Venture Oaks Way, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95833

Phone Number: (916) 274-5756

Please direct requests for copies of the proposed
text (the “express terms”) of the regulations, the ini-
tial statement of reasons, the modified text of the reg-
ulations, if any, or other information upon which the
rulemaking is based to Ms. Halbo at the above address.

The designated backup contact person to whom in-
quiries may be made is Aaron R. Jackson, and inqui-
ries may be made to

Aaron R. Jackson, Chief Counsel
AlJackson@dir.ca.gov

Cal/OSHA Appeals Board

2520 Venture Oaks Way, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95833

Phone Number: (916) 274-5769

AVAILABILITY OF STATEMENT
OR REASONS, TEXT OF PROPOSED
REGULATIONS, AND RULEMAKING FILE

The Board will have the entire rulemaking file
available for inspection and copying throughout the
rulemaking process at its office at the above address.
As of the date this notice is published in the Notice
Register, the rulemaking file consists of this notice, the
proposed text of the regulations and the initial state-
ment of reasons. Copies may be obtained by contact-
ing Ms. Halbo at the contact information listed above.

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED
OR MODIFIED TEXT

After holding the hearing and considering all timely
and relevant comments received, the Board may adopt
the proposed regulations substantially as described in
this notice. If the Board makes modifications which
are sufficiently related to the originally proposed text,
it will make the modified text (with the changes clear-
ly indicated) available to the public for at least 15 days
before the Board adopts the regulations as revised.
Please send requests for copies of any modified reg-
ulations to the attention of Ms. Halbo at the address
indicated above. The Board will accept written com-
ments on the modified regulations for 15 days after the
date on which they are made available.
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AVAILABILITY OF THE FINAL
STATEMENT OF REASONS

Upon its completion, copies of the Final Statement
of Reasons may be obtained by contacting Ms. Halbo
at the above address.

AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS
ON THE INTERNET

Copies of the Notice of Proposed Ac-
tion, the Initial Statement of Reasons, and the
text of the regulations in underline and strike-
through can be accessed through our website at

https:/www.dir.ca.gov/oshab/Rulemaking.htm.

TITLE 10. BUREAU OF REAL
ESTATE APPRAISERS

PETITIONS TO REMOVE PUBLISHED
DISCIPLINE FROM BUREAU’S WEBSITE

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Bureau of
Real Estate Appraisers (hereafter “Bureau”) is pro-
posing to take the action described in the Informative
Digest below, after considering all comments, objec-
tions, and recommendations regarding the proposed
action.

PUBLIC HEARING

The Bureau has not scheduled a public hearing on
this proposed action. However, the Bureau will hold
a hearing if it receives a written request for a public
hearing from any interested person, or his or her au-
thorized representative, no later than 15 days prior to
the close of the written comment period. A hearing
may be requested by making such request in writing
addressed to the individuals listed under “Contact Per-
son” in this notice.

WRITTEN COMMENT PERIOD

Written comments relevant to the action proposed,
including those sent by mail, facsimile, or email to the
addresses listed under “Contact Person” in this Notice,
must be received by the Bureau at its office no later
than Monday, October 5, 2026, or must be received
by the Bureau at the hearing, should one be scheduled.

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE

Pursuant to the authority vested by section(s) 11313,
11317.2, 11340, 11343, 11350, 11352, 11360, 11361,
11400, 11401, 11404, 11405, 11406, 11406.5, 11408 and
11422 of the Business and Professions Code (BPC),

17520 of the Family Code; and to implement, interpret,
or make specific BPC sections 11317.2, 11350, 11400,
11401, 11404, 11406 and 11406.5, the Bureau is consid-
ering amending sections 3581 and 3582, and adopting
section 3734 of title 10 of the California Code of Reg-
ulations (CCR).

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Background

The Bureau of Real Estate Appraisers (Bureau) li-
censes, regulates, and disciplines real estate apprais-
ers, trainees, and registers appraisal management com-
panies (AMC). In 1989, Title XI of the federal Finan-
cial Institutions Reform, Recovery and Enforcement
Act (“FIRREA” 12 U.S.C. § 3331 et seq.) was adopted
by Congress mandating states to license and certify
real estate appraisers who appraise property for feder-
ally related transactions. The federal law was enacted
as a result of the savings and loan disaster. In response
to the federal mandate, the Real Estate Appraisers Li-
censing and Certification Law was enacted by the Cal-
ifornia Legislature in 1990 (AB 527, Chapter 491 of
1990) and the Bureau of Real Estate Appraisers (“Bu-
reau”) was later established within the Department
of Consumer Affairs, a department within the Busi-
ness, Consumer Services, and Housing Agency. The
Bureau is charged with developing and implementing
a real estate appraiser licensing and certification pro-
gram compliant with the federal mandate. Section 4 of
Stats. 1990, c. 491 (Assembly Bill (AB) 527), provides:

“It is the intent of the Legislature in enacting this
act to implement the policy of the Congress as ex-
pressed in the Financial Institutions Reform, Re-
covery and Enforcement Act of 1989, Public Law
Number 101-73 (FIRREA), and to establish a state
program to license and certify real estate apprais-
ers.” (See Bus. & Prof. Code § 11300.)

Business and Professions Code (BPC) section 11317
requires that the Bureau publish a summary of disci-
plinary actions taken by the office, including resigna-
tions while under investigation and the violations upon
which these actions are based, which shall meet, at a
minimum, the requirements of the appraisal subcom-
mittee. Additionally, Business and Professions Code
section 11317.2 provides, in pertinent part, that: ...
the bureau shall provide on the internet information
regarding the status of every license and registration
issued by the bureau in accordance with the California
Public Records Act (Division 10 (commencing with
Section 7920.000) of Title 1 of the Government Code)
and the Information Practices Act of 1977 (Chapter 1
(commencing with Section 1798) of Title 1.8 of Part 4
of Division 3 of the Civil Code).” Subdivision (2) of
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Business and Professions Code section 11317.2 states
that, “[T]he public information to be provided on the
internet shall include information on suspensions and
revocations of licenses and registrations issued by the
bureau and accusations filed pursuant to the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 (commencing with
Section 11340) of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the
Government Code) relative to persons or businesses
subject to licensure, registration, or regulation by the
bureau.”

