
1

the coalition of Labor, 
Agriculture, and Business

COLAB
San Luis Obispo County

Keynote Speaker
Dr. Sam 
Blakeslee
The Honorable Dr. Sam 
Blakeslee founded the In-
stitute for Advanced Tech-
nology and Public Policy 
at Cal Poly in 2012. With a 
portfolio of experience as 
a scientist, business owner 
and legislator, his goal is to 
bring these diverse worlds together with cross-dis-
ciplinary thinkers at Cal Poly to solve some of the 
most complex public policy challenges facing society 
today. Blakeslee was elected to the California State 
Assembly in 2005 and later to the State Senate. 
Elected by his fellow legislators, Blakeslee served 
as Assembly Minority Leader. In this role, he was a 
member of the “Big 5” with responsibility for nego-
tiating the state budget and major policy initiatives. 
In 2009 and 2012, the Sacramento Bee identified 
Blakeslee as one of “Sacramento’s Most Bipartisan 
Legislators.

5th Annual

&DINNER
FUNDRAISER

2014
Thursday, March 27, 2014

Alex Madonna Expo Center, San Luis Obispo

5:15 pm - Social Hour, No Host Cocktails
6:15 pm - Filet Mignon Dinner including Wine

$125 per person / $1100 per table of ten
Reserved seating for Tables of Ten

For tickets, mail your check to:
COLAB, PO Box 13601, 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406

For more information call: (805) 548-0340
or email to colabslo@gmail.com

Remember to bring your ticket to enter in the 
door prize drawing!

Come join us in the celebration!
Cocktail Attire Optional

(We still love those jeans too!)

MONTHLY NEWSLETTER
AUGUST 2014 NEWSLETTER VOLUME 4, ISSUE 7

the coalition of Labor, 
Agriculture, and Business

COLAB
San Luis Obispo County

Guest Speaker
Supervisor
Debbie Arnold
Join us and hear Fifth 
District Supervisor 
Debbie Arnold’s front 
line insights about 
her efforts to stop the 
Board of Supervisors 
majority’s reenergized 
assault on business and private property. A 
key element of this plan is to prohibit devel-
opment of single family freestanding homes 
with a yard, garage, and privacy. A compan-
ion policy is to force all development into 
the core of Nipomo, Oceano Templeton, and 
San Miguel. Other Current initiatives include 
manipulation of the housing market; impos-
ing centralized one size fits all control over 
neighborhood and agricultural water re-
sources, more consolidated power for Board 
Chairman Gibson, more fees at the Planning 
Department and APCD, and more job killing 
permitting delays and costs.  

MIXER
SOUTH COUNTY

2014

Thursday, August 14, 2014 

5:30-7:30 p.m.

Arroyo Grande Hall
707 Huasna Rd. 

(At the intersection of Hwy 227, 
E. Branch St. and Huasna Rd.)

Appetizers and Beverages 
will be served.

RSVPs appreciated by Monday, August 11th.
Email: colabslo@gmail.com or call (805) 548-0340

LOCK AND LOAD
FOR FALL.

KEEPING YOU INFORMED.
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DO AS I SAY 
NOT AS I DO

By Michael F. Brown

Why is it that only the dumb sap average citizens are 
subject to the enviro-socialists’ call for destruction of the 
standard of living in the name of climate change and “smart 
growth”? Consider the hypocritical “let them eat cake” 
implications of the following story.

   President Obama enjoyed a long golf weekend in Ran-
cho Mirage last February.  He must have liked the place 
because he has been looking at homes there. The President 
has become the smart-growther in chief and most recently 
called for state and local governments to buy into the whole 
scheme through his “resiliency” wealth transfer initiative. 
Meanwhile he is trying to shut down the coal industry, 
hobble the oil and gas industry, prevent “urban sprawl” (the 
development of single-family freestanding homes), and 
otherwise provide major support for the whole agenda.
We think that it’s appropriate for retired US presidents and 
their families to enjoy a residence befitting their successful 

LEADERSHIP HYPOCRISY DEPARTMENT
careers and stature. From Washington’s Mount Vernon to 
Teddy Roosevelt’s Sagamore Hill to Eisenhower’s Get-
tysburg Farm, Presidential private residences have served 
as important symbols in our society. Most importantly 
they demonstrate that Presidents in American democracy 
serve and then surrender power in a peaceful transition to 
private life. There are no tanks surrounding the Capitol 
and White House. The losers are not shot. Many of these 
residences become museums visited by millions of citizens 
and visitors over the decades. Sometimes these homes are 
acquired earlier in a future Presidents life and are regarded 
by their owners as a retreat from the terrible responsibilities 
and as havens for family and simple pleasures. Most often 
they are situated on farms, ranches, the seashore, or in the 
mountains. President Regan’s beloved Rancho Cielo is, 
of course, one of the most perfect examples - a relatively 
modest property in a difficult location with a stunning view.
In line with the democratic ethos, there are no palaces, 
100 room villas, Beverly Hills mansions or 40,000-acre 

As a crusading urban reformer, conservationist and out-
doorsman, and later as President of the United States, 
Theodore Roosevelt met his considerable responsibilities 
with characteristic energy and passion. Throughout his 
career, however, T.R. saw himself first as a husband and 
father: family and home were of the utmost importance to 
him. Sagamore Hill, the Roosevelt family home at Oyster 
Bay, Long Island, was T.R.’s primary residence from 1886 
until his death in 1919. 

