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subvention of funds, except under certain circumstances. (Cal. Const. Art. XllI, Sec. 6,
Govt. Code, § 17514). The California Supreme Court has held that the constitutional
provision applies to “programs that carry out the governmental function of providing
services to the public, or laws which, to implement a state policy, impose unique
requirements on local governments and do not apply generally to all residents and
entities in the state.” (County of Los Angeles v. State of California (1987) 43 Cal.3d 46,
56.)

The bar against state mandates was intended to require reimbursement for the costs
involved in carrying out functions peculiar to government, not for expenses incurred by
local agencies as an incidental impact of laws that apply generally to all state residents
and entities. In addition, Government Code 17556 (d) states that the Commission on
State Mandates cannot find that a mandate has been imposed if the Commission finds
that the local agency or school district has the authority to levy service charges, fees, or
assessments sufficient to pay for the mandated program or increased level of

service. This applies regardless of whether the local agency or district has enacted or
adopted such fees or assessments.

Section B. Fiscal Effect on State Government
Question 1. Additional expenditures are estimated to be approximately $100,000 to
develop the online application interface in the current State Fiscal Year.

Question 1(a). The proposed regulation will result in a decrease or increase in
compliance costs for state agencies that require scientific collecting permits for state
government projects. Box (a) is checked to indicate that the increased fees are
expected to be “absorbed within their existing budgets and resources.”

Question 4. Other. The proposed changes to scientific collecting permits structure and
fees are set to recover program costs. The Department of Fish and Wildlife anticipates
an increase in its revenue to fully recover the reasonable administration and issuance
costs of Scientific Collecting Permits as shown below in Table 1. CDFW Annual SCP
Program Revenue Projection. More detail can be found in Table 3, (p. 5) and in
Attachments 2, 3, and 4 (pgs. 16-19) of the attached, “Scientific Collecting Permits
Staffing Fiscal Analysis, December 2016 (revised June 2017)."

Table 1. CDFW Annual SCP Program Revenue Projection

Fiscal-Year 2013/2044 204415 2015486 204647 201748
Balance $——(218,620)| $ —(218,620)| $ (623 31| $— (658914 §—— (20
License Year 2013 2014 2015 2016 20172 2018°
Revenues $ 236,400 | $ 382,672 | $ 231,684 | $ 211,314 | $ 262,757 | $ 633,481
Expenditures $ 601,292 | $ 601,292 | $ 755203 | 759,350 | $ 759,350 | $ 633,804
Balance $ (364,892)| $ (218,620)| $ (523,519)| $ (548,036)| $ (496,593)| $ (323)

2 Projected fromlicense data available through May 2017, from LRB Special Licenses & Permits, License Statistics
https://w w w .w ildlife.ca.gov/Licensing/Statistics

b Projected from SCP Fiscal Analysis, revised June 2017