On September 22, 2024, Senate Bill (SB) 1225
(Chapter 461, Statutes 2024) was enacted, which
amended Business and Professions Code section
11317.2, effective January 1, 2025, to allow certain
licensees and immediate family members or heirs
of deceased licensees to remove certain disciplinary
matters from the Bureau’s summary of public actions
on its internet website. BPC section 11317.2 provides
that the Bureau may develop, through regulations, the
amount of the fee and the minimum information to be
included in a licensee’s petition including, but not lim-
ited to, a written justification and evidence of rehabili-
tation pursuant to BPC section 482, and the amount of
the fee and the minimum information to be included in
a petition submitted by an immediate family member
or heir of a deceased licensee. The Bureau currently
does not have regulations to implement these statuto-
ry amendments. This rulemaking seeks to promulgate
the fees, processes and criteria for petitioning for re-
moval of disciplinary information from the Bureau of
Real Estate Appraisers’ summary of disciplinary ac-
tions on its internet website by either a licensee or im-
mediate family or heirs of deceased licensee, as spec-
ified in a proposed new CCR section 3734. The pro-
posal would also specify the process and standards the
Bureau would use in reviewing, granting or denying
such petitions, including the adoption of a proposed
form incorporated by reference.

Additionally, existing Section 3582 of Title 10 of the
California Code of Regulations (CCR) sets forth a fil-
ing fee table describing the fees associated with filing
of specific documents. Because this rulemaking will
be establishing new fees associated with the filing of
a petition for removal of discipline, CCR section 3582
will need to be amended to include the fees associated
with such petitions.

Business and Professions Code section 11400(b)
states that the Bureau may accept credit cards for pay-
ment of fees but does not specify how or under what
conditions credit cards will be accepted for payment
by the Bureau. The proposed amendment to CCR sec-
tion 3581 will set those standards and clarify that the
Bureau will accept “authorized” credit cards (VISA
and Mastercard) as specified for payment of fees.

The proposed regulatory action establishes the
framework by which a petitioner may petition the Bu-

reau for the removal of qualifying disciplinary ac-
tions posted on the Bureau’s website. The regulations
are necessary to ensure that the process is transpar-
ent, standardized, and fair, while protecting the public
interest.

The proposed regulations will include:

e Eligibility criteria that a petitioner must meet in
order to petition for removal of a disciplinary re-
cord, including the type of discipline, time elapsed
since the action, and evidence of rehabilitation.

e Define the petition process, including required
documentation, timelines, and review procedures.

e  Establish a standardized application form to be
used by petitioners.

e Set fees to cover the costs associated with pro-
cessing the petitions.

e Provide the Bureau with established criteria to
exercise its discretion to grant or deny a petition
based on the petitioner’s compliance with the es-
tablished criteria and any additional information
deemed relevant to the decision.

e  Establish a process for the Bureau to accept fees
made via authorized credit card (VISA or Mas-
tercard) as specified, and will adopt a new form
for credit card payments.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposal

The Bureau has determined that this regulatory pro-
posal will have the following benefits to the health and
welfare of California residents:

This regulatory action benefits the health and wel-
fare of California residents by establishing a clear, effi-
cient and transparent process for applications submit-
ted pursuant to Business and Professions Code section
11317.2 (c) and (d). These sections pertain to licensees’
or immediate family members or heirs of deceased
licensees’ ability to remove certain disciplinary infor-
mation from the Bureau’s website.

By specifying the required fees, forms, documenta-
tion and procedures, the regulations eliminate ambi-
guities for applicants and ensure consistency in how
applications are received and reviewed. This increases
fairness and transparency in the petition process.

Additionally, the fees established through this reg-
ulatory action are designed to cover the reasonable
costs associated with reviewing and processing ap-
plications, and removing the disciplinary informa-
tion from the Bureau’s website, which promotes fiscal
responsibility and ensures that the process does not
place an undue burden on other licensees.

Overall, by ensuring that applicants meet statutory
and regulatory requirements through a structured and
well-defined process, this regulatory action supports
the Bureau’s highest priority: protection of the public
while also seeking to eliminate barriers for licensees
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where posting of the discipline is no longer required to
prevent a credible risk to members of the public.

This regulatory proposal does not affect worker
safety or the state’s environment as it is not related to
either of those issues.

Evaluation of Consistency and Compatibility with
Existing State Regulations

During the process of developing this regulatory
proposal, the Bureau has conducted a search of any
similar regulations on these topics and has concluded
that these regulations are neither inconsistent nor in-
compatible with existing state regulations.

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE

This proposal would incorporate the following
forms by reference:

() “Authorized Credit Card Payments,” REA 2031
(New 8/2025).

(2) “Petition Application for Removal of Discipline,
REA 3070 (New 2/2026),” (REA 3070).

DISCLOSURES REGARDING
THIS PROPOSED ACTION

FISCAL IMPACT ESTIMATES

Fiscal Impact on Public Agencies Including Costs
or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in
Federal Funding to the State:

The Bureau estimates approximately 300 individu-
als are currently eligible to submit a petition and proj-
ects up to 16 individuals would be eligible annually
thereafter. A licensee would be required to pay a $200
petition fee and family members would pay a $116 pe-
tition fee. However, the Bureau does not maintain data
on whether these individuals are alive or deceased and
because submitting a petition is voluntary, it is diffi-
cult to project the number of petitions submitted per
year either by a licensee or by a family member.

Assuming the Bureau receives a petition from ev-
ery current (300) and ongoing (16) eligible individu-
als either from the licensee or from a family member,
the Bureau estimates workload costs and revenues as
follows:

Workload Costs:

e Licensee: Workload costs (including 2.5% cred-
it card convenience charge) up to $61,500 in
year—one of implementation and ranging from
approximately $3,400 to $4,300 per year thereaf-
ter and up to $95,700 over a ten—year period.

e Family Member: Workload costs (including
2.5% credit card convenience charge) up to ap-
proximately $17,800 in year—one of implementa-

tion and ranging from approximately $2,000 to
$2,500 per year thereafter and up to $37,700 over
a ten—year period.

Additionally, the Bureau will incur one—time infor-
mation technology costs of approximately $1,000 to
create and post the two application forms to the Bu-
reau’s website.

Revenues:

e Licensee: Revenues up to $60,000 in year—one
of implementation and $3,200 annually thereafter
and up to $88,800 over a ten—year period.

e Family Member: Revenues up to $17,400 in
year—one of implementation and approximately
$1,900 annually thereafter and up to $34,100 over
a ten—year period.

The proposed regulations do not result in costs or
savings in federal funding to the state.

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agen-
cies: None.

Cost to any Local Agency or School District for
which Government Code Sections 17500-17630 Re-
quire Reimbursement: None.

Mandate Imposed on Local Agencies or School
Districts: None.

Significant Effect on Housing Costs: None.

