
 
 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS AGENDA 
APRIL 12, 2018 |7PM  

SUNNYVALE CITY HALL | WEST CONFERENCE ROOM  
456 WEST OLIVE AVENUE | SUNNYVALE, CA 

 
 

1. Call to order & roll call         7:00 PM  
  

2. Consent Agenda- recommendation to approve the following: 7:05 PM 
a. Minutes of the March 2018 meeting  b.  
c. Approve the acquisition of D&O Insurance & Fictitious Business Name d.  

  
3. Committee Reports:   

a. Ad Hoc Committee to form Santa Clara/Santa Cruz Community/ 
Roundtable (Action) 

7:10 PM 

b. Firearm Safety 7:40 PM 
i. City, County, State Regulation  
ii. Gifford Law Center (information) iii.  
iv. Museum of Quilts & Textiles upcoming exhibition and program: 

Guns: Loaded Conversations along with a unique quilt themed 
gun buy-back program (informational) by Jane LeFevre & Nancy 
Bavor, San Jose Quilt & Textile Museum 

7:50 PM 

c. Measure A Report – Ky Le, Santa Clara County (informational) 
 

8:15 PM 

4. Updates from Cities Association Appointees (informational) 8:25 PM 
a. Silicon Valley Regional Interoperability Authority (SVRIA) b.  
c. Santa Clara County Emergency Operational Area Council (OAC) d.  

  
5. Legislative Action Committee Report (action on LAC meeting actions) 

 
6. City Manager’s Report        

  

8:45 PM 
 
8:50 PM 

7. Executive Director Report       
General Membership Meeting – May 10th 
Residence Inn by Marriott | Cupertino  
6-9PM    
 

8:50 PM 

8. Public Comment       
  

8:55 PM 

  
9. Adjournment        

  
9:00 PM 

 



 
Board of Directors Meeting – Agenda Report   

 
 
Meeting Date:   April 12, 2018 

 
Subject:     
 

2a March meeting minutes  
2b Approve the acquisition of D & O Insurance & Fictitious Business 
Name   
 

Initiated by: 
 

Andi Jordan, Executive Director 
 

Previous Consideration: 
 

2b:  Insurance discussed During organizational status updates 

Fiscal Impact:  2b:  Total $2100  
$1700/yearly included $1625 premium  
$75 for Cal-NonProfits membership 
$40 registration + newspaper notification for 1 month 
 
 

Attachments 2a:  Meeting minutes 
2b:  Cal-Nonprofits Insurance Services D & O Policy Quotes 
 

Summary:  Cal-Nonprofits Insurance Services were able to secure several good 
quotes.   
 
California law requires any individual, corporation, limited liability 
company, partnership or other association transacting business in 
California under a fictitious name to file, publish and periodically 
renew a fictitious business name statement.  This requirement is 
designed to inform the public of the identity of the “person” or 
“persons” doing business under a fictitious name. 
 

Recommended Action: Approve consent agenda wit budget amendment to include up 
$2100 for D&O policy, Cal-Nonprofit membership, & fictitious 
business name registration from either the amount previously 
earmarked for legal expenses (January 2018 action).  
 
 

 



 
 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING MINUTES - DRAFT 
MARCH 8, 2018   

SUNNYVALE CITY HALL | WEST CONFERENCE ROOM  
456 WEST OLIVE AVENUE | SUNNYVALE, CA 

 
 

Meeting was called to order at 7PM by 1st Vice President Manny Cappello.  
 
Present: 
Campbell – Jeff Cristina 
Cupertino – Savita Vaidhyanathan 
Gilroy – Peter Leroe-Muñoz 
Los Altos –Jan Pepper 
Los Altos Hills – Gary Waldeck 
Los Gatos – Rob Rennie 
Millpitas – absent 
Monte Sereno – Burton Craig 
Morgan Hill –  Rich Constantine 
Mountain View – Pat Showalter  
Palo Alto – Greg Scharff 

San Jose – Charles “Chappie” Jones 
Santa Clara – Debi Davis 
Saratoga – Manny Cappello 
Sunnyvale – Larry Klein 
 
Jeannie Bruins, Los Altos 
Marico Sayoc, Los Gatos 
David Brandt, SCCCMA/City of Cupertino 
Steve Preminger, Santa Clara County 
Jenny Weiss – Silicon Valley Joint Venture 
Andi Jordan, Executive Director 
Omar Chatty (7:50PM) 

 
The Consent Agenda (February 2018 Board of Directors Meeting Minutes, Legislative Guiding 
Principles, 2018 Workplan) was approved with a motion from Greg Scharff, second from Debbie 
Davis.  The motion was approved unanimously.       

 
Greg Scharff and Andi Jordan gave an update on the issue of the Association’s organizational 
status.  

 
Jenny Weiss with Silicon Valley Joint Venture – Talent Partnership presented a general overview 

of the program. Silicon Valley Talent Partnership is one of Joint Venture’s newest initiatives 
– with the goal to leverage the abundance of human capital in Silicon Valley’s private 
sector to help tackle the region’s most pressing challenges. (Pressing challenges include 
housing, transportation, education, environment, homelessness, etc.). SVJV works with 
public sector leaders to scope high impact projects and then match them to highly skilled 
pro bono teams from distinguished Silicon Valley corporations. Skill sets of teams in our 
partner network include strategy, long range planning, marketing, communications/PR, 
UX/UI, law, design thinking, and many others.  
One example of the project is the Marketing Strategy for San Mateo County’s Second Unit 
program, which aims to tackle the 19:1 jobs to housing gap in San Mateo County by 
encouraging homeowners to build second units on their property.  The Board was 
encouraged to consider participation in a future project.  



 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation Sub-region Task Force Update:  Laurel Prevetti, Los Gatos 
Town Manager and Duane Bay, ABAG/MTC, provided an update on behalf of the Cities Association 
Sub Region Task Force. State law allows for a sub-region within a county be created to control the 
allocation.   

Criteria to form a Sub-region:   
• Each jurisdiction must Adopt Resolution  
• Each jurisdiction must adopt rules 
• New Sub Region must create an entity (could be a subcommittee of the Cities 

Association and include the County) 
• Entity must enter into agreement with ABAG/MTC  

Process:  
• Create methodology  
• Allow for public comment  
• ABAG/MTC distributes number to County 
• Sub-region then distributes to cities/county based on methodology created and 

adopted 
Lowest cost way to establish a Sub-region 

• Administration of Committee (agendas/minutes/public engagement) 
• Utilize Planning Directors as technical staff 

 
Clarifications:  

• ABAG/MTC is not a referee and only acknowledges the obligations have or have not 
been met.  

• State law allows for bi-lateral trading, can’t trade low income housing and keep high 
income housing.   

• No one will be expected to pass a resolution without knowing what the rules of 
engagement are.  

• Regional process is still 2 years in the future/2020. 
 
Greg Scharff motioned, Rob Rennie seconded, moving forward with the goal of providing a 
plan to create a subregion. 
 
Discussion:   

• Rich Constantine asked that a clear pro/con list be included in supporting 
documentation.  

• Chappie Jones asked for a values statement prior to the rules of engagement.  
• Jan Pepper would like to confirm that the worst case is that each city keeps their 

allocation. 
• Marico Sayoc asked How much work do we put in to stay with the status quo,  
• If we don’t create a subregion, can we still trade?  
• With or without a subregion, everyone still has an allocation.  
• Sample resolution with rules, guiding principles, (limit don’t derail sb350) 
• Larry Klein asked for information on bilateral trading 
 

 



Vote: Motion passes 13-1-0 (ayes-nos-abstentions) (Campbell/Jeff Cristina voting no, Milpitas 
absent)    

 
Measure A Update - Sunnyvale Mayor Glenn Hendricks, appointed by the Cities Selection 
Committee as a member of the Measure A Oversight Board, provided an update.  The Oversight 
Committee: 

• Selected the Auditor  
• Presented sample dashboard to provide transparent information to the public 
• 6 projects have received Measure A money  
• Committee has asked what is in the pipeline to receive these funds 

 
MTC Report by Los Altos Council Member and MTC Member Jeannie Bruins :  

• SB 1 will boost the states economy by $183 billion over the coming decade and create 
680,000 jobs/year.   

• RM3 :   
o 15% of Revenue is coming to Santa Clara County, 2% of residents use bridges.  
o project list was predetermined from the legislation.  
o Handouts,  

§ RM3 Ballot Measure Informational Guide 
- https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/RM_3_Ballot_Description.pdf 

§ RM3 FAQs - https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/RM_3_FAQ_3-1-18.pdf 
§ RM3 Expenditure Plan 

- https://mtc.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Final_RM3_Expenditure_Plan.pdf 
       

   
EMS Committee: Chappie Jones presented on behalf of the EMS Committee.  Santa Clara County 

issued an RFP for emergency ambulance services.  There was a desire for some 
cities/agencies to bid on the RFP which has proven to be a problematic due to the tight 
timeline and some vagueness of the RFP. Concerns of the RFP:   
• First responder fee isn’t included  
• Support for clinical education and training currently supported but not in RFP 
• RFP is vague – response times are vague 

Chappie Jones is recommending the drafted letter be sent to the County.   
 

SCCCMA Representative/Cupertino City Manager David Brandt shared that at the previous 
SCCCMA meeting, the Fire Chiefs Association presented information on the RFP.  The short 
timeline didn’t allow for a joint submittal from the fire departments. SCCCMA concerns are similar 
to those concerns outlined by Council Member Jones.  SCCCMA agreed to send a letter to the 
County requesting the RFP be amended or rescinded. 

 
Greg Scharff motioned that the Cities Association send the letter presented by Chappie Jones.  Jan 
Pepper seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.  
 
Public Comment: Steve Preminger, Santa Clara County is willing to provide an update from 
Supportive Housing Department to respond to legitimate questions and concerns.  
 