Note: The home is a freestanding single-family house with 
a yard. He was not nostalgic for his family’s historic Man-
hattan townhouse. 

Sagamore Hill

DO AS I SAY,
NOT AS I DO
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April through October. Obviously the soon to be former 
President  (not to mention housekeepers, security guys, 
chauffeurs, landscapers, cooks) won’t be using mass transit 
at this location.                                                                                                                         

Beautiful, Walkable, Leafy, 
Mass Transit-Served 
“Sustainable” Homes in Chicago.
The potential Obama post-White House estate is beautifully 
landscaped with lush green lawns, a putting green, scores 
of non-native palm trees, and imported deciduous trees, 
shrubs and flowers. The property contains numerous water 
features which are evaporating thousands of gallons per 
year into the dry desert heat. The dramatic lighting looks 
like it uses enough electricity to power all of Cayucos. 
And, egad, the Coachella Valley aquifer is in rapid decline! 
The local water district’s groundwater management plan 
states in part:

ES-3 CURRENT CONDITION OF COACHELLA VALLEY 
GROUNDWATER BASIN
The demand for groundwater has annually exceeded the 
limited natural recharge of the groundwater basin. The 

estancias. Not even a Hearst Castle. Teddy Roosevelt’s Sag-
amore Hill on Long Island’s north shore at Oyster Bay is a 
perfect example. Roosevelt, from a relatively wealthy fam-
ily, educated at Harvard, and free to pursue both western 
adventure and politics, built a very eclectic (and somewhat 
plain) house overlooking the bay. For decades it wasn’t 
even heated. Family activities were focused on vigorous 
outdoor sports, boating in small craft, picnics, and home 
cooked dinners with friends and notables of the day.

It turns out that President Barack Obama is now thinking 
about his future house. One home reportedly under con-
sideration is an estate villa in Rancho Mirage. The prop-
erty looks like a great family place for the kids and future 
grandkids. It also appears to be appropriate for entertaining 
important visitors, which is a lingering duty of ex-Presi-
dents. The property is shown below:

   
Potential Post-Presidency Home
Clearly, it is a classic rural/suburban California estate of the 
very kind that the President, his enviro- socialist supporters, 
and their local San Luis Obispo County apparatchiks are 
working so hard to outlaw in the name of global warm-
ing, sustainability, and “smart growth.” But like just about 
everyone else in society, the President is obviously very 
attracted to the spacious and gracious style of living. He is 
not opting for a beautiful historic townhouse in Chicago in 
a compact, walkable, close to services, leafy, “sustainable” 
neighborhood. No, he wants to move to the Coachella Val-
ley, where you have to run the air conditioners 24/7 from 

DO AS I SAY,
NOT AS I DO
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condition of a groundwater basin in which the outflows 
(demands) exceed the inflows (supplies) to the groundwater 
basin over the long term is called “overdraft.” Overdraft 
has caused groundwater levels to decrease in significant 
portions of the East Valley. Groundwater levels in the West 
Valley have also decreased substantially, except in the ar-
eas near the Whitewater Recharge Facility where artificial 
recharge has successfully raised water levels.

No problem?  Except for you, your children, and grandchil-
dren, who are condemned to stack-and-pack housing, com-
muting on a bus, and sending your higher taxes to Detroit.  
   

 

  

DO AS I SAY,
NOT AS I DO

On The Bay Near the Hyannis Estate
They sailed a small boat where she had to handle the jib 
lines. 

The darker the blue, the worse the water level decline. 
The blue at the lower right is part of the Salton Sea
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THE GREEN
THING

THE 
GREEN 

THING
By Anonymous

Checking out of the store, the young cashier suggested to 
the much older lady that she should bring her own grocery 
bags, because plastic bags are not good for the environ-
ment.   

The woman apologized to the young girl and explained, 
“We didn’t have this ‘green thing’ back in my earlier days.”    
The young clerk responded, “That’s our problem today. 
Your generation did not care enough to save our environ-
ment for future generations.”    