BUSINESS IMPACT ESTIMATES

The Bureau has made the initial determination that
the proposed regulatory action would have no signif-
icant statewide adverse economic impact directly af-
fecting business, including the ability of California
businesses to compete with businesses in other states.
This initial determination is based on the following
facts:

This regulation establishes a process for a Petition
to Remove Discipline for licensees and immediate
family members or heirs of deceased licensees who
meet certain criteria. Thus, not every individual who
has published discipline on the Bureau’s website will
be eligible to have it removed and the fees for individ-
uals ($200) and family members ($116) are minimal
and reasonable.

The Bureau estimates approximately 300 individu-
als are currently eligible to submit a petition and proj-
ects up to 16 individuals would be eligible annually
thereafter. A licensee would be required to pay a $200
petition fee and family members would pay a $116 pe-
tition fee. However, the Bureau does not maintain data
on whether these individuals are alive or deceased and
because submitting a petition is voluntary, it is diffi-
cult to project the number of petitions submitted per
year either by a licensee or by a family member.

Assuming the Bureau receives a petition from ev-
ery current (300) and ongoing (16) eligible individu-
als either from the licensee or from a family member,
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the Bureau estimates workload costs and revenues as

follows:

e Licensee: Costs up to $60,000 in year—one of im-
plementation and up to $3,200 annually thereaf-
ter and up to $88,800 over a ten—year period.

e Family Member: Costs up to $17,400 in
year—one of implementation and up to approx-
imately $1,900 annually thereafter and up to
$34,100 over a ten—year period.

Please see the Bureau’s Initial Statement of Reasons
for further details.

Cost Impact on Representative Private Person or

Business

The cost impacts that a representative private per-
son or business would necessarily incur in reason-
able compliance with the proposed action and that are
known to the Bureau are:

The cost to a current licensee and immediate fam-
ily member/heir of a deceased licensee who chooses
to file a petition to request removal of a disciplinary
action from the Bureau’s website would consist of
the non—refundable petition filing fee (either $116 or
$200), which is set by the proposed regulations to cov-
er the Bureau’s administrative costs for processing the
petition.

The Bureau estimates approximately 300 individu-
als are currently eligible to submit a petition and proj-
ects up to 16 individuals would be eligible annually
thereafter. A licensee would be required to pay a $200
petition fee and family members would pay a $116 pe-
tition fee. However, the Bureau does not maintain data
on whether these individuals are alive or deceased and
because submitting a petition is voluntary, it is diffi-
cult to project the number of petitions submitted per
year either by a licensee or by a family member.

Assuming the Bureau receives a petition from ev-
ery current (300) and ongoing (16) eligible individu-
als either from the licensee or from a family member,
the Bureau estimates workload costs and revenues as
follows:

e Licensee: Costs up to $60,000 in year—one of
implementation and up to $3,200 approximate-
ly annually thereafter and up to $88,800 over a
ten—year period.

e Family Member: Costs up to $17,400 in
year—one of implementation and up to approx-
imately $1,900 annually thereafter and up to
$34,100 over a ten—year period.

RESULTS OF ECONOMIC IMPACT
ASSESSMENT/ANALYSIS

Impact on Jobs/Businesses

The Bureau has determined that this regulatory pro-
posal is not expected to have a significant impact on

the creation or elimination of jobs within the state.
The petition process is voluntary and will apply to a
limited number of current or former licensees whose
disciplinary actions could be subject to removal from
the Bureau’s website. As such, the economic activity
is expected to be minimal and will not meaningfully
impact jobs.

The proposed action is not anticipated to have a sig-
nificant impact on the creation of new businesses, the
elimination of existing businesses, or the expansion of
businesses currently operating in the state. The regu-
lation establishes a process available only to current
or former licensees who wish to remove posted disci-
pline and does not impose new operational or compli-
ance burdens on businesses.

Benefits of Regulation:

The Bureau has determined that this regulatory pro-
posal will have the following benefits to the health and
welfare of California residents:

This regulatory action benefits the health and wel-
fare of California residents by establishing a clear, effi-
cient and transparent process for applications submit-
ted pursuant to Business and Professions Code section
11317.2 (c) and (d). These sections pertain to licensees’
or immediate family members or heirs of deceased
licensees’ ability to remove certain disciplinary infor-
mation from the Bureau’s website.

This regulatory proposal does not affect worker
safety or the state’s environment, as this proposal is
not related to any of those issues.

Business Reporting Requirements

The regulatory action does not require businesses to
file a report with the Bureau.

Effect on Small Business

The Bureau has determined that the proposed reg-
ulations may affect small businesses, including busi-
nesses owned or employee licensees, as stated in the
“Business Impact Estimates” section of this Notice.
Any costs associated with the proposed regulations
involving removal of public discipline from the Bu-
reau’s website will be borne by the petitioners and the
fees for individuals ($200) and family members ($116)
are minimal and reasonable.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with Government Code section
11346.5, subdivision (a)(13), the Bureau must deter-
mine that no reasonable alternative it considered to the
regulations or that has otherwise been identified and
brought to its attention would be more effective in car-
rying out the purpose for which the action is proposed;
would be as effective and less burdensome to affected
private persons than the proposal described in this No-
tice; or would be more cost—effective to affected pri-
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vate persons and equally effective in implementing the
statutory policy or other provision of law.

Any interested person may submit comments to the
Bureau in writing relevant to the above determina-
tions at 3075 Prospect Park Drive, Suite 190, Rancho
Cordova, CA 95670 during the written comment peri-
od, or at the hearing if one is scheduled or requested.

AVAILABILITY OF STATEMENT OF
REASONS AND RULEMAKING FILE

The Bureau has compiled a record for this regula-
tory action, which includes the Initial Statement of
Reasons (ISOR), proposed regulatory text, and all the
information on which this proposal is based. This ma-
terial is contained in the rulemaking file and is avail-
able for public inspection upon request to the contact
persons named in this Notice.

TEXT OF PROPOSAL

Copies of the exact language of the proposed regu-
lations, and any document incorporated by reference,
and of the initial statement of reasons, and all of the
information upon which the proposal is based, may
be obtained upon request from the Bureau, at 3075
Prospect Park Drive, Suite 190, Rancho Cordova, CA
95670.

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED
OR MODIFIED TEXT

After considering all timely and relevant comments,
the Bureau, upon its own motion or at the request of
any interested party, may thereafter adopt the propos-
als substantially as described below or may modify
such proposals if such modifications are sufficient-
ly related to the original text. With the exception of
technical or grammatical changes, the full text of any
modified proposal, with the modifications clearly in-
dicated, will be available for review and written com-
ment for 15 days prior to its adoption from the persons
designated in this Notice as the Contact Persons and
will be mailed to those persons who submit written
comments or oral testimony related to this proposal or
who have requested notification of any changes to the
proposal.

