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City

of Carlsbad, City of E1 Cajon, City of Fresno, City of
Oceanside and City of Vista ("Petitioners) desire to spend their limited funds to achieve their local
objectives, consistent with their duly elected political convictions.

Respondents and Defendants Christine
Baker, in her official capacity as the State

of California Director of Industrial Relations, and Julie A. Su, in her official capacity as the State of
California Labor Commissioner and the State of California ("Respondent") desire to allocate its limited
resources to promote a state wide policy, consistent with its duly elected political convictions.

The Court empathizes with the dilemma framed by Petitioners; however, given the totality of this record,
the Court finds that, if Petitioners desire to benefit from the receipt of state funds, their local concerns
must yield to Respondent's policy objectives.

Petitioners' Petition for Writ of Mandate to issue a Writ of Mandate as to Respondent, pursuant to Code
of Civil Procedure section 1085, et seq., to halt the Respondent from implementing and enforcing
Senate Bills No.7 (2013), Senate Bill No. 829 (2012) and Senate Bill No. 922 (2011) because Petitioners
have a clear, present and material right to Respondent's compliance
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non-payment of prevailing wages.

Pursuing state policy objectives through financial incentives is generally constitutional. The Legislature
has plenary lawmaking authority over the state's budget (Cal. Const., Art. IV, § 12), and there is no
constitutional prohibition precluding it from creating specific funds for specific governmental purposes.
Shaw v. People ex rel. Chiang (2009) 175 Cal.App.4th 577, 602. The state may impose conditions upon
the granting of a privilege, including restrictions upon
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Respondents' Request for judicial notice filed on 7-11-14 is GRANTED IN PART AND DENIED IN
PART. The Court take judicial notice of Exhibits "1 - 9" and declines to take judicial notice of Exhibits
"10 -11", all of which were lodged in opposition to the Petition.

Respondents' evidentiary objections, and the joinder of Intervenor State Building and Construction
Trades Council ("SBCTC"), to the declaration of attorney James P. Lough are OVERRULED IN PART
AND SUSTAINED IN PART. The Court overrules objection nos. 1 - 7. The Court sustains objection
nos. 8 - 9.

Petitioners' evidentiary objections to the declarations of Robbie Hunter and Peter W. Philips are
OVERRULED.

Petitioners' Request for judicial notice filed on 7-18-14 in support of its Reply is DENIED.
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