Adjourned at 8:55 PM until April 12, 2018.  
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Cities Association of Santa Clara County 
2018-19 Proposal 

 
	
 
 
 
 

Presented by 
Diana Andrews 

CalNonprofits Insurance Services 
March, 2017 

 
 

 

(888) 427-5222 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

 
 
 

2018-2019 Marketing Results D&O/EPL 
 

Carrier Comment 
USLI Declined – doesn’t fit risk appetite 
Philadelphia Declined – doesn’t fit risk appetite 
Monitor Declined – doesn’t fit risk appetite 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

 
Directors and Officers/Employment Practices Liability Summary  

 
 

 
 

Ace  Great American Comments  

Directors & Officers Liability 
 

1,000,000 
2,000,000 

 
 

       1,000,000 
2,000,000 

Coverage A: Breach of Duty, Care, 
Loyalty.  

Fiduciary Liability  N/A N/A  

Employment Practices Liability  1,000,000 
2,000,000 

1,000,000 
2,000,000 

Coverage B: Wrongful Employment: 
Discrimination, Harassment. Third party 
Claims such as customers, vendors  
and third party claims 

D&O Retention 1,000 5,000  

Employment Practices 
Retention 1,000 5,000  

Estimated Premium  1,599 
2,158 

1,085 
1,625 

 

 
BIND ORDER 

 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

Below you will find a summary of the coverage recommended and/or obtained by CIS.  More detailed information regarding each quote is also attached.   
 

Line of Business Eff. Date Carrier Quoted Accepted Declined Accepted  
Directors and Officers with 
Employment practices  $1M 
limit 

3-9-18 Great 
American 

$1,084   $1,084 

       
Directors and Officers with 
Employment practices  $2M 
limit 

3-9-18 Great 
American 

$1,625   1,625 

       
       
       
       

CIS Service Fee**   $Waived    
  TOTAL    $      

IN CASE OF A DISCREPANCY, CARRIER’S ACTUAL QUOTE WILL PREVAIL. 
 
Payment terms may be provided by the carrier(s). 
 
Instructions: 
 
Great American EPL application completed and signed 
 
Please bind the total premium(s) above indicated as ‘accepted’ for a total of $_______________   
I understand that a CAN membership must be maintained at all times during the length of all policies and that service fees will be billed separately. 
 
 
 
 
______________________________________ _______________________________________________________                                      _________________________ 
Authorized Signature      Print Name, Title        Date 
 

 

   

 

 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

RECOMMENDED COVERAGE CHECKLIST 
CalNonprofits is a full-service agency and can service all of your insurance needs. Most nonprofits need all or most of the coverage listed below. 
We have checked the boxes for the coverage that we are quoting for you or that you currently have with CIS. For all other coverage, please 
select the appropriate box and explain in the area provided. If you have coverage with another agency, please provide the renewal date 
in the explanation box. 

Coverage CIS Written with other 
agent No Exposure Uninsured Explanation 

Workers Compensation           
General Liability Coverage     Recommended 
Employee Benefits Liability           
Property Coverage           
Inland Marine           
Professional Liability (E & O)           
Sexual Abuse/Molestation           
Crime           
Directors & Officers Liability     Quoted 
Employment Practices Liability     Quoted 
Cyber Security Coverage           
Equipment Breakdown           
Automobile (owned)           
Hired/Nonowned Auto          Recommended 
Excess/Umbrella Liability           
Accident           
Catastrophe           
I have read the above checklist and have had each area of coverage explained to my satisfaction. None of the categories of coverage are left blank. I understand that if 
any of my exposures or any of my coverage preferences change, it is my responsibility to notify CalNonprofits Insurance to discuss proper coverage. 
________________________________________    _________________________________                 _____________________________  
  Print Name         Signature               Date 

 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

 
 
 
 

Specialized Services for Nonprofits 
 
CalNonprofits Insurance Services realizes the importance of quality service and views this as one of our strongest attributes. We work closely with 
each of our insured nonprofit organizations and personalize our services to meet their needs. Below is a summary of some of the exclusive 
services that we provide.  
 

 Annual Evaluation & Renewal Assistance  
We aggressively market your account at renewal to qualified carriers to ensure we are receiving the most competitive rates. This 
includes annual coverage analysis with recommendations and options.  

 
 Claims Management 
We work closely with claims adjustors to manage open claims and update your management team accordingly. 

 
 Account Manager 
Your organization will have a designated account manager who works exclusively with Property & Casualty insurance. This individual 
will provide you with ongoing customer service support throughout the year. See Service Team Contact Information on the next page.  

 
 In-House Certificate Issuance 
We understand the importance of insurance certificates and the impact on client operations.  We process all certificate requests within 
three business days and often within 24 hours. 

 
 Safety Program / Loss Control Resources 
We work with your safety officer to assist with implementing and managing an effective safety/risk management program. 

 
 Compliance Administration & Human Resource Information 
We are committed to providing our clients with education and resources necessary to navigate compliance issues.  

 
 Workers’ Compensation Classification Analysis 
We provide assistance in analyzing your workers’ compensation classifications and will notify you of any changes in your rating factors.  

 
 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

Service Team Contact Information 
 

CIS is proud to provide an extensive service team to nurture and extend the relationship with your broker. After binding, you will be 
assigned a dedicated Account Manager. Additionally, any member of our team is capable, knowledgeable and ready to assist you 
and your organization. Team work is important to our agency and excellent service is our mission.  
 
 

Cyndi Skelton, PC Customer Service Supervisor 
(831) 824-5013, direct line 
Cyndi@cal-insurance.org 

 
Heidi Jensen, PC Account Manager 
(831) 824-5024, direct line 
Heidi@cal-insurance.org 
 
Katie Covens, PC Account Manager 
(831) 824-5018, direct line 
Katie@cal-insurance.org 
 

Abby Ramirez, PC Broker Executive 
Assistant 
(831) 824-5008, direct line 
Abby@cal-insurance.org 
 
Sandra Johnson, PC Account Manager 
(213) 401-1014, direct line 
Sandra@cal-insurance.org 

 
 
 

Next Steps 
 

ü Complete and sign Recommended Coverage Checklist and return to our office via fax or email 

ü Complete and sign Bind Order form and return to our office via fax or email 

ü Enroll in CalNonprofits membership, online https://calnp.memberclicks.net/join-now- (application attached) 

ü Remit service fee to CalNonprofits Insurance Services 

ü Receive welcome letter and dedicated Account Manager assignment 
 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

CalNonprofits Membership Benefits 
 
 

 Discount Programs with rental cars and hotels, Office Depot supplies, UPS shipping, webinar series, & more 
 

 Access to a Member-Only Library of Articles and Templates to maintain Compliance as a non-profit organization 
 

 Marketing discounts 
 

 HR360 Free Access – Employment Law Resource 
 

 Background Checks 
 

 Access to Virtual Meeting Solutions 
 

 Retirement Plan Management Services 
 

 Advocacy in the California Nonprofit Sector 

 
Membership dues are determined by your organization’s operating budget. 

  
Nonprofit Budget                 Dues for 12 Months 

 
Less than $74K $75 
$75K - $250K $125 
$251K - $1M $225 

$1.1M - $4.9M $450 
$5M - $9.9M $750 

$10M + $950 
  

  
If you have questions or concerns regarding membership, please contact our membership manager –  
Christina Dragonetti at christinad@calnonprofits.org or call her direct line (415)-926-0668.  Thank you! 



 
 

 
 

This is intended as a brief summary of the 2017-2018 Coverage Options.  It is not a guarantee of rates or coverage, please                       
       consult the carriers proposal for additional rate and coverage information. In the event of a discrepancy the carriers quote will prevail.  

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please return this form by email, mail or fax to Christina Dragonetti, Membership Manager   Email: ChristinaD@calnonprofits.org Fax: (866) 731-1672
      275 Fifth Street, San Francisco, CA 94103 



 
Board of Directors Meeting – Agenda Report   

 
Meeting Date:   April 12, 2018 

 
Subject:     
 

3a Ad Hoc Committee to form Santa Clara/Cruz 
Community/Roundtable on Aircraft Noice   
 

Initiated by: 
 

Committee Report:  Greg Scharff, Gary Waldeck, Mary-Lynne 
Bernald, Savita Vaidhyanathan, Pat Showalter, Larry Klein, Steve 
Tate 
 

Previous Consideration: 
 

BOD established Committee in August 2017 from Congressional 
Request 
 

Fiscal Impact:  Each jurisdiction joining would be required to share in the costs.   
 

Attachments Committee Report distributed at the BOD meeting 
 

Summary:  In July 2017, the Cities Association of Santa Clara County received a 
Congressional request by Representatives Eshoo, Khanna, Panetta 
to take a leadership role in forming a South Bay/South Peninsula 
Roundtable for Santa Clara and Santa Cruz Counties which was a 
recommendation from the Select Committee’s work on SFO 
arrivals.    
 
Several times in the FAA’s November 2017 Phase Two Report, the 
FAA reiterates it will not support solutions that result in shifting the 
problem of noise from one community to another. It also 
repeatedly identifies increased flying distance as an unacceptable 
outcome of many community-proposed solutions that conflict with 
the economic, environmental, and operational efficiency benefits 
gained from shorter flying distances. In addition, it repeatedly 
points to the anticipated inevitability of increases in congestion as 
airports increase their number of flight operations. The report 
explicitly states it will not move forward on certain feasible 
recommendations “until issues of congestion, noise shifting and 
flying distance have been addressed with the airline stakeholders 
and the affected communities by the Select Committee and/or SFO 
Roundtable.” While the Select Committee has disbanded, the 
South Bay Roundtable envisioned by the Cities Association would 
likely be viewed as an appropriate surrogate for this function in 
partnership with the SFO Roundtable.  
  



Each jurisdiction is just one of over 100 municipalities in the Bay 
Area. The ability of any single community, whether 30,000 or 
60,000, to influence the complex operations of a federal agency 
serving a region of 8 million people is limited. In addition, the 
impacts of airplane noise must be considered amid the competing 
interests of the flying public, airline industry priorities, airport 
operational requirements, broader economic and environmental 
impacts and, above all else, safety. The successful navigation of 
these public interest challenges requires effective collaboration. 
The Cities Association Ad Hoc Committee is seeking each 
jurisdiction of Santa Clara County and Santa Cruz County to 
collaborate with neighboring jurisdictions through the formation of 
a community roundtables to most effectively address the 
community impacts of aircraft operations. 
 