AVAILABILITY AND LOCATION OF
THE FINAL STATEMENT OF
REASONS AND RULEMAKING FILE

All the information upon which the proposed reg-
ulations are based is contained in the rulemaking file
which is available for public inspection by contacting
the person named below.

You may obtain a copy of the Final Statement of
Reasons once it has been prepared by making a writ-
ten request to the Contact Persons named below or by
accessing the website listed below.

CONTACT PERSONS

Inquiries or comments concerning the proposed
rulemaking action may be addressed to:

Name: Tinna Morlatt, Deputy Bureau Chief of
Enforcement

Address: Bureau of Real Estate Appraisers

3075 Prospect Park Drive, Suite 190

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Telephone Number: (916) 610—9893

Fax Number: (916) 464—0131

Email Address: regulations@brea.ca.gov

The backup contact person is:

Name: Mujiburrahman Khateer, Deputy Chief
Address: Bureau of Real Estate Appraisers
3075 Prospect Park Drive, Suite 190

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Telephone Number: (916) 610—9883

Fax Number: (916) 464—0131

Email Address: regulations@brea.ca.gov

AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS
ON THE INTERNET

Copies of the Notice of Proposed Action, the Initial
Statement of Reasons, and the text of the regulations
with modifications noted, as well as the Final State-
ment of Reasons when completed, and modified text,
if any, can be accessed through the Bureau’s website at
https://brea.ca.gov/html/rulemaking.html.

TITLE 14. SAN JOAQUIN
RIVER CONSERVANCY

FEE COLLECTION, SPECIAL EVENT FEES,
AND PERMIT ADMINISTRATION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Califor-
nia San Joaquin River Conservancy (Conservancy) is
proposing to adopt the regulations as described below,
after considering all comments, objections, or recom-
mendations regarding the proposed action.

PROPOSED REGULATORY ACTION

The Conservancy proposes to amend § 25015.03
and adopt §§ 25019 to 25023.05 within Title 14, Di-
vision 10, Chapter 2 of the California Code of Regu-
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lations. The proposed regulations concern fixing and
collecting fees for the use of lands and facilities under
the Conservancy’s ownership or jurisdiction.

WRITTEN COMMENT PERIOD

Any person, or their authorized representative, may
submit written comments relevant to the proposed
regulatory action to the Conservancy. The written
comment period ends on October 7, 2026. The Con-
servancy will only consider written comments it re-
ceives by the end of the written comment period (in
addition to those written comments received at the
public hearing).

Written comments may be submitted by any of the
following methods:

1. By email to: info@sjrc.ca.gov Conservancy re-
quests, but does not require, that persons submit-
ting comments by email include “Comment —
Proposed Regulations on Fee Collection” in the
subject line to facilitate timely identification and
review of the comment.

2. By mail to:

San Joaquin River Conservancy
Attention: Regulations Comment
P.O. Box 28338

Fresno, CA 93729

Please note that under the California Public Records
Act (Gov. Code § 7920 et seq.), your comments, at-
tachments, and associated contact information be-
come part of the public record and can be released to
the public upon request.

PUBLIC HEARING

The Conservancy will hold a public hearing on the
proposed regulatory action on Wednesday, October
7, 2026, from 9:00 a.m. to 12:00 p.m.

The public hearing will be held at the following
location:

San Joaquin River Conservancy
10637 North Lanes Road
Fresno, CA 93730

Attendees may participate via the Teams webinar
platform or connect by phone. Instructions for how
to access the public hearing, including the specific
Teams link, can be found on the Conservancy’s web-
site at: https:/sjrc.ca.gov/calendar/.

During the public hearing, any person may present
comments orally or in writing relevant to the proposed
action described in this notice. The Conservancy may
impose reasonable limits of up to three (3) minutes on
oral presentations. The Conservancy requests, but does
not require, that persons who make oral comments at

the hearing also submit a written copy of their testi-
mony via email. All comments made during the virtu-
al public hearing will be collected and recorded.
Special Accommodation Notice

If any member of the public has a disability or lan-
guage needs and requires accommodation to partici-
pate in the public hearing, please contact the Conser-
vancy at info(@sjrc.ca.gov no later than five (5) work-
ing days prior to the public hearing.

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE

Public Resources Code sections 32529 and 32536
authorizes the Conservancy to adopt these proposed
regulations. The proposed regulations will implement,
interpret, and make specific the provisions of Public
Resources Code sections 32500 through 32538. Refer-
ences include Public Resources Code sections 32529
and 32536.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Summary of Existing Laws and Regulations:

Pursuant to Public Resources Code § 32510, the
Conservancy shall acquire and manage lands within
the San Joaquin River Parkway (Parkway) to provide
a harmonious combination of low—impact recreational
and educational uses and wildlife protection through
the preservation of the San Joaquin River, existing
publicly owned lands, the wildlife corridor, and nat-
ural reserves. The Conservancy is responsible for op-
eration and maintenance of the Parkway, including
closing its lands and facilities to the public when it
is unable to maintain it in a clean and safe manner
to adequately protect the wildlife and rights of adja-
cent property owners from the public. (Pub. Res. Code
§ 32511)

The Conservancy may adopt and enforce regula-
tions governing the use of parkway lands and activ-
ities within the parkway; the protection and manage-
ment of native riparian vegetation, wildlife, and other
natural resources on parkway lands; and the protec-
tion of archaeological sites. (Pub. Res. Code §§ 32527,
32529.) Public Resources Code § 32536 authorizes the
Conservancy to establish and collect public use fees
for lands it owns or manages, provided the fees do not
exceed the cost of the services provided. Fee revenue
is deposited into the San Joaquin River Conservancy
Fund in the State Treasury and, upon legislative ap-
propriation, is used to support the Conservancy’s pro-
grams and operations.

The Conservancy today owns and manages approx-
imately 2,600 acres of both publicly open and closed
properties along the San Joaquin River on both the
Fresno County and Madera County sides of the river.
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The Conservancy must operate and maintain all its fa-
cilities to ensure public safety and health.

Effect of the Proposed Regulations

The proposed regulations establish a fee collection
program for public use of San Joaquin River Conser-
vancy properties. The regulations authorize the Con-
servancy to collect cost—based fees for day use, annual
passes, special events, and other authorized activities.
Revenue generated from these fees will be deposited
into the San Joaquin River Conservancy Fund and,
upon appropriation by the Legislature, will be used to
support the operation, maintenance, stewardship, and
public access of Conservancy properties.

The proposed regulations will provide a dedicated
funding source to help maintain safe, clean, and acces-
sible public recreation areas, protect natural resources,
and enhance the Conservancy’s ability to manage its
lands for the benefit of the public.

