From: Chung Hagen, Sheila (BOS)

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS)
Cc: Ronen, Hillary (BOS); Peskin, Aaron (BOS); Angulo, Sunny (BOS)
Subject: RE: Introduction: Resolution Supporting SB 925
Date: Tuesday, June 4, 2024 3:01:46 PM
Attachments: SB925.pdf
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Hi Lisa,

e acopy of SB 925 — See attached

e confirm that organizations such as the California State Association of Counties and
League of California Cities have not taken a position on these bills. If they have, please
provide a copy of their statement for completeness of the file — Confirming they have
not taken positions

e since the item is requested to be placed on the For Adoption Without Committee
Reference of the agenda, pursuant to Board Rule 2.1.2, please confirm that these
matters are routine, not contentious in nature, and of no special interest — Confirming
these matters are routine, not contentious in nature, and of no special interest

Thank you,
Sheila

Sheila Chung Hagen
Legislative Aide | District 9
Supervisor Hillary Ronen
Pronouns: She/Her/Ella
Website

From: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation @sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2024 2:49 PM

To: Chung Hagen, Sheila (BOS) <sheila.chung.hagen@sfgov.org>; BOS Legislation, (BOS)
<bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Cc: Ronen, Hillary (BOS) <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>;
Angulo, Sunny (BOS) <sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>

Subject: RE: Introduction: Resolution Supporting SB 925

Hi Sheila,

Thank you for the legislation submission. Pursuant to Board Rule 2.8.2, please provide the
following to complete this submission:

e acopy of SB 925
e confirm that organizations such as the California State Association of Counties and
League of California Cities have not taken a position on these bills. If they have, please
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AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JUNE 3, 2024
AMENDED IN SENATE MARCH 20, 2024

SENATE BILL No. 925

Introduced by Senator Wiener

January 11, 2024

An act to amend-Sectien-9146-of the- Government-Code+elatingto
- Section 51037 of the Government Code, and to add

Section 496f to the Penal Code, relating to crimes.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SB 925, as amended, Wiener.
aetron-City and County of San Francisco: merchandising sales.
Under existing law, knowingly buying or receiving stolen property
or property that has been obtained in any manner constituting theft or
extortion, as specified, is punishable as either a misdemeanor or a
felony if the value of the property exceeds $950. Existing law authorizes
a local authority to, by ordinance or resolution, adopt requirements
regulating the time, place, and manner of sidewalk vending if the
requirements are directly related to objective health, safety, or welfare
concerns. Existing law prohibits a local authority from regulating
sidewalk vendors, except in accordance with certain provisions.

This bill would authorize the City and County of San Francisco to
adopt an ordinance prohibiting the sale of specified merchandise on
public property without a permit, if the ordinance includes specified
written findings, including, among other things, that there has been a
significant pattern of merchandise being the subject of retail theft and
then appearing for sale on public property within the City and County
of San Francisco. The bill would require an ordinance adopted by the
City and County of San Francisco to, among other things, identify a
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local permitting agency that is responsible for administering a permit
system. The bill would authorize the ordinance to provide that selling
merchandise without a permit is punishable as an infraction, and that
subsequent violations after 2 prior convictions is an infraction or a
misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment in the county jail not
exceeding 6 months. By creating a new crime, the bill would impose a
state-mandated local program.

This bill would make legislative findings and declarations as to the
necessity of a special statute for the City and County of San Francisco.

The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state.
Satutory provisions establish procedures for making that
rei mbur sement.

Thisbill would provide that no reimbursement isrequired by this act

’ . . . . . .
Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: ne-yes.
State-mandated local program: ne-yes.

The people of the Sate of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 51037 of the Government Code is
amended to read:

51037. () A loca authority shall not regulate sdewalk vendors
except in accordance with Sections 51038 and 51039.

(b) Nething+athts This chapter shall not be construed to affect
the applicability of Part 7 (commencing with Section 113700) of

OO WNPE
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Division 104 of the Health and Safety Code to a sidewalk vendor
who sells food.

(c) NethingtnathisThischapter shall not be construed to require
a local authority to adopt a new program to regulate sidewalk
vendors if the local authority has established an existing program
that substantially complies with the requirements in this chapter.

(d) Thischapter shall not be construed to affect the applicability
of state or local laws that prohibit the purchase or sale of stolen
property, including, but not limited to, Section 496 or 496f of the
Penal Code.