Recommended Action: Will be presented at the BOD meeting.  
 

 



 
Board of Directors Meeting – Agenda Report   

 
Meeting Date:   April 12, 2018 

 
Subject:     
 

3b Firearm Safety  
 

Initiated by: 
 

Legislative Action Committee & LAC Chair Marico Sayoc 
 

Previous Consideration: 
 

Discussed at March LAC meeting 
 

Fiscal Impact:  na 
 

Attachments Update on cities current actions including Resolution  
Communities on the Move, Giffords Law Center  
Santa Clara County Local Ordinance Project, Giffords Law Center 
 

Summary:  Because of recent events, Parkland shooting and the 
#Marchforourlives, many communities are taking a second look at 
their ordinances and regulations as well as state regulations.   
 

Recommended Action: Board may:  
• choose to adopt resolution similar that Saratoga recently 

passed,  
• send the resolution to each City of Santa Clara to adopt,  
• invite the Gifford Law Center to work on more innovative 

recommendations within the County.   
 

 



4/10/18 10:15:42 AM 

Cities of Santa Clara County – recent action regarding Firearm Safety 
 

• Saratoga’s adopted a Resolution (3/21) 
• Sunnyvale City Council voted unanimously to start a conversation about raising the age to buy 

an assault-style weapon to 21 except for active duty military members and law enforcement 
officials 

• Santa Clara County is considering gun show ban at County Fairgrounds 
• Santa Clara County is hosting a gun violence & mental health summit date TBD 
• San Jose:  gun owners must lock up guns when not home (November 2017) 
• California Legislative proposals: 

o   AB 3 (Bonta) (Senate version by Skinner) a bill that would raise the age limit for 
purchasing rifles and shotguns from 18 to 21, the same as for handguns. 

o   AB 1968 (Low):  Mental Health and Firearms:  AB 1968 restrict firearm possession for 
individuals at risk of harming themselves or others.  Permanently removes the firearms 
of an individual who has been placed on a 5150 hold twice in one year, with the option 
to petition the court for a hearing to have them returned. 

• Firearm Safety in California Fact Sheet 
  
 
Document may be viewed here to access links: https://bit.ly/2EzXMjj 



 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 18- 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SARATOGA  
REAFFIRMING THE CITY’S COMMITMENT TO  

COMMUNITYWIDE FIREARM SAFETY 
  
 

WHEREAS, Saratoga is a diverse city represented by a multitude of cultures, faiths, and 
beliefs, with a shared desire for a safe community that is free of gun violence; and  
 

WHEREAS, according to the United States Centers for Disease Control data, there are 
more than 12,700 homicides every year as a result of gun violence; and 
  

WHEREAS, on average, 7 children and teenagers are killed by guns every day in the 
United States, including unintentional shootings; and 
 

WHEREAS, an average of 50 women are shot to death by their partners each month; and  
 

WHEREAS, approximately two-thirds of firearm related deaths in the United States are 
suicides; and   
 

WHEREAS, recent mass shootings have resulted in a call to action to enact policies and 
legislation that prevent the senseless loss of life as a result of guns; and  

 
WHEREAS, the loss of life due to firearm violence or accidents is tragic and 

preventable; and  
 

WHEREAS, each person is entitled to live a life free from fear of violence or assault in 
all forms; and 
 

WHEREAS, the State of California received an A grade in the Giffords Law Center 
Annual Gun Law Scorecard due to the State’s regulations regarding firearms; and 
 

WHEREAS, through the right balance of policies and programs, firearm deaths can be 
reduced.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Saratoga does 
hereby reaffirm its commitment to the safety of Saratoga’s residents and expresses its desire to 
eliminate firearm deaths in the City of Saratoga. The City Council further encourages and 
supports sensible, collaborative strategies that seek to prevent firearm violence while maintaining 
the safety, security, and rights of individuals.  
 
 
 



 

 

The above and foregoing resolution was passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the Saratoga 
City Council held on the 21st day of March 2018 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:   

 
NOES:  

 
ABSENT:  

 
ABSTAIN:  

 
 

 
Mary-Lynne Bernald, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
  DATE:  
Nora Pimentel, MMC 
City Clerk 

   

 



 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 18- 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITIES ASSOCIATION OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY  
REAFFIRMING THE ASSOCIATION’S COMMITMENT TO  

COMMUNITYWIDE FIREARM SAFETY 
  
 

WHEREAS, the cities of Santa Clara County are diverse cities represented by a multitude of 
cultures, faiths, and beliefs, with a shared desire for a safe community that is free of gun violence; and  
 

WHEREAS, according to the United States Centers for Disease Control data, there are more than 
12,700 homicides every year as a result of gun violence; and 
  

WHEREAS, on average, 7 children and teenagers are killed by guns every day in the United 
States, including unintentional shootings; and 
 

WHEREAS, an average of 50 women are shot to death by their partners each month; and  
 

WHEREAS, approximately two-thirds of firearm related deaths in the United States are suicides; 
and   
 

WHEREAS, recent mass shootings have resulted in a call to action to enact policies and 
legislation that prevent the senseless loss of life as a result of guns; and  

 
WHEREAS, the loss of life due to firearm violence or accidents is tragic and preventable; and  

 
WHEREAS, each person is entitled to live a life free from fear of violence or assault in all forms; 

and 
 

WHEREAS, the State of California received an A grade in the Giffords Law Center Annual Gun 
Law Scorecard due to the State’s regulations regarding firearms; and 
 

WHEREAS, through the right balance of policies and programs, firearm deaths can be reduced.  
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Directors of the Cities Association of Santa Clara 
County does hereby reaffirm its commitment to the safety of the Cities of Santa Clara County residents 
and expresses its desire to eliminate firearm deaths in the Cities within Santa Clara County. The Board of 
Directors further encourages and supports sensible, collaborative strategies that seek to prevent firearm 
violence while maintaining the safety, security, and rights of individuals.  
 
The above and foregoing resolution was passed and adopted at a regular meeting of the Cities 
Association of Santa Clara County Board of Directors Meeting held on the 12th day of April 2018 by the 
following vote: 
 

AYES:   
 

NOES:  



 

 

 
ABSENT:  

 
ABSTAIN:  

 
 

 
Rod Sinks, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 

  DATE:  
Andi Jordan, Executive Director    

 





 

giffordslawcenter.org 
 
 
 

 
 

1 

Copyright 2018 by Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence  
All rights reserved. Unauthorized use or distribution is prohibited. 

2018 COMMUNITIES  
ON THE MOVE 

Last updated July, 2017 

DATA IS FROM CITIES WITH POPULATIONS OF 90,000 OR GREATER IN 2012 AND COUNTIES WITH POPULATIONS 
OF 500,000 OR GREATER IN 2013, AS WELL AS COUNTIES AND SMALLER CITIES THAT HAVE ENACTED SEVERAL 
GUN LAWS. 

FIREARMS DEALER REGULATIONS 

SPECIAL PERMIT REQUIRED TO BE A FIREARMS DEALER 
The following 97 jurisdictions require firearms dealers to obtain a local license or permit, in addition to the minimum 
requirements for firearms dealer licensing outlined in the California Penal Code. 

Alameda 
Alameda County 
Albany 
Anaheim1 
Antioch 
Berkeley 
Beverly Hills 
Campbell 
Carson  
Cathedral City 
Chino 
Chula Vista 
Commerce 
Contra Costa County 

Oxnard 
Pacific Grove  
Pacifica 
Palmdale8 
Palo Alto 
Pasadena9 
Piedmont 
Pinole 
Pleasanton 
Pleasant Hill 
Reedley 
Richmond 
Oceanside  

                                                 
1 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
8 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
9 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 



 

giffordslawcenter.org 
 
 
 

2 

Corona 
Covina 
Daly City 
Diamonds Bar 
El Cerrito 
El Monte2 
El Segundo 
Elk Grove 
Emeryville 
Fremont 
Fresno County 
Fullerton 
Glendale3 
Glendora 
Hayward 
Hercules 
Industry4 
La Puente 
Lafayette 
Lawndale 
Long Beach 
Lonita 
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles County 
Los Gatos 
Lynwood5 
Marin County 
Maywood 
Merced6 
Millbrae 
Mission Viejo 
Monrovia  
Monterey County 

Orange10 
Sacramento 
Sacramento County11 
Salinas 
San Anselmo 
San Bruno12 
San Bernardino County 
San Diego 
San Diego County  
San Francisco City and County  
San Joaquin County 
San Jose 
San Leandro 
San Mateo County 
San Pablo 
San Rafael 
Santa Ana 
Santa Barbara 
Santa Barbara County13 
Santa Clara County 
Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County 
Santa Monica 
Santa Rosa 
Scotts Valley 
Solana Beach 
Sonoma County 
South El Monte 
South Gate 
South Pasadena 
Stockton 
Tiburon 
Walnuts 

                                                 
2 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
3 For dealers of concealable firearms only.  
4 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
5 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
6 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
10 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
11 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
12 Dealers established prior to January 1, 1998 are exempt. 
13 The permitting requirement appears to apply only to sellers of handguns.  
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Oakland 
Orange County7 

West Hollywood 
West Lake Village 

ADDITIONAL SITE SECURITY AND SAFE STORAGE 
The following 30 jurisdictions require firearms dealers to meet standards for site security and safe storage of 
inventory that are above and beyond what is required by California Penal Code § 26890 and §17110. 

Alameda 
Albany 
Antioch 
Burbank14  
Campbell 
Cathedral City 
Concord 
Corona 
El Cerrito 
Emeryville 
Fremont 
Hayward 
Hercules 
Los Angeles County  
Oakland  

Pacifica  
Palo Alto 
Piedmont 
Pleasant Hill 
Richmond 
San Bruno 
San Buenoventura 
San Diego 
San Francisco City and County 
San Jose 
Santa Ana 
Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County 
Santa Monica 
Scotts Valley 

REQUIRING FIREARMS DEALERS TO CARRY LIABILITY INSURANCE 
The following 33 jurisdictions require firearms dealers to carry liability insurance, typically with a minimum coverage 
of $1 million. These laws help ensure that victims of incidents involving a gun dealership are able to obtain 
compensation. 