Anticipated Benefits of Proposed Regulations

The proposed regulations will provide a sustainable
funding source to support the operation, maintenance,
and stewardship of the Conservancy properties. Reve-
nue generated through the fee collection program will
help maintain clean, safe, and accessible public recre-
ation areas; protect natural and cultural resources; and
improve the Conservancy’s ability to provide public
access to its lands.

The regulations will also support the opening and
continued operation of additional Conservancy prop-
erties for public use, enhance visitor services and rec-
reational opportunities, and help advance California’s
goals of expanding equitable access to outdoor recre-
ation and conserving natural lands, consistent with the
State’s 3030 Initiative.

Determination of Inconsistency/Incompatibility
with Existing State Regulations

The Conservancy has determined that the proposed
regulations are not inconsistent or incompatible with
existing state regulations. Following a review of ex-
isting California regulations, the Conservancy has
concluded that the proposed fee collection regulations
complement and implement the Conservancy’s statu-
tory authority and do not conflict with any existing
state regulatory requirements.

Forms Incorporated by Reference:
None.
Comparable Federal Regulations:

The Conservancy is not aware of any federal regula-
tions or statutes that address the specific subject mat-
ter addressed by the proposed regulations.

OTHER STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS

There are no other requirements prescribed by stat-
ute applicable to the Conservancy, or to the specific
regulations or class of regulations.

DISCLOSURES REGARDING
THE PROPOSED ACTION

Pursuant to Government Code § 11346.5(a)(5), (6),
(7), (8), and (12), the Conservancy has made the fol-
lowing initial determinations:

e Mandate on local agencies and school districts:
None.

Cost or savings to any other state agency: None.

Cost to any local agency or school district which
is required to be reimbursed: None.

e  Other nondiscretionary costs or savings imposed
on local agencies: None.

e Cost or savings in federal funding to the state:
None.

e Significant statewide adverse economic impact
directly affecting business, including the ability
of California businesses to compete with busi-
nesses in other States: None.

e Significant effect on housing costs: None.

COST IMPACTS ON REPRESENTATIVE
PERSONS OR BUSINESSES

The proposed regulations may result in costs to
members of the public that choose to use Conservancy
properties for recreational activities, special events, or
other authorized uses subject to a fee. Any fees estab-
lished by the Conservancy will be limited to the rea-
sonable cost of providing the associated service and
will support the operation, maintenance, stewardship,
and public access of Conservancy properties.

The proposed regulations are not expected to result
in significant adverse economic impacts on representa-
tive private persons or businesses. Participation in ac-
tivities subject to fees is voluntary, and users will have
the option to determine whether to utilize fee—based
services or activities provided by the Conservancy

RESULTS OF THE ECONOMIC
IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Government Code §11346.3 requires state agencies
to assess the potential economic impacts on California
businesses and individuals when proposing to adopt
or amend a regulation. The results from the economic
impact analysis:

e  Creation or Elimination of Jobs within the State
of California: The proposed regulations are
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not expected to impact jobs within the State of
California.

e  Creation or Elimination of Businesses within the
State of California: The proposed regulations are
not expected to impact businesses in the State of
California.

®  FExpansion of Businesses Currently Doing Busi-
ness within the State of California: The proposed
regulations are not expected to encourage or dis-
courage businesses from expanding their busi-
ness in the State of California.

®  Benefits of Regulations to Health and Welfare
of California Residents, Worker Safety, and the
State’s Environment. The proposed regulations
will provide a sustainable funding source to sup-
port the operation, maintenance, and stewardship
of Conservancy properties. Fee revenue will as-
sist the Conservancy in maintaining clean, safe,
and accessible public recreation areas, improv-
ing visitor facilities and services, and protecting
natural resources. The proposed regulations will
benefit the health and welfare of California resi-
dents by supporting increased opportunities for
outdoor recreation, public access to open space,
and connection with natural resources. The regu-
lations will also support worker safety by provid-
ing resources to maintain properties in a safe con-
dition, address maintenance needs, and improve
site management practices.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Conservancy must determine that no reason-
able alternative it considered or that has otherwise
been identified and brought to its attention would be
more effective in carrying out the purpose for which
the action is proposed, would be as effective and less
burdensome to affected private persons than the pro-
posed action, or would be more cost—effective to af-
fected private persons and equally effective in imple-
menting the statutory policy or other provision of law.

CONTACT PERSONS

Please direct inquiries concerning the proposed ac-
tion or regulatory process to:

San Joaquin River Conservancy
Attention: Regulation Comments
P.O. Box 28338

Fresno, CA 93729

Phone: (559) 287-2650

Email: info@sjrc.ca.gov

Primary Contact:

Rebecca Raus

Chief Administrative Officer
Phone: (559) 287-1574
Email: Rebecca.Raus(@sijrc.ca.gov

Secondary Contact:

Ashley Bybee

Analyst I1

Phone: (559) 287-7671

Email: Ashley.Bybee@sjrc.ca.gov

AVAILABILITY OF STATEMENT
OF REASONS, TEXT OF PROPOSED
REGULATIONS, AND RULEMAKING FILE

The Conservancy will have the entire rulemaking
file available for inspection and review on its web-
site. As of the date this Notice of Proposed Rulemak-
ing (Notice) is published in the Notice Register, the
rulemaking file consists of this Notice, the Text of Pro-
posed Regulations (the “express terms” of the regula-
tions), the Initial Statement of Reasons, and any infor-
mation upon which the proposed is based. A copy of
this notice, the proposed regulation text, and the Ini-
tial Statement of Reasons can be accessed through the
Conservancy’s website at: https://sjrc.ca.gov/. Please
refer to the contact information listed above to obtain
copies of these documents.

AVAILABILITY OF CHANGED
OR MODIFIED TEXT

After considering all timely and relevant comments
received during the written comment period, the Con-
servancy may adopt the proposed regulations substan-
tially as described in this notice or make modifications
based on the comments. If the Conservancy makes
modifications which differ, but are sufficiently related
to the originally proposed text, it will make the modi-
fied text (with the changes clearly indicated) available
to the public for at least 15 days before the Conservan-
cy adopts the regulations as revised. A copy of any
modified regulation may be obtained from the agency
by email request to info@sjrc.ca.gov or on the Conser-
vancy’s website at the URL provided above. The Con-
servancy will accept written comments on the mod-
ified regulations for 15 days after the date on which
they are made available.

AVAILABILITY OF THE FINAL
STATEMENT OF REASONS

Upon its completion, the Final Statement of Rea-
sons will be available on the Conservancy’s website
at https:/sjrc.ca.gov/ and may be requested from the
contact person named in this notice.
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AVAILABILITY OF DOCUMENTS
ON THE INTERNET

Copies of the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, the
express terms, the Initial Statement of Reasons, and
any information upon which the proposed rulemaking
is based are available on the Conservancy’s website at
https://sjrc.ca.gov/.