The older lady said that she was right -- our generation 
didn’t have the “green thing” in its day. The older lady went 
on to explain:    

Back then, we returned milk bottles, soda bottles and beer 
bottles to the store. The store sent them back to the plant 
to be washed and sterilized and refilled, so it could use the 
same bottles over and over, so they really were recycled. 
But we didn’t have the “green thing” back in our day. 
Grocery stores bagged our groceries in brown paper bags 
that we reused for numerous things. Most memorable 
besides household garbage bags was the use of brown 
paper bags as book covers for our school books. This was 
to ensure that public property (the books provided for our 
use by the school) was not defaced by our scribbling. Then 
we were able to personalize our books on the brown paper 
bags. But, too bad we didn’t do the “green thing” back 
then.   
 

We walked up stairs because we didn’t have an escalator 
in every store and office building. We walked to the gro-
cery store and didn’t climb into a 300-horsepower machine 
every time we had to go two blocks. 
   
But she was right. We didn’t have the “green thing” in our 
day.    

Back then we washed the baby’s diapers because we didn’t 
have the throw away kind. We   dried clothes on a line, not 
in an energy-gobbling machine burning up 220 volts. Wind 
and solar power really did dry our clothes back in our early 
days. Kids got hand-me-down clothes from their brothers 
or sisters, not always    brand-new clothing. 
But that young lady is right; we didn’t have the “green 
thing” back in our day. 

Back then we had one TV, or radio, in the house -- not a TV 
in every room. And the TV had a small screen the size of 
a handkerchief (remember them?), not a screen the size of 
the state of Montana. In the kitchen we blended and stirred 
by hand because we didn’t have electric machines to do 
everything for us. When we packaged a fragile item to send 
in the mail, we used wadded up old newspapers to cushion 
it, not Styrofoam or plastic bubble wrap. Back then, we   
didn’t fire up an engine and burn gasoline just to cut the 
lawn. We used a push mower that ran on human power. We 
exercised by working so we didn’t need to go to a health 
club to run on treadmills that operate on electricity.   
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But she’s right; we didn’t have the “green thing” back then.  
  
We drank from a fountain when we were thirsty instead of 
using a cup or a plastic bottle every time we had a drink of 
water. We refilled writing pens with ink instead of buying 
a new pen, and we replaced the razor blades in a razor 
instead of throwing away the whole razor just because the 
blade got dull.

But we didn’t have the “green thing” back then.
    
Back then, people took the streetcar or a bus and kids rode 
their bikes to school or    walked instead of turning their 

moms into a 24-hour taxi service in the family’s $45,000 
SUV or van, which cost what a whole house did before the 
“green thing.” We had one electrical outlet in a room, not 
an entire bank of sockets to power a dozen appliances. And 
we didn’t need a computerized gadget to receive a signal 
beamed from satellites 23,000 miles out in space in order to 
find the nearest burger joint.
    
But isn’t it sad the current generation laments how wasteful 
we old folks were just   because we didn’t have the “green 
thing” back then? 
   

THE GREEN
THING

Fiji Bottled Water Impact
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By Michael F. Brown

A group of 16 California State Assembly members who generally represent poorer districts have requested that Chair 
Mary Nichols and the California Air Resources Board delay the implementation of the carbon tax on motor fuels at the 
pump. The letter authored by Fresno Assemblyman Henry Perea and signed by 15 other members perfectly cites the eco-
nomic danger posed by the tax, which is to go into effect on January 1, 2015.

Significantly, the signers represent areas such as Fresno, Riverside, Westminster, Modesto, East Los Angeles, Watts, In-
glewood, Stockton, Santa Paula, and San Bernardino. There is not one from latte sipping elite areas such as Santa Monica, 
Berkeley, Napa, Santa Barbara, Rancho Mirage, or even San Luis Obispo. Leftist enviros are always extolling the need to 
protect the poor and promote social equity. Here we have representatives of the poor begging for relief and pointing out a 
very inconvenient truth.  Excerpts from the letter clearly outline the problem:

The administration of Democratic Gov. Jerry Brown offered a non-committal response to the Perea letter. “We received 
the letter and are developing a response,” said Stanley Young, the Air Board’s Communications Director.

Hopefully the understanding of this ill-conceived and job killing legislation will spread. Would the Board of Supervisors 
support the poor in the 2015 County Legislative Program?

ASSEMBLY MEMBERS WARN AB 32 
CAP-AND-TRADE WILL HURT POOR

PEREA
LETTER
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Fear and Climate Change

by Christopher Arend

The memory of childhood fears stays with us all our lives. In 

the middle of the 20th century - I was born in 1951 – we 

feared nuclear war. It was the age of “duck and cover!” One 

of my most vivid childhood memories is of one night in 

1960 or 1961 when my little sister and I watched the 1959 

movie “On the Beach” with Gregory Peck and Ava Gardner 

on the black and white TV. My nightmares about the end of 

all humanity lasted for years. The Cuba missile crisis, when 

my father arrived home early from a meeting after the par-

ticipants decided that they wanted to be with their families 

when the missiles fell, didn’t help. A couple of years later in 

1964 the Democrats generated a landslide win for President 

Johnson against Barry Goldwater with the “Daisy Girl” ad3 

and fear of Armageddon.