Berkeley 
Beverly Hills 
Campbell 
Carson15  
Cathedral City 
Emeryville 
Fremont 
Hayward 
Lafayette 
Los Angeles 

Pasadena 
Pinole 
Pleasant Hill 
Pleasanton 
Richmond 
Salinas 
San Anselmo 
San Bruno 
San Francisco City and County 
San Pablo 

                                                 
7 For dealers of concealable firearms only. 
14 Only applies to grandfathered dealers operating home occupations.  
15 Applies to ammunition dealers only. 



 

giffordslawcenter.org 
 
 
 

4 

Los Angeles County 
Los Gatos 
Marin County 
Maywood 
Oakland 
Palo Alto 

San Rafael 
Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County 
Santa Monica 
Tiburon 

EXPLICITLY PROHBITING FIREARMS DEALERS FROM OPERATING AS A HOME 
OCCUPATION 
The following 65 jurisdictions explicitly prohibit firearms dealers from operating out of a residence. They either 
prevent firearms dealers from being located in residential areas or prohibit firearms sales as a “home occupation” 
(i.e., a home business). These laws help prevent crime associated with gun dealers from entering residential 
neighborhoods, and allows law enforcement and community members to have greater oversight of gun dealers in 
their communities. 

Alameda County 
Albany 
Antioch 
Artesia 
Berkeley 
Beverly Hills 
Burbank 
Calistoga 
Campbell 
Cathedral City 
Carson16 
Chino  
Contra Costa County 
Daly City 
El Cerrito 
Elk Grove 
Emeryville 
Fairfield 
Fontana 
Fremont 

Piedmont 
Oakland 
Ontario  
Orange19 
Oxnard 
Pacifica 
Palo Alto 
Pasadena 
Piedmont 
Pinole  
Pleasant Hill20 
Pleasanton 
Rialto 
Roseville 
Salinas21  
San Bruno 
San Carlos 
San Francisco City and County 
San Jose  
San Pablo 

                                                 
16 Only applies to ammunition dealers. 
19 Only applies to concealable firearms. 
20 Federal firearms licensees who were doing business as of February3, 2016, are exempt from the general ban on 
residential dealers 
21 Federal firearms licensees who were doing business prior to 1994 and meet several requirements are exempt 
from the general ban on residential dealers. 
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Hayward 
Hercules17  
Hollister 
Inglewood 
La Puente 
Lafayette 
Lancaster 
Long Beach 
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles County 
Los Gatos 
Monterey County18 
Mission Viejo 

San Rafael 
Santa Clarita 
Santa Cruz22 
Santa Cruz County 
Santa Monica 
Santa Rosa 
Sonoma County 
Stockton 
Tiburon  
Vacaville 
Vallejo 
Victorville 
Westminster 

INDIRECTLY PROHBITING FIREARMS DEALERS FROM OPERATING AS A HOME 
OCCUPATION 23 
The following 62 jurisdictions indirectly prohibit firearms dealers from operating out of a residence. These 
jurisdictions typically either prohibit retail sales entirely as a “home occupation” (i.e., home business) or prohibit 
retail sales of products not manufactured in the residence where they are sold. 

Alameda 
Arroyo Grande 
Bakersfield  
Baldwin Park 
Calimesa 
Carlsbad 
Carson  
Clovis 
Colma 
Compton 
Corona 
Costa Mesa 
Danville 
Downey  

Orange County  
Pacific Grove  
Palm Dessert 
Pomona 
Porterville 
Port Hueneme 
Rancho Cucamonga  
Redding 
Reedley 
Richmond 
Riverside 
San Benito County 
San Bernardino  
San Diego 

                                                 
17 Not permitted in zones where residential use is the principal permitted or maintained use. 
18 Not permitted in residential-only zones. 
22 Dealers are only prohibited from operating in the single-family residence zoning districts. Dealers are not 
prohibited from other residential districts, such as mixed commercial-residential districts. 
23 Some cities and counties prohibit the sale of goods from the premises of a home occupation. These “indirect 
prohibitions” also act to prevent gun dealers from selling guns to customers who visit the home occupation to 
complete the transaction. 
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Dunsmuir 
El Cajon 
El Monte 
Elk Grove 
Escondido 
Fresno 
Garden Grove 
Glendale 
Hesperia 
Menlo Park 
Merced 
Millbrae 
Modesto 
Moreno Valley24 
Murrieta 
Norwalk 
Orange 

San Joaquin County 
Santa Ana 
Santa Barbara 
Santa Clara 
Santa Maria 
Solana Beach 
South Gate 
Sunnyvale 
Temecula 
Tiburon 
Torrance 
Visalia 
Vista 
Walnut Creek 
West Covina 
West Hollywood 
Yountville  

PROHIBITING DEALERS FROM OPERATING NEAR “SENSITIVE AREAS” 
The following 24 jurisdictions prohibit firearms dealers from operating within certain distances of “sensitive areas,” 
such as schools, day care centers, and parks. These laws help ensure that criminal activity associated with firearms 
dealers is not near areas where there are high concentration of children, and that exposure to guns is left at the 
discretion of parents. 

Alameda County 
Albany 
Burbank25 
Cathedral City 
Contra Costa County 
Diamonds Bar 
El Cerrito 
Emeryville 
Hercules 
Los Gatos 
Monterey County 

Palo Alto 
Pinole 
Pleasant Hill26 
Salinas 
San Bruno 
San Francisco City and County 
San Pablo 
San Rafael 
Santa Cruz 
Santa Cruz County 
West Hollywood27 

                                                 
24 Explicitly bans home sales of ammunition but only indirect prohibition of firearm sales. 
25 Grandfathered home dealers are the only dealers subject to these restrictions. 
26 Federal firearms licensees who were doing business as of February 3, 2016, and meet several requirements are 
exempt from the specified distance limitations. 
27 Federal firearms licensees who were doing business as of May 4, 1994, and meet several requirements are 
exempt from the specified distance limitations. 
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Oakland 
Pacifica  

REQUIRING DEALERS TO REPORT THEIR INVENTORY 
The following 10 jurisdictions require firearms dealers to periodically report their inventory to law enforcement. 
Inventory reporting helps law enforcement solve crimes, and deters dealers from trafficking firearms. 

Berkeley 
Beverly Hills 
Campbell 
Emeryville 
Inglewood28 

Los Angeles 
Oakland 
San Francisco City and County 
Santa Monica 
West Hollywood 

REQUIRING DEALERS TO VIDEOTAPE SALES 
The following 6 jurisdictions require firearms dealers to have a camera system in place that videotapes all firearms 
sales. These laws provide law enforcement with critical tools to solve certain gun crimes such as straw purchases and 
robberies. Videotaping sales also deters illegal activity at gun stores. 

Campbell 
El Cerrito 
Emeryville 

Pleasant Hill  
Santa Cruz County 
San Francisco City and County 

OTHER TYPES OF FIREARMS REGULATIONS 

REGULATING OR PROHIBITING POSSESSION OF FIREARMS AND/OR AMMUNITION ON 
PUBLIC PROPERTY 
The following 124 jurisdictions regulate or prohibit the possession of firearms and/or ammunition on certain types of 
public property, such as in parks, recreation areas, and municipal buildings. Laws prohibiting firearms on government 
property are similar to sensitive area restrictions and serve to keep guns out of spaces where the freedom of 
expression is particularly important, where children and schools frequent, and where disagreements are likely, such 
as a courthouse.  

Alameda County 
Albany 
Anaheim 
Antioch 
Bakersfield 
Baldwin Park 
Berkeley 

Murrieta  
Norwalk  
Oakland 
Oceanside 
Ontario  
Orange 
Orange County 

                                                 
28 Only applies to ammunition sales. 
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Calimesa 
Calistoga 
Campbell 
Carlsbad 
Chino 
Chula Vista 
Claremont 
Clovis 
Colma 
Commerce 
Concord 
Corona 
Costa Mesa 
Covina 
Culver City 
Daly City 
Diamonds Bar 
Dunsmuir 
El Cajon 
El Monte 
Elk Grove 
Fairmont 
Fremont 
Fresno  
Fresno County 
Fullerton 
Garden Grove29 
Glendale 
Glendora 
Hercules 
Hermosa Beach 
Hollister 
Huntington Beach 
Imperial Beach 
Inglewood 
Irvine 
Irwindale 
Jurupa Valley 
La Canada Flintridge 
La Puente 

Orinda 
Oxnard 
Pasadena 
Pomona 
Redding 
Rialto 
Palo Alto 
Pasadena 
Pleasanton 
Pomona 
Richmond 
Riverside County 
Reedley 
Rolling Hills Estates 
Roseville 
Sacramento 
Sacramento County 
Salinas 
San Benito County 
San Bernardino County 
San Carlos 
San Diego 
San Diego County 
San Francisco City and County 
San Gabriel 
San Joaquin County 
San Jose 
San Mateo30 
San Mateo County  
San Rafael 
Santa Ana 
Santa Barbara County 
Santa Clara County 
Santa Clarita 
Santa Cruz County 
Santa Monica 
Scotts Valley 
Simi Valley 
Solana Beach 
South Gate 

                                                 
29 City may grant consent to carry. 
30 Limited to property on which business is conducted. 
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Lancaster 
Long Beach 
Los Angeles 
Los Angeles County  
Los Gatos 
Madera 
Marin County 
Menlo Park 
Merced 
Mission Viejo 
Modesto 
Monterey County 
Monrovia 
Moreno Valley 

South Pasadena 
Stanislaus County 
Stockton 
Temecula 
Vacaville 
Vallejo 
Ventura County 
Victorville 
Vista 
Walnut Creek 
West Covina 
Whittier31 
Yountville 

REQUIRING OWNERS TO SAFELY STORE OR DISABLE THEIR FIREARMS WHEN NOT 
BEING CARRIED 
The following 9 jurisdictions require gun owners to store their firearms in a locked container or disable them with a 
trigger lock when not being carried. These laws help prevent accidental shootings, teen suicides, and firearm thefts 
from homes during burglaries. 