DECISION NOT TO PROCEED

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH CARE
ACCESS AND INFORMATION

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING
CONCERNING HOSPITAL FAIR PRICING
OMNIBUS CLEAN-UP

Pursuant to Government Code section 11347, the
Department of Health Care Access and Information
(Department) hereby gives notice that it has decided
not to proceed with the rulemaking action published in
the California Regulatory Notice Register on Septem-
ber 19, 2025, Register 2025, Number 38—Z. The pro-
posed rulemaking concerned the Hospital Fair Pricing
Omnibus Clean—Up (OAL Notice Z—2025-0908—-04).
The decision is based on the need to address procedur-
al issues with the original action, along with additional
changes that are not sufficiently related to the original
proposal. As such, the Department intends to submit a
new Notice with updated actions promptly.

Any interested person with questions concerning
this rulemaking should contact the Department at
HFBP@hcaica.gov.

The Department will also post this No-
tice of Decision Not to Proceed on its website at
hcai.ca.gov/about/laws—regulations/.

RULEMAKING
PETITION DECISION

DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION

DECISION ON PETITION CONCERNING
REPLACEMENT OF SUBSECTIONS

Petitioner
Benjamin Shumate #CB—-0420

Department Contact Person

Please direct any inquiries regarding this action to
Ying Sun, Associate Director, Regulation and Poli-
cy Management Branch, Department of Corrections
and Rehabilitation, P.O. Box 942883, Sacramento, CA
94283-0001.

Availability of Petition

The petition to amend regulations is available upon
request directed to the Department’s contact person.
Authority

Penal Code Sections: 5054 and 5058
Provisions of California Code of Regulations
Affected:

Title 15, Crime Prevention and Corrections

Division 3, Adult Institutions, Programs and Parole
Summary of Petition and Department Decision:
Subsection 3078.3

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-
hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.

Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programing opportunities.

Department’s Response: Mr. Shumate’s request is
denied. California Code of Regulations (CCR) Title
15 subsection 3078.3, Alternative Custody Program,
Male Community Reentry Program, and Female
Community Reentry Program Exclusionary Criteria,
notes that “Current or prior conviction for an offense
that requires the person to register as a sex offender
as provided in Chapter 5.5 (commencing with Section
290) of Title 9 of Part 1 of the Penal Code” is an exclu-
sionary criterion for placement into alternative custo-
dy programs. CDCR’s mission is to protect the public
by safely and securely supervising incarcerated per-
sons, to provide effective rehabilitation and treatment,
and to successfully reintegrate incarcerated persons
into the community. CDCR notes that this exclusion-
ary criteria for those incarcerated persons required to
register under Penal Code (PC) 290 is established to
ensure public safety within a community setting. Al-
ternative custody programs are located within com-
munity settings and as such, the housing of those in-
carcerated persons required to register under PC 290
requires a level of supervision and housing which can-
not be met within the confines of alternative custody
facilities.

Subsection 3079.1

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-
hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.
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Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programming opportunities.

Department’s Response: Mr. Shumate’s request is
denied. Pursuant to CCR subsection 3079.1. Postre-
lease Community Supervision Exclusionary Criteria
states that “An incarcerated person who is determined
by the California Department of Corrections and Re-
habilitation to be a High—Risk Sex Offender, as de-
fined in section 3582” is excluded from Postrelease
Community Supervision. CCR section 3582 states
that “Supervised persons who are required to register
as sex offenders pursuant to PC sections 290 through
290.023, inclusive, and who have been designated as
HRSO by the Department, are subject to residence re-
strictions as specified in this section and as defined in
section 3571.” Once designated as a High—Risk Sex
Offender CCR is required by PC 290 to implement res-
idence restrictions and the supervision of said incar-
cerated person. Those incarcerated persons who are
not designated as “High Risk” are eligible for Postre-
lease Community Supervision.

Subsection 3375.2

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-
hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.

Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programing opportunities.

Department’s Response: Mr. Shumate’s request is
denied. CCR subsection 3375.2, Administrative Deter-
minants states “An incarcerated person with a histo-
ry of sex crimes designated in section 3377.1(b) shall
not be housed in a Level I facility and shall not be as-
signed outside the security perimeter.”” CDCR’s mis-
sion is to protect the public by safely and securely su-
pervising incarcerated persons, to provide effective
rehabilitation and treatment, and to successfully rein-
tegrate incarcerated persons into the community. In
doing so, CDCR has determined that to house those
incarcerated persons, as designated in CCR section
3377.1(b), would pose a risk to public and institution-
al safety if housed in a Level I facility or outside the
security perimeter. Level I facilities have staff and se-
curity measures appropriate for the type of incarcerat-
ed person housed within these facilities, which would
prevent incarcerated persons requiring a higher level
of supervision from being housed in those facilities.
Subsection 3377.1

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-

hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.

Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programing opportunities.

Department’s Decision: Mr. Shumate’s request is
denied. CCR subsection 3377.1, Incarcerated Person
Custody Designations states “An “R” suffix shall be
affixed to an incarcerated person’s custody designa-
tion to ensure the safety of incarcerated persons, cor-
rectional personnel, and the general public by identi-
fying incarcerated persons who have a history of spe-
cific sex offenses as outlined in Penal Code (PC) Sec-
tion 290.” CDCR’s mission is to protect the public by
safely and securely supervising incarcerated persons,
to provide effective rehabilitation and treatment, and
to successfully reintegrate incarcerated persons into
the community. In doing so, CDCR has determined
that those incarcerated persons with a history of sex
offenses as outlined in PC section 290 pose a risk to
public safety and require additional supervision. As
such, CDCR utilizes the “R” suffix as an identifier for
staff when making decisions concerning placement
and programing for those incarcerated persons. This
ensures that those incarcerated persons who meet this
criterion are properly identified within CDCR.

Subsection 3177

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-
hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.

Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programing opportunities.

Department’s Decision: Mr. Shumate’s request is
denied. CCR subsection 3177, Family Visiting (Over-
night) states “Family visits shall not be permitted for
incarcerated persons convicted of a violent offense
where the victim is a minor or family member or any
sex offense.” CDCR’s mission is to protect the public
by safely and securely supervising adult incarcerated
persons, to provide effective rehabilitation and treat-
ment, and to successfully reintegrate incarcerated per-
sons into the community. CDCR recognizes the value
of visitation as a means to improve the safety of pris-
ons, as well as to establish and maintain meaningful
connections with family and the community; howev-
er, family visits are a privilege granted to incarcerated
persons, and not a right. Family visits are a creation of
CDCR regulations under the general authority of PC
Sections 5054 and 5058, not of any statute, and may
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be restricted or eliminated by amendment or repeal of
those regulations.