SEC. 2. Section 496f is added to the Penal Code, to read:

496f. (a) The City and County of San Francisco may adopt an
ordinance requiring a permit for the sale, on public property,
including public streets or sidewalks, of merchandise that the City
and County of San Francisco has determined is a common target
of retail theft. If the city and county passes such an ordinance, the
ordinance shall include all of the following written findings:

(1) That there has been a significant pattern of merchandise
being the subject of retail theft and then appearing for sale on
public property within the City and County of San Francisco.

(2) That requiring a permit to sell will further the objective of
preventing retail theft.

(3) That there are reasonable permit requirements to enable
the lawful sale of merchandise and to safeguard civil rights.

(b) An ordinance adopted pursuant to this section may remain
in effect for up to three years, subject to annual renewal of the
written findings.

(©) (1) An ordinance adopted pursuant to this section shall
identify alocal permitting agency, separate fromthe San Francisco
Police Department, that shall be responsible for administering a
permit system.

(2) The permitting agency shall adopt rules and procedures for
administering the permit system.

(3) The permitting agency shall issue permits to persons who
are able to demonstrate that they obtained the merchandise
lawfully and not through theft or extortion.

(d) Anordinance may provide that selling merchandise without
a permit is punishable as an infraction, and that subsequent
violations after two prior convictions are infractions or
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misdemeanors punishable by imprisonment in the county jail not
exceeding six months.

(e) Nothing in this section shall be construed to affect the
applicability of other state or local laws, including, but not limited
to, Section 496.

SEC. 3. Thelegidaturefindsand declaresthat a special statute
isnecessary and that a general statute cannot be made applicable
within the meaning of Section 16 of Article IV of the California
Constitution because of the need to address the issues relative to
fencing and retail theft operations in the City and County of San
Francisco.

SEC. 4. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to
Section 6 of Article XIl1 B of the California Constitution because
the only costs that may be incurred by a local agency or school
district will be incurred because this act creates a new crime or
infraction, eliminatesa crimeor infraction, or changesthe penalty
for a crime or infraction, within the meaning of Section 17556 of
the Government Code, or changes the definition of a crimewithin
the meaning of Section 6 of Article XlIlI B of the California
Constitution.

97





OCO~NOUITPA,WNE

97






ol




provide a copy of their statement for completeness of the file

e since the item is requested to be placed on the For Adoption Without Committee
Reference of the agenda, pursuant to Board Rule 2.1.2, please confirm that these
matters are routine, not contentious in nature, and of no special interest

Best,

Lisa Lew

San Francisco Board of Supervisors

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA 94102

T 415-554-7718 | F 415-554-5163
lisa.lew@sfgov.org | www.sfbos.org

(VIRTUAL APPOINTMENTS) To schedule a “virtual” meeting with me (on Microsoft Teams), please ask and | can answer your
guestions in real time.

@5 Click here to complete a Board of Supervisors Customer Service Satisfaction form
The Legislative Research Center provides 24-hour access to Board of Supervisors legislation, and archived matters since August 1998.

Disclosures: Personal information that is provided in communications to the Board of Supervisors is subject to disclosure under the
California Public Records Act and the San Francisco Sunshine Ordinance. Personal information provided will not be redacted. Members of
the public are not required to provide personal identifying information when they communicate with the Board of Supervisors and its
committees. All written or oral communications that members of the public submit to the Clerk's Office regarding pending legislation or
hearings will be made available to all members of the public for inspection and copying. The Clerk's Office does not redact any information
from these submissions. This means that personal information—including names, phone numbers, addresses and similar information that
a member of the public elects to submit to the Board and its committees—may appear on the Board of Supervisors' website or in other
public documents that members of the public may inspect or copy.

From: Chung Hagen, Sheila (BOS) <sheila.chung.hagen@sfgov.org>

Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2024 2:40 PM

To: BOS Legislation, (BOS) <bos.legislation@sfgov.org>

Cc: Ronen, Hillary (BOS) <hillary.ronen@sfgov.org>; Peskin, Aaron (BOS) <aaron.peskin@sfgov.org>;
Angulo, Sunny (BOS) <sunny.angulo@sfgov.org>

Subject: Introduction: Resolution Supporting SB 925

Attached is an introduction form and resolution supporting CA Senate Bill 925 sponsored by
Supervisors Ronen and Peskin.

If you have any questions, please feel free to reach out.

Thank you,
Sheila

Sheila Chung Hagen
Legislative Aide | District 9

Supervisor Hillary Ronen
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