Belvedere 
Los Angeles 
Oakland 
Palm Springs  
San Francisco City and County 

San Jose32 
Santa Cruz 
Sunnyvale 
Tiburon 

__________ 

ABOUT GIFFORDS LAW CENTER 
For nearly 25 years, the legal experts at Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence 

have been fighting for a safer America by researching, drafting, and defending the 
laws, policies, and programs proven to save lives from gun violence. 

                                                 
31 City may grant consent to carry, however. 
32 Only applies when the gun owner leaves the home. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO MARISA MCKEOWN, SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
FROM ALLISON ANDERMAN, MANAGING ATTORNEY  
DATE APRIL 10, 2018 
RE SANTA CLARA COUNTY LOCAL ORDINANCE PROJECT  

__________ 

THE IMPACT OF LOCAL GUN SAFETY LAWS IN CALIFORNIA  
Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence (Giffords Law Center)1 has been tracking local gun 
ordinances in California since 1995,i at which time 25 cities and zero counties had a total of 45 
innovative firearms regulations in place.ii For the past twenty-two years, Giffords Law Center and 
other anti-violence organizations have worked with local jurisdictions in California to enact 
evidence-based, safer gun laws. Largely due to these efforts, as of September 2017, 158 cities and 
21 counties have a total of 556 firearms regulations in place that advance gun safety in their 
communities.iii  

While Giffords Law Center has also tirelessly advanced legislative reform at the state level, we have 
operated on the theory that local governments are incubators for novel policy solutions, and that 
creating momentum at the local level can lead to change at the state level. This theory has proved 
accurate. Numerous policies that originated in local California jurisdictions inspired legislators to 
make these policies a matter of state law, such as laws limiting handgun purchases to one gun a 
month, banning the sale of “Saturday Night Specials” or “junk guns,” requiring that a locking device 
be included with every gun sale, and requiring guns in unattended vehicles be safely stored. In 2016, 
California Lieutenant Governor Gavin Newsom partnered with Giffords Law Center to sponsor 
Proposition 63, a gun safety ballot initiative that elevated a number of additional local policies to 
state law. These local policies treat ammunition sales like gun sales, require background checks on 
gun dealer employees, and ban the possession of large capacity ammunition magazines, among 
others. Voters passed Proposition 63 with overwhelming support.iv  

Critically, the California local and state laws that legislators and voters have passed over the past 24 
years have reduced the state’s gun death rate by nearly 60%. Though the nation’s gun death rate 
also fell over this period, California’s gun death rate has fallen almost twice as much. As a result, 
California’s gun death rate is now 26% lower than the national average. In 1993, California had the 

                                                
1 The Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence recently changed its name to Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence to reflect 
our merger with Americans for Responsible Solutions, the gun violence prevention organization led by former Congresswoman 
and gun violence survivor Gabrielle Giffords.  
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16th highest rate of gun deaths among the 50 states; twenty-two years later, it had the 8th 
lowest. Even though the state’s population has grown by nearly 7.9 million between 1993 and 2015, 
2,405 fewer Californians were killed by guns in 2015 than in 1993.v Tens of thousands of Californians 
are able, productive, and alive today because of smart, proactive gun safety legislation in this state.   

The following report will provide (1) an overview of the types of innovative gun regulations currently 
in place in Santa Clara County and jurisdictions within the county which had a population of 90,000 
or greater in 2012 (The jurisdictions reviewed for this report are Campbell, Los Gatos, Palo Alto, San 
Jose, Santa Clara, and Sunnyvale)vi; (2) recommendations for county-wide reform based on an 
analysis of the data in section 1; and (3) a discussion of what role Giffords Law Center could play in 
achieving the objectives identified in section 2.   

SECTION 1: GUN LAWS IN SANTA CLARA JURISDICTIONS  
Most of the innovative local gun laws in California jurisdictions analyzed in this report regulate gun 
dealers. This is because many local laws that regulate gun owners or users have been enacted at the 
state level. This section will first discuss the various regulations of gun dealers in place in California 
jurisdictions, explaining the type of regulation broadly, and whether each type of regulation is 
currently in place in Santa Clara County and/or areas within the county. If jurisdictions within the 
county are identified as having a particular regulation, the jurisdiction will be listed in the 
Addendum. Next, the section will discuss local laws that regulate gun owners, such as laws requiring 
gun owners to keep unattended firearms safely stored and prohibiting firearms on certain types of 
government property. 

GUN DEALER ORDINANCES 
California imposes regulations on individuals and businesses engaged in gun sales, transfers, or 
loans in the state. Dealers must obtain approval from the California Department of Justice which, 
among other things, verifies whether the dealer is eligible to sell firearms under federal and state 
law and has any required local licenses.vii State law, therefore, envisions that local governments will 
establish licensing schemes for dealers operating in their communities and allows local governments 
to impose license conditions above and beyond what’s required by state law.viii  

Santa Clara County has heeded this call to action and currently regulates gun dealers operating in 
the unincorporated areas of the county in several ways over and above state law. Four of the cities 
or towns within Santa Clara County analyzed in this report have also imposed additional regulations 
on gun dealers, to be discussed in more detail below (See Addendum). These regulations include 
requiring gun dealers to obtain law enforcement permits, liability insurance, and increased premises 
security; zoning them out of homes and residential zones, and away from sensitive areas; requiring 
them to videotape gun transfers; and prohibiting them from selling firearms on government-owned 
property.  
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Law Enforcement Permits: This type of local regulation requires gun dealers, and in some cases 
ammunition sellers, engaged in the business of selling firearms or ammunition to obtain an 
additional license to operate. Most often, these types of permits are issued by local law 
enforcement. Requiring gun dealers operating in a community to obtain a local license allows law 
enforcement to have greater oversight of the dealer, and ensure its compliance with local, state, 
and federal laws.  

Four of the jurisdictions in Santa Clara County analyzed in this report currently have this 
requirement (See Addendum). Santa Clara County also requires gun dealers (defined as a person or 
business engaged in the business of selling or transferring firearms to the public) to obtain a permit 
from the County Sheriff.ix  

Liability Insurance: As a condition of license eligibility, many California jurisdictions require firearms 
dealers to carry liability insurance, typically with a minimum coverage of $1 million. These laws help 
ensure that victims of incidents involving a gun dealership are able to obtain compensation.  

Three jurisdictions in Santa Clara County, but not the county itself, currently require gun dealers to 
maintain an insurance policy for damage to property, or for injury or death of any person as a result 
of the theft, sale, lease or transfer, or offering for sale, lease or transfer of a firearm, firearm 
component or ammunition, or any other operations of the business. In 2005, Congress passed the 
federal Protection of Lawful Commerce in Arms Act (PLCAA) which, generally speaking, prohibits civil 
lawsuits against gun dealers for harms resulting from the criminal or lawful misuse of firearms or 
ammunition. There are exceptions to PLCAA’s immunity for gun dealers, including when gun dealers 
knowingly or negligently sell to individuals who intend to use the gun illegally. Accordingly, the 
liability insurance requirement in these three localities allows for compensation to a victim when 
the victim can legally recover under PLCAA.  

Premises Security:  California Penal Codes §§ 26890 and 17110 require gun dealers to take certain 
measures to secure their premises to prevent theft of firearms when the business is closed. Local 
governments may impose stricter security standards on gun dealers to prevent burglaries and theft, 
and to help law enforcement solve crimes committed at the dealership. 

While Santa Clara County has not implemented its own site security standards, three cities in the 
county have enacted ordinances requiring all dealers to secure their premises beyond what is 
required by state law.  

Prohibitions on Dealers Operating as Home Occupations and/or in Residential Zones: Local zoning 
laws that prevent gun dealers from operating out of residences, or residential zones, help prevent 
crime associated with gun dealers entering residential neighborhoods. These laws also allow law 
enforcement and community members to have greater oversight of gun dealers in their 
communities. 
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All six jurisdictions within Santa Clara County analyzed in this report either explicitly or indirectly 
prohibit gun dealers from operating in residential zones, though Santa Clara County has no such 
restrictions.   

Sensitive Area Restrictions: Jurisdictions can prohibit firearms dealers from operating within certain 
distances of “sensitive areas,” such as schools, day care centers, and parks. These laws help ensure 
that criminal activity associated with firearms dealers is not near areas where there are high 
concentrations of children, and that exposure to guns is left to the discretion of parents. 

Two jurisdictions in the county currently zone dealers away from sensitive areas. Santa Clara County 
does not impose this requirement on gun dealers operating in the unincorporated areas of the 
county.  

Videotaping Sales Activity: Laws that require gun dealers to videotape transactions at the sales 
counter provide law enforcement with critical tools to solve certain gun crimes such as straw 
purchases. While laws that require videotaping of transfers are the most effective at solving gun 
crimes, laws that require gun dealers to have video surveillance of the premises also aid law 
enforcement in solving crimes such as robberies. Videotaping also acts as a deterrence to illegal 
activity at gun stores. 

The city of Campbell requires gun dealers to videotape all firearm and ammunition sales or 
transfers, and the town of Los Gatos requires on-site security cameras to monitor the premises. 
However, the county does not impose any such requirement on gun dealers operating in 
unincorporated areas.  

Inventory Reporting: Laws that require gun dealers to periodically report their inventories to law 
enforcement agencies help those agencies solve crimes by allowing law enforcement to compare 
dealer inventories with sales records and detect unlawful sales or trafficking. These laws also act as 
a deterrent to illegal behavior before it occurs.   

Campbell is the only city in Santa Clara County that requires gun dealers to report their inventories. 
The county does not have this requirement.  

Regulate the Sale of Firearms on Government-Owned Property: Local governments in California may 
restrict or prohibit the possession or sale of firearms on their property. In particular, county 
fairgrounds are a popular venue for gun shows. Research has demonstrated that gun shows are 
attractive places for illegal gun sales.x  

Neither the county nor any areas reviewed for this report within the county regulate the sale of 
firearms on government-owned property.  