“Climate change”, as “global warming” is now called, is 

the feared Armageddon for the 21st century; Al Gore’s 

2006 movie “An Inconvenient Truth” is today’s “On the 

Beach”. Again we find the leaders of the Democratic Party 

calling climate change the “perhaps the World’s most fear-

some weapon of mass destruction”.4 The desperation of the 

Democratic Party in the upcoming mid-term elections will 

probably foster a 2014 version of “Daisy Girl”.

Humans have feared the elements since prehistoric times. 

Sacrifices to assure good weather and bountiful harvests 

were common practice. Sometimes the sacrifice was a lamb, 

but human sacrifice was also common practice.5 One of the 

more popular forms of public entertainment and scapegoat-

ing, burning witches, was common in Europe into the 18th 

century and is linked to the “little ice age” with its resulting 

crop failures and other problems.(6)

FEAR & 
CLIMATE 
CHANGE

The article is by Christopher Arend, who was born and raised in California. He is a lawyer admitted in California (inactive status) and 

Germany who practiced international corporate finance and law in Germany before moving to the Central Coast at the end of 2004. He 

is engaged in civic activities including serving as a director of the Lincoln Club of San Luis Obispo County and  as a member of the San 

Luis Obispo County Republican Party Central Committee. The original  article, posted below, contains numerous citations which are  

listed at the end for the convenience of those who would like further detail.  The issues raised within the article are important because they 

go to the heart of  the County of San Luis Obispo’s overarching strategic policy. That policy is based on an absolute and complete slavish 

submission to climate change ideology and its companion doctrines of wealth redistribution, social equity, and eventual annihilation of the 

right to own a single family free standing home in a suburban or rural setting.

GUEST ARTICLE
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We are already sacrificing billions upon billions of dollars 

worldwide to combat global warming, and if the Democratic 

Party and the proponents of “green” policies get their way, 

we will sacrifice trillions of dollars in coming years to save 

the planet. Misguided policies generated by fear of cli-

mate change are already having adverse impacts on western 

economies. In poor countries, where people live on the edge 

of subsistence, economic sacrifice can quickly lead to mass 

starvation. The main difference to human sacrifice and witch 

burning would be that people are put to death in dramatic 

public spectacles and instead die quietly and anonymously, 

without any notice from the mainstream media.

Subsidies are one key measure of direct costs for combat-

ting global warming. There is no end to the creativity of 

politicians in structuring subsidies which can range from 

direct payments to otherwise unprofitable businesses such as 

Solyndra to tax breaks to government directed higher prices 

for fossil fuels than would otherwise arise in a free market 

etc. The basic nature of subsidies in all their myriad forms 

consists of the government moving resources from where 

they would otherwise go in a free market with individuals 

and businesses making their own choices about where those 

resources should go instead.

The complexity in structuring subsidies, combined with 

a natural reluctance of politicians in all countries to pro-

vide clear information on how they spend the taxpayers’ 

money means that all numbers must be viewed with great 

skepticism. Add to this the standard tactic of obfuscation by 

distraction when politicians point to supposed subsidies for 

fossil fuels, and confusion is guaranteed.7 Nonetheless, a look 

at some numbers shows that the World has spent and will 

continue to spend huge amounts of money on subsidies for 

renewable energies.

The Brookings Institute, a think tank close to the Demo-

cratic Party, estimates “cumulative federal support for clean 

tech” at $44 billion from 2002-2008 and $150 billion from 

2009-2014, including $51 billion under the American Re-

covery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (the “Stimulus Bill”).8 

In addition to government subsidies, regulations also burden 

consumers by imposing higher prices for electricity. For 

example, California energy policy requiring that renewable 

sources provide 33% of electric power in the state by 2020 

could result in rate increases for electricity of 10% to 20% 

and “[p]otentially, consumers’ bills could go up by 50 %”.9

Policies to mitigate (reduce) climate change include regula-

tions affecting directly or indirectly almost all aspects of our 

lives. For example, California’s “Global Warming Solutions 

Act of 2006” (AB 32) is estimated in an optimistic case to 

cost consumers a total of $135.8 billion and reduce the GSP 

(gross state product) with a loss of 262,000 jobs by 2020.10     

This is on top of costs of roughly $500 billion  from other 

state regulation for the California economy assessed in 2009 

before AB 32 had  started having material impact and with-

out taking into account the costs of federal regulation.11

The European Union is often looked to as a leader in cli-

mate policy. Solar power plants in Spain and windmills in 

Germany (often called “asparagus fields - “Spargelfelder”) 

are common sights, and the Europeans have had cap and 

trade (the European Emissions Trading Scheme12) since 

2005. The Kyoto Protocol of 1997 opened the floodgates to 

subsidies  and  “crony  capitalism”,  practices  that  were  al-

ready  widespread  in  the European economy. Does Solyn-

dra ring a bell?

