
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SB 1190 HAS NO FISCAL IMPACT – VOTE AYE 
Banning one-sided “ex parte” communications with Coastal 
Commissioners will not impose new costs – no facts have 
been presented to support this claim.  
 
CLAIM: The Resources Agency asserts that if SB 1190 took effect then each public 
member Coastal Commissioner would need a full-time paid advisor who could act as their 
personal staff and who would be exempt from ex parte communication rules. 
 

REALITY: This claim is patently false. Any staffer engaging in an ex parte 
communication on behalf of a Commissioner is unquestionably subject to 
disclosure rules. No court would accept this blatant effort to get around the ex 
parte rules.  
 
CLAIM: Removal of ex parte communications limits the access to the Commission by 
members of the public who can't afford to travel to remote coastal locations for public 
hearings. 
 

REALITY: This claim is false. The Coastal Commission is the only 
administrative agency that allows ex partes for quasi-judicial matters. In 
2015, 81% of all reported ex parte communications were with developers and 
their agents. Without one-sided ex parte communications, the public’s voice is 
on equal footing and the playing field is level, fair and transparent. The public 
can write letters to the Commission, can call Commission staff at any time 
with concerns and information about a project, and can participate in a 
hearing via teleconference.  
 
CLAIM: Removal of ex parte communications creates the need for 6 new full-time paid 
advisors costing $900,000 annually to assist the public member Commissioners who do 
not have time to read the information and staff reports produced by Commission staff. 
 

REALITY: 1) There is no factual basis for this claim. No other state agency with 
voluntary, part-time commissioners has any paid advisors.  



2) If Commissioners are not spending countless hours holding ex parte 
meetings with developers and their agents, then they will have time to read 
the staff reports and review the materials. 
3) If a Commissioner does not feel that they can meet their duties to review 
the materials in the record and make an objective determination, then they 
should not serve as a Coastal Commissioner. 
 
CLAIM: Removal of ex parte communications cedes decision-making authority to the 
Commission staff. 
 

REALITY: This claim is false. Commissioners have been and will remain the 
ultimate decision-makers under SB 1190. The staff prepares the technical, 
scientific and objective analyses based on precedent and the Coastal Act. At 
a hearing, Commissioners have the ability and authority to call up any witness 
to the microphone for additional questions, clarification, and information. 
Ceasing ex partes in no way results in the staff becoming decision-makers. 
 
 
REFORM IS NEEDED: 
 

Ø 4 lawsuits against the Commission challenging biased project 
approvals due to inappropriate ex parte meetings has already 
cost hundreds of thousands $$$ in litigation expenses. The 
Approps analysis conveniently omitted these important facts. 

Ø 4 current Coastal Commissioners have declined to accept ex 
parte meetings and none have requested new paid advisors. 

Ø According to the California Research Bureau, there is not a 
single agency within all of California that has a part-time, 
volunteer commission with paid advisors. 

Ø In 1992 and 2004, the Legislature advanced bills equivalent to 
SB 1190 and neither house found new costs. In evaluating SB 
1190, neither the Commission nor the Senate Appropriations 
committee found any basis for additional costs. 

Ø August 1st Los Angeles Times article: “I have never learned 
anything in an ex parte communication that I didn’t learn 
through staff reports and the public hearing,” said Coastal 
Commissioner Mary Shallenberger, who has served on the 
commission for more than a decade. 

 