SAFE STORAGE REQUIREMENTS 
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Safe storage laws require gun owners to keep their firearms in a locked container or disabled with a 
trigger lock when they are not carrying them.  

Within Santa Clara County, San Jose and Sunnyvale both have ordinances requiring gun owners to 
safely store firearms in the home. San Jose’s ordinance differs materially, however, from 
Sunnyvale’s ordinance, and the ordinances of the other seven communities in California with safe 
storage ordinances, by only requiring safe storage when a gun owner leaves the home.   

Santa Clara County does not impose a safe storage requirement. Seven other jurisdictions in 
California have this ordinance, including San Francisco. In 2009, the National Rifle Association sued 
San Francisco, claiming its safe storage law violated the Second Amendment to the United States 
Constitution. The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals upheld the city’s law and the U.S. Supreme Court 
declined to review the case.xi None of the other jurisdictions’ safe storage laws have been 
challenged.  

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY PROHIBITIONS  
Laws prohibiting firearms on government property are similar to sensitive area restrictions and 
serve to keep guns out of certain spaces where guns are particularly threating or dangerous. These 
areas may be places where government meetings are held, public parks, or courthouses. These laws 
do not make exception for individuals with concealed carry permits. 

Four of the jurisdictions reviewed in Santa Clara County, as well as the county itself, prohibit the 
possession of firearms on some type of government property such as parks, city halls, libraries, 
council meetings, and hiking trails.   

PROVISIONS NOW COVERED BY STATE LAW 
In November 2016, California voters enacted Proposition 63, the comprehensive gun safety ballot 
initiative that closed several loopholes in state law. Many of the laws enacted by Proposition 63 
were already in effect in local California jurisdictions, including Santa Clara County.  

Gun Dealer Employee Background Checks: As of January 1, 2018, any individual who handles, sells, 
or delivers firearms at a gun dealership must obtain a certificate of eligibility demonstrating that he 
or she is not prohibited from purchasing or possessing firearms.  

Three localities in Santa Clara County, but not the county, had this requirement in place prior to the 
passage of Proposition 63 by prohibiting dealers from obtaining a local license if they employ 
individuals who have been convicted of certain crimes, such as any crime that would prohibit the 
employee from purchasing or possessing firearms.  

Ammunition Sales Record Keeping and Reporting: Between January 1, 2018, and January 1, 2019, 
California will begin to treat ammunition sales like gun sales. Among other things, ammunition 
sellers will be required to obtain a state license and record, maintain, and report to DOJ records of 



 

giffordslawcenter.org 
 
 
 

6 

ammunition sales. DOJ will be required to maintain a database of ammunition sale records, similar 
to the DOJ’s database for firearms. 

Two cities in Santa Clara County, but not the county, require ammunition sellers to record 
information about sales and report them to local agencies.  

Bans on Possession of Large Capacity Ammunition Magazines (LCMs): As of July 1, 2017, Proposition 
63 makes the possession of large capacity ammunition magazines unlawful.  

Sunnyvale is the only city in Santa Clara County that prohibits the possession of LCMs.xii The county 
does not have this ban.  

Lost and Stolen Reporting: Beginning July 1, 2017, firearms owners are required to report the loss or 
theft of a firearm to the local law enforcement agency in the jurisdiction in which the loss or theft 
occurred. The owner must report within five days after he or she discovered or reasonably should 
have discovered the loss or theft.   

Two cities in Santa Clara County require gun owners to report the loss or theft of a firearm to local 
law enforcement. The county does not have this requirement. 

The jurisdictions mentioned above with laws in place that are now covered by Proposition 63 may 
wish to reevaluate these ordinances.  Giffords Law Center is available to assist the county and other 
jurisdictions with an analysis of the effectiveness of these ordinances and other options they may 
consider taking in light of the new state laws.   

SECTION 2: RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COUNTY-WIDE REFORM  
As discussed in Section 1 of the report, Santa Clara County has several ordinances in place that 
regulate gun dealers operating in the unincorporated areas of the county. The county also regulates 
the possession of firearms on certain types of government property. While the gun death rate in 
Santa Clara County has declined over the past nearly two decades,xiii the county could continue its 
efforts to address and prevent gun violence by taking action in several areas.  

This section of the report will discuss Gifford’s recommendations to strengthen gun violence 
prevention in Santa Clara County. While this section analyzes Santa Clara County’s laws and provides 
recommendations where additional regulations may be enacted, these recommendations apply 
equally to cities within the county that have similar gaps in their laws. As with the county, Giffords 
Law Center is available to help cities implement the smarter gun safety laws we recommend.  

GUN DEALER ORDINANCES 
Gun dealers, who are the link between gun manufacturers and the general public, are subject to 
very little federal oversight. Federal law requires firearms dealers to obtain a license from the 
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms & Explosives (“ATF”),xiv but ATF does not have the resources or 
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authority to properly oversee the more than 137,000 firearms dealers, manufacturers, collectors, 
and others that it licenses (“FFLs”).xv In 2004, the Office of the Inspector General (“OIG”) found that 
inspections by ATF are not fully effective for ensuring that FFLs comply with federal firearms laws.xvi 
A Washington Post investigation in 2010 found that, as a result of inadequate staffing, ATF was able 
to inspect less than 10% of FFL’s in 2009 and, on average, dealers are inspected only once a 
decade.xvii A 2013 report by OIG found that, between 2004 and 2011, FFLs reported 174,679 
firearms missing from their inventories and only 62% of FFLs inspected in 2011 were found to be in 
compliance with federal gun laws.xviii  

Firearms dealers are a high-value target for criminals, and have often been magnets for break-ins, 
theft, and destruction of property.xix In 2017, ATF issued a report demonstrating that between the 
last two years (measured 2015 to 2016), gun thefts from California federally licensed dealers 
increased by a staggering 173.8%.xx The number of firearms stolen from California licensed dealers 
in 2015 was 252; in 2016, that number increased dramatically to 690.xxi A growing number of these 
incidents have been so-called “smash-and grab” robberies, where perpetrators drive their car into a 
gun store’s doors, front windows, or gates to gain entry. A sampling of these incidents from 2016 
includes: 

• 18 handguns stolen from Independence Armory in Petaluma, CA. March 2016.xxii 

• Handguns and rifles stolen from Red Seal Arms Guns and Ammo in Ventura, CA. March 
2016.xxiii 

• 107 guns stolen from Nor Cal Gun Vault, Rocklin, CA. May 2016.xxiv 

• Attempted smash-and-grab robberies from Laguna Guns and Accessories and CS 
Tactical/MTG Firearms in Elk Grove, CA. No guns stolen. May 2016.xxv 

• 30 handguns stolen from American Firearms in Fresno, CA. June 2016.xxvi 

• Rifle stolen from Rocklin Armory in Rocklin, CA. July 2016.xxvii 

• More than 15 guns stolen from STS Guns in Folsom, CA. July 2016.xxviii 

• Approximately 20 handguns stolen from Mustang Firearms, Grass Valley, CA. August 2016. 
At least 12 similar incidents have taken place in the greater Sacramento area in the six 
months prior, resulting in between 230 and 240 stolen firearms.xxix 

Furthermore, at least one academic study suggests that firearms dealers may attract individuals 
engaged in criminal activity to the communities in which they are located, not only because they are 
a high-value target for theft, but also because of firearms dealers’ willingness to sell to “straw 
purchasers” who illegally buy for others.xxx A 2009 study analyzed ATF data showing that guns “are 
often found to have been used for criminal purposes not far from the gun dealer where they were 
first obtained, and “almost one-third (32.2%) of traced crime guns are recovered by police within 10 
miles of the [dealer] where they were first purchased.”xxxi ATF also found that dealers and 
pawnbrokers were associated with the largest number of trafficked guns – over 40,000 – and 
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concluded that “FFLs’ access to large numbers of firearms makes them a particular threat to public 
safety when they fail to comply with the law.”xxxii 

Because of the risks discussed above, the International Association of Chiefs of Police recommends 
that local governments impose requirements on gun dealers in order to respond to specific 
community concerns.xxxiii Including the jurisdictions mentioned in Section 1 of the report, a total of 
170 jurisdictions in California have gone above and beyond state law in their regulation of gun 
dealers.  

As discussed in Section 1, Santa Clara County regulates gun dealers operating in the unincorporated 
areas of the county by requiring gun dealers to obtain a local permit that includes a background 
check of the applicant.  

The county could further improve its regulation of gun dealers, however, by enacting the following 
regulations: 

(1) Require gun dealers to carry liability insurance: Firearms dealers would be required to carry 
liability insurance with limits of at least $1 million per incident. This provision would not create any 
new liability for gun dealers; instead, this requirement ensure that victims who are injured by a 
firearm dealer in violation of an existing law establishing the dealer’s liability, receive the 
compensation to which they are legally entitled. 

Because insurance is generally cheaper for responsible businesses, this requirement would also 
incentivize responsible behavior over time. Thirty-three other California jurisdictions, including 
Campbell, Los Gatos, and Palo Alto require gun dealers to maintain a liability insurance policy. 

(2) Prohibition on operating near sensitive areas: Firearms dealers and ammunition sellers would be 
prohibited from operating within certain distances of residential neighborhoods or other sensitive 
areas, such as schools, daycare centers, playgrounds, and parks.  