The European experience provides a clear picture of the 

unintended consequences of climate policies. The flagship 

of European climate policy, the European Emissions Trading 

Scheme, is failing because the downturn in the European 

economy collapsed the price for carbon permits. An attempt 

to artificially raise the price for carbon emissions was reject-

ed by the European Parliament in April 2013.13 The Spanish 

economy has been especially hard hit by misguided energy 

policies.14 Although Germany made the greatest commit-

ment to non-nuclear renewable energy (the Energiewende), 

Germany is finding that its economy, especially the German 

export industry, can only support the continued policy of 

expanding renewable energy by burdening every average 

household in Germany with an energy surcharge of $ 300 

FEAR & CLIMATE
CHANGE
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annually to finance industry subsidies.15 This does not sit 

well with the German public. Just a few years ago, any satire 

about the Energiewende in one of the two national public 

television networks would have been unthinkable. A live 

audience would have booed the actors off the stage, but not 

anymore!16 An Austrian rapper has also been making waves 

with his rap against the “climate swindle” (Klimaschwind-

el).17 How times have changed!

The Netherlands is a country with good reason for concern 

about effects of climate change, especially the risk of increas-

ing sea levels. A recent “macro-study” for the Dutch govern-

ment, i.e. a review of numerous individual studies, analyzes 

mitigation of climate change by lowering the output of 

carbon dioxide compared to adaptation to climate change.18 

The numbers in the study assume that decreasing output of 

carbon dioxide would have a material impact on increasing 

global temperatures.19 However, the study recognizes that 

there is uncertainty about both climate change and damage 

that might result from climate change.20   Yet even assuming 

that the science is correct, the study concludes that miti-

gation only makes sense if it is a global effort.21 This “mac-

ro-study” concludes that measures to mitigate global warm-

ing to a maximum increase of 2 °C by the year 2100 would 

cost the global economy 1% - 3% annually. With a global 

economy estimated to be just over $ 70 trillion in 201122, 

the annual costs would accordingly range between $ 700 

billion and $ 2,100 billion. However, the study estimates the 

annual worldwide costs of adaptation would be only around 

$ 100 billion if global temperatures increase by 2 °C by the 

year 2100.23

Climate change policies of the US government and other 

western industrialized countries are already killing people 

in the developing world. Converting production of food to 

production for ethanol has been estimated to cost almost 

200,000 lives annually in developing countries.24 The west-

ern countries decided in 2013 that they would no longer 

finance coal power plants, with the result that the world’s 

poorest economies have been denied access to coal as the 

cheapest source of sustained electric power. “This matters, 

because almost half the world’s inhabitants or about 3 billion 

people burn dung, cardboard and twigs inside their houses 

to cook and keep warm. The consequent indoor air pollu-

tion kills 3.5 million people each year making it the world’s 

deadliest environmental issue.”25

The sacrifice of wealth and human life resulting from pol-

icies to stop global warming by cutting down on carbon 

dioxide could only be justified if the science were clear “be-

yond a reasonable doubt”. This is the same standard applied 

in criminal law, for example, when the state decides whether 

to find an accused guilty and then impose a fine, impris-

onment or death as punishment. The “reasonable doubt” 

standard should also apply for policies that virtually pass a 

death sentence on millions of innocent people throughout 

the world.

Politicians and members of the mainstream media would 

have us believe that the verdict is in and that we must move 

on with action. One of the most commonly quoted statis-

tics used to shut off any discussion about man-made cli-

mate change is that 97% of climate scientists are supposedly 

convinced about man-made global warming. This number is 

taken from a handful of so-called “consensus studies” which, 

however, are highly dubious, to say the least. 26

The “consensus” claimed by proponents of radical policies to 

curb CO2 does not exist. If the 97% number were correct, it 

would be difficult to find scientists who are skeptical about 

global warming, but this is not the case. For example, 50 

former NASA astronauts, scientists and engineers signed a 

letter of 28 March 2012 to NASA calling on NASA to stop 

its “unbridled advocacy of CO2 being the major cause of 

climate change” and stating further:

“With hundreds of well-known climate scientists and tens of 

thousands of other scientists publicly declaring their disbelief 

in the catastrophic forecasts, coming particularly from the 

GISS leadership, it is clear that the science is NOT settled.”27

A list of 142 scientists in the International Climate Science 

Coalition has issued the statement:

FEAR & CLIMATE
CHANGE
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“We, the undersigned, having assessed the relevant scientific 

evidence, do not find convincing support for the hypothesis 

that human emissions of carbon dioxide are causing, or will 

in the foreseeable future cause, dangerous global warming.”28

Perhaps the leading organization of skeptical scientists is the 

Nongovernmental International Panel on Climate Change 

(NIPCC), founded by one of the first major global warming 

skeptics, Dr. S. Fred Singer.29

It would go beyond the scope of this article to analyze the 

science about man-made global warming, but here are just 

a few points: The computer models relied on by the IPCC 

have inherent weaknesses because they fail to take into ac-

count major variables.30 For example, the computer models 

do not adequately take solar activity into account, although 

there is a close correlation between solar activity and climate 

warming.31 Climate models predict a “hotspot” in the trop-

ical troposphere, but this “hotspot” has not materialized.32 

The IPCC predicted that the glaciers in the Himalayas 

would disappear by 2035, but the IPCC now admits in its 

fifth report that this was wrong.33 Satellite measurements 

of changes in world temperature have been available since 

1979, and those measurements show that there has been 

no increase and perhaps instead a light decrease in global 

temperature in the last 17 years.34 Finally, the IPCC has now 

significantly lowered its own forecast for increasing tem-

peratures.35 The BBC 2007 documentary “The Great Global 

Warming Swindle” provides a good overview of the weak-

nesses in the global warming hypothesis; the film is also very 

critical about the politics of global warming.36

Suppression of opposing views may well be one reason for 

the supposed “consensus”. Dr. Singer’s story illustrates how 

proponents of the hypothesis of man-made global warming 

have used political pressure to suppress skeptics. Dr. Singer 

was one of the first scientists targeted in 1993 after criticiz-

ing statements made by then Senator Al Gore in a vice-pres-

idential debate in 1992. Subsequent litigation fully vindicat-

ed Dr. Singer, and on 24 February 1994 Ted Koppel revealed 

on Nightline that Al Gore had called him to ask that he 

smear skeptical scientists by claiming that they were support-
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ed by  such  groups  as  the  Lyndon  LaRouche  organiza-

tion  or  the  Reverend  Moon’s Unification Church.37

Scientists who were at one time convinced about man-made 

global warming are starting to express doubts, and they 

then suffer reprisals. Prof. Richard Tol, who was a “coordi-

nating lead author” on the most recent fifth IPCC report 

on climate change refused to sign the report because it was 

“too alarmist”, and he was promptly targeted in a smear 

campaign.38   The hostility towards skeptics has even gone so 

far that at leastone radical academic has proposed the death 

penalty for leading global warming skeptics.39

The attempts by the Democratic Party to ridicule and 

suppress skepticism about man-made global warming are 

continuing with President Obama’s insult in June 2013 

that skeptics belong to the “Flat-Earth Society”40 and John 

Kerry’s recent remarks in Indonesia, while their allies in the 

mainstream media such as the Los Angeles Times do their 

bidding by banning letters and articles that are skeptical 

about man-made global warming.41 The Obama Adminis-

tration has just announced that it intends to use its executive 

power and the Clean Air Act as the basis for far reaching 

regulations to limit carbon dioxide.42

In light of the costs to the World’s economy and especially 

the human toll resulting from misguided policies, the case 

that mankind’s activities will contribute to serious global 

warming and that proposed policies will prevent this must 

be made “beyond a reasonable doubt”. James Lovelock, the 

originator of the “Gaia hypothesis” who until recently was 

one of the foremost proponents of man-made global warm-

ing, has now changed his view in reaction to the fifth IPCC 

report. He said in an interview at the end of March 2014, 

“It’s become a religion, and religions don’t worry much 

about facts.” Recognizing that the science is not settled, “It’s 

just as silly to be a denier as it is to be a believer.  You can’t 

be certain.”43 It is exactly this lack of certainty means that 

President Obama’s policies, supported by virtually all of the 

Democratic Party, are fatally flawed.
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* * * * *