Family visits occur in designated private units on
prison grounds. As such, incarcerated persons and
their overnight visitors are not subject to constant
and direct supervision by custody staff. Because fam-
ily visits are not constantly and directly supervised,
staff’s supervision of incarcerated persons with vio-
lent and serious offenses, prior arrests or convictions,
or in—custody misconduct documented in Rules Vio-
lation Reports would be limited and pose a risk to the
safety and security of the institutions. In general, such
incarcerated persons require a higher degree of direct
supervision while incarcerated persons with less seri-
ous histories of criminal offenses and in—custody mis-
conduct require a lesser degree of direct supervision.

The intent of the visiting policy is to establish a
visiting process which promotes safety in the prison,
maintains meaningful family and community connec-
tions, and prepares incarcerated persons for successful
release and rehabilitation. CCR subsection 3177(b)(1)
is intended to prohibit family visiting for incarcerated
persons convicted of sexual offenses, spousal abuse,
sexual abuse, and sexual battery. CDCR is responsi-
ble for the safety of visitors and given that family vis-
iting takes place in an area without the constant and
direct supervision of custody staff, it is of the utmost
importance that CDCR only approve family visits for
incarcerated persons with no history of such offenses.
Family visits can be prohibited in order to maintain
the safety and security of the institutions when con-
duct detailed in CCR Section 3177(b)(1) is determined
to exist even though there is no criminal conviction.
Subsections 3504, 3505, 3504.1, 3561

Petitioner’s Request: Replace any subsections or
sentences in the section which exclude, deny or pro-
hibit, or add extra restrictions on sex offenders as a
class.

Reason for Request: Petitioner states that sex of-
fenders should be divided into three separate classi-
fications (dependent on the nature of the offense) and
dependent upon the conviction be entitled to enhanced
credit earning and programing opportunities.
Department’s Decision:

As it relates to parole conditions, the Department is
required to consider prior sex offenses when an indi-
vidual is on parole. These are not discretionary deci-
sions by the Department as the requirement to utilize
a GPS device for sex offenders applies to persons who
are on parole and required to register pursuant to PC
290. The PC does not consider when the commitment
offense was, it only considers whether the person is
required to register. PC also drives the requirement to
attend sex offender treatment while on parole. Rele-
vant PC would be PC 3010.10, PC 3003(g), and PC
3008.

SUSPENSION OF ACTION
REGARDING UNDERGROUND
REGULATIONS

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW

(PURSUANT TO TITLE 1,
SECTION 280, OF THE CALIFORNIA
CODE OF REGULATIONS)

On June 10, 2026, the Office of Administrative Law
(OAL) received a petition challenging as an under-
ground regulation a requirement to purchase a $5 cer-
tified copy of the filed document when filing an up-
dated corporation statement of information pursuant
to Corporations Code section 6210, subsection (d),
via the California Secretary of State’s bizfileOnline
portal.

On August 7, 2026, the California Secretary of State
certified to OAL that it will not issue, use, enforce,
or attempt to enforce the challenged rule. Therefore,
pursuant to title 1, section 280 of the California Code
of Regulations, OAL must suspend all action on this
petition.

SUMMARY OF
REGULATORY ACTIONS

REGULATIONS FILED WITH THE
SECRETARY OF STATE

This Summary of Regulatory Actions lists regula-
tions filed with the Secretary of State on the dates in-
dicated. Copies of the regulations may be obtained by
contacting the agency or from the Secretary of State,
Archives, 1020 O Street, Sacramento, CA 95814,
(916) 653—7715. Please have the agency name and the
date filed (see below) when making a request.

Department of Insurance

File # 2026—0701-06

Workers’ Compensation Insurance Classification and
Rating Rules

This file and print action by the Department of In-
surance (“Department”) amends the California Work-
ers’ Compensation Uniform Statistical Reporting Plan
— 1995, the California Workers’ Compensation Ex-
perience Rating Plan — 1995, and the Miscellaneous
Regulations for the Recording and Reporting of Data.
These publications are incorporated by reference in
sections 2318.6, 2353.1, and 2354, respectively, of ti-
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tle 10 of the California Code of Regulations (“CCR”).
These amendments are exempt from the Administra-
tive Procedure Act (“APA”) under the “rates” exemp-
tion of Government Code section 11340.9(g) and are
effective September 1, 2026.

Title 10
Amend: 2318.6, 2353.1, 2354
Filed 08/07/2026
Effective 09/01/2026
Agency Contact:
Yvonne Hauscarriague (415) 258—-4417
Department of Public Health
File # 2026—0701-04
CDPH Recommendations: Immunization and Preven-
tative Care

This file and print action pursuant to Health and
Safety Code section 120164 by the California Depart-
ment of Public Health (CDPH) updates the baseline
immunization recommendations and adopts preventa-
tive services recommendations. This action is exempt
from the Administrative Procedures Act pursuant to
Health and Safety Code section 120164.

Title 17

Adopt: 7101

Amend: 7100

Filed 08/11/2026

Effective 08/11/2026

Agency Contact:
Jasmine Fullwood (279) 217-0681

Department of Public Health

File # 2026—0713—-05

Conflict—of—Interest Code

This is a Conflict—of—Interest code that has been ap-
proved by the Fair Political Commission and is being
submitted for filing with the Secretary of State and
printing only.

Title 22

Amend: 20100.5
Filed 08/06/2026
Effective 09/05/2026
Agency Contact:

Hannah Strom—Martin (916) 440-7371
Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery
File # 2026—0701-03
Pipeline Biomethane

In this action pursuant to California Code of Regula-
tions, title 1, section 100, the Department of Resources
Recycling and Recovery adds pipeline biomethane to
the list of recovered organic waste products that juris-
dictions may procure to comply with article 12, chap-

ter 12, division 7 of title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations.

Title 14

Amend: 18993.1

Filed 08/07/2026

Agency Contact:
Kamyab Mashian (916) 319-7576

Acupuncture Board
File # 2026—0625-01
Standards of Practice for Telehealth Services

This action by the Acupuncture Board further imple-
ments Business and Professions Code section 2290.5
to establish requirements and standards of practice for
the delivery of acupuncture services via telehealth.

Title 16

Adopt: 1399.452.1

Filed 08/06/2026

Effective 10/01/2026

Agency Contact:
Kristine Brothers (916) 471-0735

Air Resources Board
File # 2026—0703—-02
2025 State Area Designations

In this rulemaking action, the Air Resources Board
is amending Area Designations for Ozone, Suspended
Particulate Matter, and Fine Particulate Matter.