Neither federal nor state law prohibits gun dealers from operating within certain distances of so-
called “sensitive areas” such as schools, pre-schools, day-care facilities, parks, community centers, 
places of worship, youth centers, or residentially zoned districts or areas. Such zoning decisions are 
usually left to the discretion of local jurisdictions, as they are in the best position to determine which 
specific distance limitations achieve the desired objectives in their community. Twenty-three 
California jurisdictions, including Los Gatos, Palo Alto, San Francisco, and Oakland, prohibit gun 
dealers from operating near sensitive areas. (See Addendum) West Hollywood prohibits a gun 
dealer from operating within 1,000 feet of a school, daycare, or public park.xxxiv  

Currently, Santa Clara County does not prohibit gun dealers from operating within certain distances 
of sensitive areas. Santa Clara County does, however, regulate certain other businesses away from 
sensitive areas. For example, the county prohibits retailers of tobacco products from operating 
within 1,000 feet of a school.xxxv 
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Santa Clara County should carefully review its zoning map to determine what distance limitations it 
could place between gun dealers and sensitive areas such as schools and day cares while still 
maintaining areas where gun dealers can operate safely. Doing so will ensure that any risk posed by 
potential criminal activity is minimized, and the decision whether to expose children to guns is left 
to the discretion of parents 

(3) Land use permit: Gun dealers and ammunition sellers would be required to obtain a land use 
permit to ensure that the location of the business complies with the jurisdiction’s zoning 
requirements and general plan, and to ensure that the business operations will not be detrimental 
to the public health and safety of those nearby. 

Even if a gun dealer is proposing to open in a location that meets the other zoning requirements of 
the jurisdiction, the county should still require the dealer to obtain a land use permit so it can 
evaluate the wisdom of the specific proposed location. Doing so will allow the county to ensure that 
the dealer’s location does not pose any risks to the community that are not otherwise addressed by 
the licensing requirements. Furthermore, this requirement will likely require the Planning 
Commission to conduct a public hearing on the land use application, allowing community members 
to express their support of, or concerns regarding, the specific location of a gun dealer.  

(4) Additional premises and videotaping security requirements: Security standards for firearm 
dealer premises would include the maintenance of an alarm system and surveillance cameras, and 
requirements for the safe storage of firearms when the store is both open and closed for business 
that go above and beyond state law. 

Security standards for firearm dealer premises should include the maintenance of an alarm system 
and surveillance cameras, and requirements for the safe storage of firearms when the store is both 
open and closed for business. As noted above, gun dealer burglaries have skyrocketed in recent 
years, allowing thousands of guns to enter the criminal marketplace. Requiring guns to be safely 
stored when the business is open and closed deters and prevents thefts and burglaries.  

Videotaping security can also aid law enforcement in solving gun crimes. In two academic studies, 
undercover researchers found that at least 20% of California gun dealers were willing to conduct an 
illegal “straw purchase,”xxxvi even when dealers knew the gun was being purchased for a prohibited 
person such as a felon.xxxvii Though straw purchases are a leading source of crime guns, they often 
appear legal on paper without security cameras to visibly capture the sale. 

California gun dealers also reported 1,797 firearms “missing” from their inventories from 2012-
2015.xxxviii Without security cameras monitoring dealers’ premises and sales counters, law 
enforcement has few tools to investigate whether these firearms were misplaced, stolen, or illegally 
trafficked to criminals. Also worth noting is that 74% of Americans favor requiring gun retailers to 
videotape all gun sales.xxxix Wal-Mart, the largest gun retailer in the United States, began videotaping 
all gun sales in 2008.xl 



 

giffordslawcenter.org 
 
 
 

10 

Six other California jurisdictions, including Santa Cruz County and San Francisco, require gun dealers 
to videotape sales. Campbell and Los Gatos require videotaping security of a gun dealer’s premises 
and 28 other California jurisdictions require dealers to meet standards for premises security and 
safe storage of inventory that are above and beyond what is required by California state law. 

(5) Law enforcement inspections: Local law enforcement would be required to inspect a gun dealer 
for compliance with local, state, and federal laws within a particular time period, for example, once 
every six or twelve months. 

Law enforcement inspections allow agencies to ensure that gun dealers are complying with federal, 
state, and local laws, and deter illegal activity. A September 2010 report by Mayors Against Illegal 
Guns concluded that routine inspections of gun dealers provide law enforcement with more 
opportunities to “detect potential indications of illegal gun activity, including improper 
recordkeeping or a dealer whose gun inventory does not match their sales records.”xli The report 
presented data showing that states that do not permit or require inspections of gun dealers are the 
sources of crime guns recovered in other states at a rate that is 50% greater than states that do 
permit or require such inspections.  

While California does permit such inspections,xlii as discussed previously, the California Department 
of Justice is underfunded and overburdened and cannot adequately inspect the approximately 3,100 
gun dealers operating in California.xliii Accordingly, it is more efficient and effective to have local law 
enforcement conduct the inspection of the gun dealers currently operating in Santa Clara County.xliv 
A 2009 study supports this recommendation, indicating that when local jurisdictions regularly 
inspect gun dealers for compliance with state and local laws, levels of gun trafficking were 
significantly lower.xlv 

Currently, Santa Clara County does not require gun dealers to furnish all records pertaining to the 
dealers’ transactions upon request by a sheriff’s representative or any peace officer, nor does it 
permit an inspection of the licensed premises where firearms and firearm accessories are located.  

(6) Inventory reports: As a requirement of obtaining a local license, firearms dealers and 
ammunition sellers would be required to submit a report to law enforcement detailing their 
inventory no more frequently than every six months. 

Inventory reporting to local law enforcement can provide important evidence to help the agency 
solve crimes. It also deters sellers from engaging in illegal sales. The September 2010 report by 
Mayors Against Illegal Guns discussed in the previous section also concluded that when dealers are 
required to report their inventories to law enforcement, it allows agencies more opportunity to 
detect illegal activity.xlvi Inspections of gun dealers’ records and inventory reporting are tools that 
work in conjunction to root out gun dealers who are violating laws.  

Ten California jurisdictions, including the City of Campbell, require dealers to report their inventory 
to law enforcement (See Addendum). 
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(7) Restricted admittance: No one ineligible to purchase or possess firearms based on age or other 
criteria would be allowed to enter the firearms’ dealers’ premises. Minors may enter the premises 
only if they are accompanied by a parent or guardian. 

Persons ineligible to purchase or possess firearms based on age or other criteria should be 
prohibited from entering a firearm dealer’s premises. Barring individuals prohibited by law from 
purchasing guns from gun dealer premises is commonsense and can lessen the risk of a gun dealer 
robbery or straw purchase. Excluding minors who are ineligible to possess guns from gun dealer 
premises without a parent or guardian ensures that exposure to guns is left at the discretion of 
parents. While we include this policy in our model gun dealer regulation law, Giffords Law Center 
does not specifically track which jurisdictions prohibit unaccompanied minors or other prohibited 
individuals from entering a gun dealership.  

(8) Posted notices and warnings: Dealers would be required to post information about local gun 
laws and suicide prevention resources.  

Firearms dealers and ammunition sellers should be required to post warnings about failures to 
comply with state firearms laws and information about suicide prevention resources. Public safety is 
stronger when well-intentioned gun owners are informed about the obligations and responsibilities 
associated with ownership of lethal weapons. Giffords Law Center recommends specific warning 
language that does not conflict with or duplicate state law in our model dealer ordinance for 
California jurisdictions. While we also include this policy in our model law, Giffords Law Center does 
not specifically track which jurisdictions require gun dealers to post notices and warnings.  

(9) Apply existing and new permitting and zoning requirements to ammunition sellers: All 
requirements imposed on gun dealers, such as the requirement that dealers obtain a local permit 
and liability insurance, would be applied to ammunition sellers as well.   

Because without ammunition guns are no more lethal than any blunt object, ammunition sellers 
pose the same risks to public safety discussed in this report as gun dealers. In recognition of these 
risks, Proposition 63 changed state law to treat ammunition sales like gun sales and require 
ammunition sellers to obtain a state license. Beginning January 1, 2018, individuals who sell more 
than 500 rounds of ammunition in any month must obtain a state-issued ammunition vendor license 
and conduct ammunition sales only at specified business locations.  

Currently, the county only requires individuals engaged in the business of selling firearms to obtain a 
local license. It does not require ammunition sellers to obtain a local license or liability insurance, 
nor does it prohibit ammunition sellers from operating in areas zoned for residential use. In fact, the 
county currently does not regulate ammunition sellers in any substantive way.  

After Proposition 63’s regulations go into effect, it will be important for local law enforcement to 
ensure that ammunition sellers are complying with state and local laws and maintain oversight of 
these individuals in the community. Accordingly, the county should require ammunition sellers to 
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obtain a local permit and be subject to the same regulations that are imposed on gun dealers to 
ensure that these sellers are operating safely and responsibly.   

SAFE STORAGE  
People who keep guns in the home would be required to keep them in a locked container or 
disabled with a trigger lock when an authorized user is not carrying them. 

Safe storage ordinances address the very real risks posed by unsecured guns in the home. 
Unsecured guns may be accessed by minors, suicidal teens, and thieves. Research indicates that 
when people keep their unattended guns locked up or disabled with a trigger lock, these risks are 
minimized.xlvii  

A recent study by researchers at the Center for Disease Control and Prevention stated that youth 
suicide with guns has risen dramatically between 2007 and 2014.xlviii In fact, gun suicides by minors 
10 years old and older increased 60 percent in that period. The authors noted that safe storage of 
firearms would likely reduce this alarming number. Studies have demonstrated that the risk of 
suicide—particularly amongst children and teens—is significantly higher in homes where a firearm is 
kept loaded and/or unlocked.xlix Additionally, a study of mass shootings demonstrated that in over 
half of shootings perpetrated by minors in elementary or secondary schools, the shooter used guns 
obtained from home that were likely unsecured.l  

Children and teens are also at risk of death or injury from unintentional shootings. Children as young 
as three-years-old are strong enough to fire some types of handguns.li An analysis published by 
Everytown for Gun Safety in 2014 found that 70% of shooting deaths involving children could have 
been prevented if the firearm had been stored locked and unloaded.  