(1) This is the third in a series of articles illustrating how the Democratic Party and the mainstream media use irrational 
fear to garner votes. 
(2) The author, born and raised in California, is a lawyer admitted in California (inactive status) and Germany who prac-
ticed international corporate and finance law in Germany before moving to the Central Coast at the end of 2004. He is a 
director in the Lincoln Club of San Luis Obispo County and also a member of the Central Committee of the Republican 
Party of San Luis Obispo County.
(3) The ad can be viewed at http://www.livingroomcandidate.org/commercials/1964/peace-little-girl-daisy
(4) Secretary of State John Kerry in Indonesia on 16 February 2014,  http://www.huffingtonpost.com/2014/02/16/john-
kerry-climate-change_n_4798963.html
(5) For a general history of human sacrifice, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Human_sacrifice .
the 18th century and is linked to the “little ice age” with its resulting crop failures and other problems.
(6) “The most active period of the witchcraft trials coincides with a period of lower than average temperature known to 
climatologists as the “little ice age.” The colder temperatures increased the frequency of crop failure, and colder seas pre-
vented cod and other fish from migrating as far north, eliminating this vital food source for some northern areas of Europe 
…” Witchcraft, Weather and Economic Growth in Renaissance Europe by Emily Oster, in Journal of Economic Perspec-
tives, Winter 2004, pg. 216, available at http://home.uchicago.edu/eoster/witchec.pdf ; see also, Gegen das Wetter sind wir 
machtlos [We are powerless against the Weather] in the Baseler Zeitung, 22 June 2013, available at http://bazonline.ch/
wissen/natur/Gegen-das-Wetter-sind-wir-  machtlos/story/25965260 .
(7) Björn Lomberg, a controversial environmental economist in Denmark (see the Wikipedia biography at http://en.wiki-
pedia.org/wiki/Bj%C3%B8rn_Lomborg ) shows in an article in the Wall Street Journal of 11 November 2013 how the 
International Monetary Fund has blatantly doctored numbers on (  http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB1000142412788
7324432404579051123500813210 ) on fossil fuel subsidies.
The Brookings Institute, a think tank close to the Democratic Party, estimates “cumulative federal support for clean tech” 
at $ 44 billion from 2002-2008 and $ 150 billion from 2009-2014, including $ 51 billion under the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (the “Stimulus Bill”).8 In addition to government subsidies, regulations also burden con-
sumers by imposing higher prices for electricity. For example, California energy policy requiring that renewable sources 
provide 33% of electric power in the state by 2020 could result in rate increases for electricity of 10% to 20% and “[p]
otentially, consumers’ bills could go up by 50 %”
(8) “Beyond Boom & Bust”, April 2012, pg. 13, available at  http://www.brookings.edu/~/
media/Research/Files/Papers/2012/4/18%20clean%20investments%20  muro/0418_clean_investments_final%20paper_
PDF.PDF
(9) “Taxpayers, ratepayers will fund California solar plants”, Los Angeles Times, 20 September 2012, (http://articles.
latimes.com/2012/sep/20/local/la-me-bigsolar-20120921).
(10) The Fiscal and Economic Impact of the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, June 2012, prepared by 
Andrew Chang & Company, LLC for the California Manufacturers & Technology Association, pg. 3 ( http://www.cmta.
net/pdfs/CMTA%20-%20AB%2032%20Report-Final.pdf ).
(11) Varshney  and  Tootelian,  “Cost  of  State  Regulations  on  California  Small  Businesses  Study” September 2009, 
pg. 3 ( http://www.killcarb.org/AB32CostToBusiness.pdf ).
(12) More information at http://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/ets/index_en.htm .
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(13) “Cap and Trade Collapses” in The Wall Street Journal, 19 April 2013 (http://
online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424127887324030704578426520736614486       ).
economy has been especially hard hit by misguided energy policies.
(14) Although Germany made the greatest commitment to non-nuclear renewable energy (the Energiewende), Germany 
is finding that its economy, especially the German export industry, can only support the continued policy of expanding re-
newable energy by burdening every average household in Germany with an energy surcharge of $ 300 annually to finance 
industry subsidies.15 This does not sit well with the German public. Just a few years ago, any satire about the Ener-
giewende in one of the two national public television networks would have been unthinkable. A live audience would have 
booed the actors off the stage, but not anymore! 16 An Austrian rapper has also been making waves with his rap against 
the “climate swindle” (Klimaschwindel). 17 How times have changed!
(14) “Unfortunately, Spain’s methods of encouraging investment in renewables have contributed to their current financial 
crises. The Spanish electricity industry is carrying $32 billion of debt, putting serious strain on an already faltering econo-
my.” An Irrational Pro-Renewables Policy: Harming Spain’s Economic Recovery?, 20 December 2012 
at  http://theenergycollective.com/johnwheeler/162671/irrational-pro-renewable-policies-nuclear-energy-  tax-hikes-harm-
spain-s-economic- ; The cost del sol - Sustainable energy meets unsustainable costs, in The Economist, 20 July 2013 at 
http://www.economist.com/news/business/21582018-  sustainable-energy-meets-unsustainable-costs-cost-del-sol     .
(15) “High Renewable Energy Costs Damage the German Economy” at theenergycollective (sponsored by Siemens), 
12 February 2014, at http://theenergycollective.com/willem-post/338781/high-  renewable-energy-costs-damage-germa-
nys-economy    .
(16) This link is to a clip from the “Heute Show” on the ZDF network with English subtitles. German humor often in-
cludes obscenities; exercise caution if you are offended by four letter words:  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-e2U-
2cYcPro    .
(17) Kilez More is worth watching here (with English subtitles):  http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Ayb-
BEuIpy44&list=PLVeBnGbw3Bt5icI7smXzQYLstNh-mHwR-
&index=8 .
(18) Hof, A. et al. (2014), Costs and benefits of climate change adaptation and mitigation: An assessment on different 
regional scales, The Hague, PBL Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency, available at
http://www.pbl.nl/sites/default/files/cms/publicaties/PBL_2014_Costs_and_benefits_of_climate_chan  ge_adaption_and_
mitigation_1198.pdf .
(19 ) Ibid. pg. 12, “The above numbers are based on optimistic assumptions about countries participating in reducing 
emissions and the availability of abatement technologies.”
(20) Ibid. pg. 15, “Another important uncertainty, in addition to that about climate change damage, is the uncertainty 
about the climate system.”
the study concludes that mitigation only makes sense if it is a global effort.21 This “macro-study” concludes that measures 
to mitigate global warming to a maximum increase of 2 °C by the year 2100 would cost the global economy 1% - 3% an-
nually. With a global economy estimated to be just over $ 70 trillion in 201122, the annual costs would accordingly range 
between $ 700 billion and $ 2,100 billion. However, the study estimates the annual worldwide costs of adaptation would 
be only around $ 100 billion if global temperatures increase by 2 °C by the year 2100.23
(21) Ibid. pg. 24.
(22) http://www.indexmundi.com/world/gdp_(official_exchange_rate).html     .
(23) Ibid. pg. 13.
(24) Goklany, Indur M., “Could Biofuel Policies Increase Death and Disease in Developing Countries?” Journal of Amer-
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ican Physicians and Surgeons, Volume 16, Number 1, pp. 9-13 (Spring 2011). (“Goklany Study”) ( http://www.jpands.
org/vol16no1/goklany.pdf ). Goklany is an author and researcher who has worked in Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change as an author, expert reviewer, and U.S. delegate to that Organization.
(25) Björn Lomborg, “Obama energy policy hurts African poor - By focusing primarily on renewables, instead of gas, 
millions of poor go unserved”, USA TODAY, 8 February 2014 (http://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2014/02/08/
bjorn-lomborg-africa-energy/5284631/)
highly dubious, to say the least. The table below is taken from an analysis of these consensus studies and shows that the 
97% consensus figure is simply false.26
(26) “97% CONSENSUS? NO! GLOBAL WARMING MATH MYTHS & SOCIAL PROOFS”, 17 February 2014, 
Friends of Science, pg. 3, available at  http://www.friendsofscience.org/assets/docu-
ments/97_Consensus_Myth.pdf?vsmaid=398 ; Further criticism about the alleged “97% consensus” at http://judithcurry.
com/2013/07/26/the-97-consensus/ .
(27) Text available at http://notrickszone.com/2012/04/10/50-top-astronauts-scientists-engineers-sign-  letter-claiming-
giss-is-turning-nasa-into-a-laughing-stock/    .
(28) http://www.climatescienceinternational.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=289       .
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Coalition of Labor, Agriculture and Business 
San Luis Obispo County 