Title 17
Amend: 60201, 60205, 60210
Filed 08/12/2026
Effective 10/01/2026
Agency Contact:
Roberta “Bobbi” Ruch (279) 208-7881

Board of Forestry and Fire Protection
File # 2026—0703-03

Timeline Amendments for Less Than 3—Acre
Conversion Exemptions

This rulemaking action by the Board of Forestry
and Fire Protection (“Board”) amends Timber Oper-
ations conducted pursuant to section 1104.1(a) of title
14 of the California Code of Regulations. Specifically,
the amendments would require surface fuels resulting
from Timber Operations to be chipped, piled and bur-
ied, or removed from the site within one year from
the date of acceptance by the Director of the Depart-
ment of Forestry and Fire Protection (“CalFire”), as
opposed to within 45 days from the start of operations
as currently required.
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Title 14

Amend: 1104.1

Filed 08/05/2026

Effective 01/01/2027

Agency Contact:
Jane Van Susteren (916) 619-9795

California Correctional Training and Rehabilitation
Authority

File # 2026—0630—-03
Employee Conduct

This rulemaking action by the California Correc-
tional Training and Rehabilitation Authority (Authori-
ty) a amends regulations governing the conduct of em-
ployees of the Authority.

Title 15

Amend: 8104

Filed 08/11/2026

Effective 10/01/2026

Agency Contact:
Kelly Mortenson (916) 413-1140

California Correctional Training and Rehabilitation
Board

File # 2026—0630—04
Employee Conduct

This rulemaking action by the California Correc-
tional Training and Rehabilitation Board (Board)
adopts regulations governing the conduct of employ-
ees of the Board.

Title 15

Adopt: 8904

Filed 08/11/2026

Effective 10/01/2026

Agency Contact:
Kelly Mortenson (916) 413-1140

California Health Benefit Exchange
File # 2026—0703—01

Enrollment Assistance and Certified Application
Counselor Regulations

In this regular rulemaking action, the California
Health Benefit Exchange aligns its Enrollment Assis-
tance and Certified Application Counselor regulations
with federal law as it applies to tribes acting as enroll-
ment entities.

Title 10

Amend: 6664, 6864
Filed 08/10/2026
Effective 08/10/2026
Agency Contact:

Jameson Mitchell (916) 9543372

California School Finance Authority
File # 2026—0625-02
Charter School Facility Grant Program

In this regular rulemaking action, the California
School Finance Authority amends its Charter School
Facility Grant Program regulations regarding conflicts
of interest.

Title 04

Amend: 10170.2, 10170.5, 10170.6, 10170.14
Filed 08/05/2026

Effective 08/05/2026

Agency Contact: Ryan Storey (213) 620-6360

Department of Health Care Access and Information
File # 2026—0701-01
Extending Due Date for SNF ACFRs

In this regular rulemaking action, the Department
of Health Care Access and Information amends its
Skilled Nursing Facility (SNF) regulations to extend
the date for submission of Annual Consolidated Fi-
nancial Reports (ACFRs) to the Department.

Title 22

Amend: 97046.4
Filed 08/12/2026
Effective 10/01/2026

Agency Contact: Lexie Bloyd (916) 3263833

Department of Justice
File # 2026—0707—01

Ammunition Vendor License Applications

This rulemaking action by the Department of Jus-
tice requires ammunition vendor applicants to provide
a copy of a valid seller’s permit issued by the Califor-
nia Department of Tax and Fee Administration and a
valid certificate of registration issued pursuant to Rev-
enue and Taxation Code section 36036 in order to ob-
tain an ammunition vendor license, consistent with
Penal Code section 30395. This action also amends
initial and renewal ammunition vendor license appli-
cation forms to require documentation of whether a
prospective ammunition vendor’s physical location is
a business or residence.

Title 11

Amend: 4260

Filed 08/10/2026
Effective 10/01/2026
Agency Contact:

Marlon Martinez (213) 269-6437
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Commission on Peace Officer Standards and Training
File # 2026—0630—-01

Amend Commission Regulation 1006

This rulemaking action by the Commission on
Peace Officer Standards and Training adds course pre-
senters to the list of entities who may submit evidence
to the Commission that a trainee, peace officer train-
ee, peace officer, reserve peace officer, or dispatcher is
unable to complete a required training course within
the prescribed time limit, for purposes of obtaining
a Commission—granted extension of time to complete
the training course.

Title 11

Amend: 1006

Filed 08/07/2026
Effective 08/07/2026

Agency Contact: Brad NewMyer (916) 227-3893

Department of Insurance
File # 2026—0701-05

Intervenor and Administrative Hearings Bureau
Fairness and Accountability

In this rulemaking action, the Department of Insur-
ance is adopting, amending, and repealing regulations
pertaining to proceedings conducted pursuant to Arti-
cle 10 of Chapter 9 of Part 2 of Division 1 of the Insur-
ance Code, including the process by which a person
initiates or intervenes in these proceedings.

Title 10

Adopt: 2649.2, 2654.3, 2661.5

Amend: 2646.2, 2651.1, 2652.8, 2652.9, 2653.1,
2653.4, 2653.5, 2656.1, 2656.2, 2661.1, 2661.3,
2661.4, 2662.1, 2662.2, 2662.3, 2662.5, 2662.6,
2662.7

Repeal: 2662.4

Filed 08/11/2026

Effective 08/11/2026

Agency Contact:

Lisbeth Landsman—Smith (916) 492-3561

Department of Social Services
File # 2026—0707—-03

CalWORKs Housing Support Program

This rulemaking action, by the Department of So-
cial Services, adopts regulations in the Manual of
Policies and Procedures implementing the Bringing
Families Home program, Housing and Disability Ad-
vocacy Program, and California Work Opportunity
and Responsibility to Kids Housing Support Program.

Title MPP

Adopt: 60—100, 60-101, 60-102, 60—103, 60—104,
60-105, 60-106, 60-107, 60-108, 60-109, 60-200,
60-201, 60202, 60-203, 60-204, 60205, 60—
206, 60-300, 60-301, 60-302, 60-303, 60-304,
60-305, 60—-400, 60—401, 60—402, 60—403

Filed 08/12/2026

Effective 10/01/2026

Agency Contact: Tyler Penn (916) 204-0337

PRIOR REGULATORY
DECISIONS AND CCR
CHANGES FILED WITH THE
SECRETARY OF STATE

A quarterly index of regulatory decisions by the Of-
fice of Administrative Law (OAL) is provided in the
California Regulatory Notice Register in the volume
published by the second Friday in January, April, July,
and October following the end of the preceding quar-
ter. For additional information on actions taken by
OAL, please visit oal.ca.gov.
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