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Appendix E 
 

Economic Analysis Approaches at Selected California Agencies 
 

Agency  Economic Analysis Process 
Agricultural Labor Relations Board Does not create rules that require economic analysis 

Air Resources Board 
Has a formal economics program; described in Background 
and Solutions chapters of report   

Boating and Waterways, Department of   
Rarely proposes regulations; no formal economic analysis 
process 

Building Standards Commission (BSC)  

Staff (e.g., Associate Construction Analysts) conducts 
economic analyses when necessary; BSC primarily acts as an 
administrative oversight body for agencies that are proposing 
building-related regulations 

Cal/EPA 
Economic Analysis Program (EAP); described in Background 
chapter of report   

Cal/Occupational Safety & Health Technical staff conducts analyses on an as-needed basis 

Caltrans 

Staff conducts analyses via an informal process; propose only 
a small number of regulations that require an assessment; 
hire consultants if a major analysis is required  

Coastal Commission  Rarely needs to perform analyses; no formal process 
Coastal Conservancy  Does not create rules that require economic analysis   
Conservation, Department of Does not create rules that require economic analysis 
Conservation Corps Does not create rules that require economic analysis 

Consumer Affairs, Department of 

Budget office analysts conduct needed reviews; if economic 
analysis from a particular board or bureau needs substantial  
improvement, budget office performs revisions  

Corporations, Department of 

Proposes roughly five or fewer regulations per year, which 
rarely produce a significant economic impact; staff completes 
the Form 399 

Delta Stewardship Council Does not create rules that require economic analysis   

Energy Commission 
Formal standards; described in Background and Solutions 
chapters of report  

Fair Employment and Housing, Department of 
Proposes a small number of regulations; staff completes Form 
399 

Fair Employment and Housing Commission  
Rarely proposes regulations; no formal economic analysis 
process  

Financial Institutions, Department of 

Informal analysis process; considering developing a formal 
economic analysis unit, but concerns exist regarding ability 
to hire economists 

Fish and Game, Department of Consultants have performed significant economic analyses 

Food and Agriculture, Department of 

Individual divisions perform analyses on an as-needed basis 
by using informal (e.g., internet research) and formal (e.g., 
stakeholder workshop) processes 

Health and Human Services Agency  

Some departments (e.g., Department of Social Services) 
assign program specialists to conduct analyses on an  
as-needed basis 

Housing & Community Development, Dept of  
Codes Division performs analyses through an informal 
process; other divisions rarely need to perform analyses  
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Insurance, Department of 

Proposes roughly 20 regulations each year, but only recently 
started completing the economic impact section of the Form 
399; staff completes the form to the best of its ability 

Parks and Recreation Commission Does not create rules that require economic analysis  

Public Utilities Commission 

Staff in individual divisions conducts economic analyses on 
an as-needed basis (e.g., determining the impacts on 
ratepayers of a rate change), but the agency generally is 
outside the scope of the Administrative Procedure Act  

Real Estate, Department of 
Proposes a small number of regulations each year; program 
analysts/managers complete the Form 399 

State Lands Commission Does not create rules that require economic analysis   

State Water Resources Control Board 

Performs analyses on an as-needed basis; a research program 
specialist assigned to economic tasks is listed on Office of 
Planning, Research & Performance organization chart  

Toxic Substances Control, Department of 

Consultants have performed economic analyses for 
significant proposed rules; can use air board’s economic 
expertise     

Water Resources, Department of 
Formal economics unit with guidance documents, but 
generally not considered a regulatory entity   
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