“Your Property – Your Taxes – Our Future” 
PO Box 13601 – San Luis Obispo, CA 93406 / Phone: 805.548-0340 

Email: colabslo@gmail.com / Website: colabslo.org 

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION 
 

MEMBERSHIP OPTIONS: 
 

General Member: $100 – $249  $ _______ Voting Member: $250 - $5,000  $ _______ 

Sustaining Member: $5,000 + $ _______ 
(Sustaining Membership includes a table of 10 at the Annual Fundraiser Dinner) 

 
General members will receive all COLAB updates and newsletters.  Voting privileges are limited to Voting Members 
and Sustainable Members with one vote per membership. 
 
MEMBER INFORMATION: 
 
Name:  ____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Company: ____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Address: ____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
City: ____________________________________________ State:  __________________ Zip: ______________ 
 
Phone: ____________________ Fax: ____________________ Email: ______________________________ 
 
How Did You Hear About COLAB? 

Radio   Internet  Public Hearing  Friend  
 

COLAB Member(s) /Sponsor(s): _______________________________________________________ 
 
NON MEMBER DONATION/CONTRIBUTION OPTION: 
For those who choose not to join as a member but would like to support COLAB via a contribution/donation. 
I would like to contribute $ _____________ to COLAB and my check or credit card information is enclosed/provided.   

 
Donations/Contributions do not require membership though it is encouraged in order to provide updates and information. 

Memberships and donation will be kept confidential if that is your preference. 
Confidential Donation/Contribution/Membership  

 
PAYMENT METHOD:         
Check  Visa  MasterCard  Discover   Amex NOT accepted. 
 
Cardholder Name: ________________________ Signature: ________________________________ 
 

Card Number: ___________________ Expiration Date: _________  Billing Zip Code: _______ 
 

   TODAY’S DATE: ________________________ 
 

All applications are subject to review and approval by the COLAB Membership Committee and Board of Directors. 
Applications that are not accepted will have the dues or donations promptly refunded. 

(Revised 1/2013) 


