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SWRCB AB 1641 April 30, 1987

BILL SUMMARY

This bill, sponsored by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), makes
Changes to the prosecution of illegal-diversions and uses of water.

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS —

We are neutral on this bill as it has no fiscal impact on State or local
assistance costs, and may actually increase revenue to the General Fund,
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ANALYSTS
A. Specific Findings

Under existing law, the diversion or use of water except as authorized
under permit or license conditions is a trespass. This bill would require
the Attorney General, upon request of the SWRCB, to bring action in the
case of diversion or use that occurred, is occurring or is threatened to
occur. It would also permit any person committing such a trespass to be
held 1iable in superior court for a sum not to exceed $500 a day. The
penalty would be allowed to vary for all relevant circumstances, which is
an attempt to allow the extent of harm to relate to the penalty.,

This provision is identical to one that also appears in AB 1641; however,
AB 1641 amends an additional section of law to increase an existing

penalty for violation of final cease and desist orders from $500 to $1,000
per day of violation. :
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B. Fiscal Analysis

e

The SWRCB indicates that this bill would have no impact on {its
as it currently performs the investigations. It adds legisl
authority to impose a penalty, which would offset costs borne
General Fund in investigating and prosecuting such cases.” Like
should be no fiscal impact on the Attorney General's office, as'
currently prosecutes these cases at SWRCB's request.

Proceeds from the new $500 penalty would bé transferred to the
Fund. SWRCB has not estimated the potential revenue from this r

penalty. The imposition of a penalty may act as a deterrent, thereby
resulting in 1ittle or no General Fund revenue. .

HW:0595h/3

BBID Exh. 381