While California has a “child access prevention” law at the state level, this law does not go far 
enough to protect children from unsecured guns. Under the law, individuals may be criminally liable 
if they negligently store or leave, on premises within their custody or control, a loaded firearm in a 
location where the person knows, or reasonably should know, that the child is likely to gain access 
to the firearm without the permission of the child’s parent or legal guardian.lii No liability is imposed 
in this situation if reasonable action is taken to secure the firearm against access by a child. The law 
also does not apply if the firearm was kept in a locked container or in a location that a reasonable 
person would believe to be secure, or the firearm was locked with a locking device that rendered 
the firearm inoperable.liii 

A close reading of California state law demonstrates that it does not go far enough to prevent access 
to firearms by minors because it does not affirmatively require any particular behavior. So long as a 
person does not “negligently” store or leave a loaded firearm on his or her premises, or takes 
“reasonable” action to “secure” the firearm, he or she may not be liable even if a minor gets ahold 
of the firearm. Furthermore, if the person stores the firearm in a locked container or with a locking 
device, he or she escapes liability in the event a child does gain access to the firearm. These 
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subjective standards only provide an out for individuals when a child actually gains access to a 
firearm. The law does not dictate what responsible storage is or require that gun owners abide by it.  

Safe storage laws, on the other hand, require gun owners to keep their guns in locked safes or with 
trigger locks; these laws are preventative measures with objective standards. In addition to 
providing clarity on what, exactly, constitutes reasonable gun storage, safe storage laws can also 
help to change and shift social norms.  

Furthermore, safe storage laws can reduce gun thefts from residences. A study by Harvard and 
Northeastern researchers shows that hundreds of thousands of guns are stolen each year; gun theft 
is an important way that guns enter the illegal market.liv The ATF estimates that about 10-15% of 
stolen guns are used in subsequent crimes.lv According to the researchers, gun owners who safely 
store their firearms experience gun thefts at a lower rate than those who do not. The study also 
concludes that promoting safer storage of guns may help to reduce gun thefts and reduce the 
number of guns entering the illegal market.lvi  

Safe storage ordinances are in effect in nine California communities—Los Angeles, Palm Springs, San 
Francisco, Sunnyvale, Oakland, Santa Cruz, Tiburon, and Belvedere—and the City of San Jose 
recently enacted a modified version of safe storage, requiring gun owners to lock up or disable the 
firearm when the gun owner leaves his or her residence.lvii Additionally, as of the date of this report, 
the Town of Moraga was in the process of drafting a safe storage ordinance. 

COUNTY PROPERTY RESTRICTIONS 
Santa Clara County could prohibit the possession of guns by licensed individuals on more areas of 
county property. 

Currently, Santa Clara County generally prohibits the possession of guns in parks,lviii county 
airports,lix certain trails,lx and the water district.lxi Recognizing that the presence of guns allows every 
day conflicts to escalate into shootouts, the county could expand this prohibition to other parts of 
county property such as, courthouses, administrative buildings, and meetings of the Board of 
Supervisors, among others.  The county could also prohibit the sale of guns on county property so 
that county fairgrounds cannot be used to host gun shows. 

SECTION 3: HOW THE LAW CENTER CAN HELP 
For nearly a quarter century, the Law Center has been working with local governments in California 
and around the country to draft and enact evidence-based, safer gun laws. Though the level of our 
involvement varies depending on the needs of the jurisdiction, what follows is a list of potential 
ways we could facilitate a local ordinance effort in Santa Clara County or in cities within the county.  

(1) Work with community members: A critical component to the success of local gun safety 
legislation is often the involvement of individuals in the community who want their elected 
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representative to act on a specific gun violence prevention issue, or the issue more broadly. 
Residents of a jurisdiction are in the best position to advocate for their communities, and 
mobilize support. Giffords Law Center attorneys are able to meet with community members to 
educate them on the issues and provide resources to help them advocate for ordinances with 
their legislators.  

(2) Meet with members of the Board of Supervisors: Giffords Law Center frequently meets with and 
answers questions from elected officials considering gun safety legislation in their jurisdiction. 
Because we’ve been working in this space for nearly 25 years, we are able to provide valuable 
insight to local legislators about these efforts historically and in other communities. We can also 
serve as expert intermediaries between representatives and community members.  

(3) Work directly with county counsel: When assisting with local legislation, we frequently provide 
legal background and information to the jurisdiction’s attorney. Often, elected officials will 
direct their counsel to confer with Giffords Law Center experts on issues related to gun laws.  

(4) Provide pro bono research support: During the process of drafting local legislation, legal 
questions often arise. We have an army of dedicated pro bono attorneys from top law firms 
who are willing and able to help Giffords Law Center attorneys research these issues at no cost 
to the jurisdiction.  

(5) Provide drafting assistance: Giffords Law Center attorneys have been helping legislators write 
gun violence prevention bills and laws at the local, state, and federal level for nearly 25 years. 
Specifically, we have experience drafting the policies recommended in Section 2 of this report 
and would be happy to work with county counsel and staff to craft the evidence-based, 
defensible policies we recommend.  
 

(6) Testify orally and in writing in support of ordinances: Our attorneys frequently testify in support 
of local, state, and federal policies. Particularly when we work with a jurisdiction to craft a gun 
safety law, we commit to provide oral and/or written testimony at all subsequent legislative 
hearings. 

 
(7) Provide pro bono defense: The Giffords Law Center board of directors is made up of partners of 

major national and international law firms, as well as prestigious boutique firms headquartered 
in the Bay Area. When the gun lobby sues cash-strapped local governments, we have been able 
to call upon our board and other pro bono partners to provide pro bono litigation defense to the 
jurisdiction.  
 

(8) Speak to the media about the proposed or enacted ordinances: Giffords Law Center attorneys 
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frequently speak to the press to discuss gun law and policy. In particular, when a jurisdiction is 
considering a law, local news outlets contact Giffords Law Center looking for an expert to 
discuss the policy. Through these contacts, we will help educate the public and provide context 
about the new gun law.  

 
 
 

 

__________ 

ABOUT GIFFORDS LAW CENTER 
For nearly 25 years, the legal experts at Giffords Law Center to Prevent 

Gun Violence have been fighting for a safer America by researching, 
drafting, and defending the laws, policies, and programs proven to save 

lives from gun violence.  

i In 1995, the Law Center collected data via a survey distributed to all cities and counties in California. One-hundred and 
seventy-three cities and 23 counties responded to the survey. 
ii Giffords Law Center tracks certain types of local gun laws that, in our expertise, have the greatest potential to reduce gun 
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not discussed in this report. These laws are typically matters covered at the state level, such as the prohibition on the unlawful 
discharge of firearms, or regulate a very narrow category of firearm ownership or use, such as imposing additional 
requirements on secondhand firearm sales. 
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the aforementioned criteria, as well as smaller cities and counties that have enacted innovative gun laws. 
iv California Secretary of State, Statement of Vote, November 8, 2016 General Election, 
http://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/sov/2016-general/sov/2016-complete-sov.pdf, last visited Sept. 20, 2017. 
v Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting System (WISQARS), “Fatal Injury 
Data,” last accessed September 1, 2017, https://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars.  
vi While we did not review the ordinances of the following towns, we are happy to do so upon request: Cupertino, Gilroy, Los 
Altos, Los Altos Hills, Milpitas, Monte Sereno, Morgan Hill, Mountain View, Saratoga. 
vii Laws regulating gun dealers in California are discussed on our website at Dealer Regulations in California, 
http://lawcenter.giffords.org/dealer-regulations-in-california/.  
viii See Penal Code § 26705. 
ix Santa Clara County Code § B19-2. 
x Giffords Law Center to Prevent Gun Violence, “Gun Shows,” last visited September 25, 2017, available at 
http://lawcenter.giffords.org/gun-laws/policy-areas/gun-sales/gun-shows/#federal. 
xi Jackson v. City and County of San Francisco, 746 F.3d 953 (9th Cir. 2014). 
xii Sunnyvale Code § 9.44.050. 
xiii In 1999, the gun death rate in Santa Clara Count was 5.088. By 2016, it had dropped to 4.056. Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, Wide-ranging Online Data for Epidemiologic Research (WONDER), “Underlying Cause of Death, 1999-2016 
Request,” last accessed Feb. 1, 2018. 
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NAME OF ORGANIZATION: 
 

SAN JOSE MUSEUM OF QUILTS & TEXTILES 
 

Name of Contact Person: Jane Le Fevre 
Phone:   408 888 6979 
Email:   Jane.lefevre@srpnow.com 
Presenters: Jane Le Fevre, CEO Socially Responsible Partnerships 

Nancy Bavor, Exec Director, SJ Quilt & Textile Museum 
  

 
REQUEST (WHAT WILL BE PRESENTED?): 
My client, the San Jose Museum of Quilts and Textiles has a trailblazing array of exhibitions and events 
focused on gun violence in America.   Next week, coinciding with the 19th anniversary of the Columbine 
tragedy the museum will be announcing an exhibition:  Guns:  Loaded Conversations along with a unique quilt-
themed gun buy-back program.  We’re joining forces with the Mayor’s office, multiple City Council Districts, 
the San Jose Police Department and Police Foundation to organize the gun buy-back program. 
 
I believe your members will be very interested in learning about this initiative.  I’d like to get ten-fifteen 
minutes on your next meeting agenda to present the program and talk about the gun buy-back program.  I’d 
also like to bring the museum’s Executive Director, Nancy Bavor who will be happy to talk about the exhibition 
as well as share some slides of the amazing artwork that’s been created around the issue of gun ownership 
and gun violence. 
 
RELEVANCE TO THE CITIES ASSOCIATION: 
Topical and timely trailblazing array of exhibitions and events intended to spark dialogue in relation to the 
complicated and multifaceted topic of gun violence in America. 
 
The exhibition will be open to the public from April 22nd through July 15th. 
 
The gun buy-back program, is slated to take place in early December. 
 
WHAT ACTION IS REQUESTED OF THE CITIES ASSOCIATION? 
This session will be and informational presentation and opportunity for additional cities to learn how The 
Museum of Quilts & Textiles is working with city government, the San Jose Police Department and the Police 
Foundation to structure gun buy-back programs with their local police departments 
MATERIALS TO BE SENT TO SUPPORT PRESENTATION:   

1. Power point presentation to walk Association Members through the process. 
2. Tie in promotion opportunity with free passes to the Museum’s exhibition offered. 

 

REQUEST TO PRESENT TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
Return to executive_director@citiesassociation.org at least 2 
weeks prior to the Board Meeting for consideration.   
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