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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
 STATE WATER BOARD 

THREAT RAISES SERIOUS 
QUESTIONS

By Michael F Brown

One of the excuses tendered by Supervisors Gibson, Hill, 

and Mecham for the adoption of the Urgency Ordinance 

Paso Robles Basin water and development moratorium was, 

“If we don’t do something, the State will come in, take over, 

and make us do something. We want to maintain local con-

trol.” Conveniently from their standpoint, but not so coinci-

dently, shortly after these statements were made, the County 

received a letter from the Executive Director of the State 

Water Resources Control Board (DWR), which the Super-

visors then exhibited as proof that their assertions were true.

Let’s breakdown some of DWR Director Howard’s state-

ments:

California faces serious water resource challenges with growing 

demand and the uncertainty of climate change.

Question: Did Howard partially justify his threat to the 

County on the basis of climate change?  

We understand that the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin (Basin) is 

in a state of serious overdraft with water levels continuing to decline.

Question: Did Howard have any data to show that the “Ba-

sin is in a serious overdraft…”?

I understand that the San Luis County Board of Supervisors will 

consider an emergency ordinance on August 27, 2013 to slow 

the current trend and allow time to develop a basin management 

strategy. 

Question: Did anyone on the Board ask him to support the 

emergency (urgency) ordinance or to send the letter?

I believe you have the information to understand the threat to the 

public and the environment, and I urge you to take immediate 

action to stabilize the situation by approving the ordinance.
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Question: What information did Howard have in order 

to substantiate his urging the Board “to take immediate 

action…to approve the ordinance”?

The Water Boards strongly support and go to great lengths to en-

courage local solutions to these types of groundwater problems. How-

ever, the State Water Resources Control Board has the responsibility 

to ensure that the State’s waters are managed reasonably.

Question: What would Howard do to ensure that the Ba-

sin’s “waters are managed reasonably”?

At this time, I have asked the Central Coast Regional Water 

Quality Control Board Executive Officer to track and report to me 

your progress in addressing this serious problem. 

Question: Is the local Central Coast Regional Water Quali-

ty Control Board Officer tracking and reporting on the 

County’s progress?

Subsequently Cindy Steinbeck, winery owner and private 

property rights defender par excellence, decided to ascertain 

what Executive Director Thomas Howard meant and how 

he had determined, in his official capacity, that the “basin’s 

limited supply” needed protection.  She filed a freedom of 

information request to ask how he made his determinations 

included in the letter.

STATE WATER
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Howard’s reply is astonishing!!!!! He made his determina-

tion based on reading newspaper articles, which he has since 

thrown away, and thus can’t remember how he made his 

determinations. 

How irresponsible.  The Executive Director of the power-

ful State Water Resources Board deliberately sends a letter to 

a Board of Supervisors threatening State action and telling 

them to adopt the urgency ordinance moratorium based on 

unknown newspaper articles. His agency never conducted 

any analysis nor even met with County representatives (so 

far as we know) before writing the letter. In fact the April 

22, 2014 letter states that DWR representatives are meeting 

with the county on May 14, 2014. The Supervisors appar-

ently never followed up to discover what he meant and by 

what criteria he would be assessing “progress.”

Meanwhile Back at the Ranch:  The Supervisors’ con-

stituents are suffering economic harm. We are seeing more 

and more correspondence such as the communication 

below.  Names and other information that would betray the 

identity of the parties are redacted to forestall political and 

financial retribution.

We lost a client today (I am telling you this not because I 

lost a sale, but because it is the vision of the future.) He and 

his wife were moving here as a second home with an eye 

toward soon to be retirement. He wanted a piece in north 

county with acreage. He was willing to spend $500,000 to 

$750,000 just for the land. In the end we were anticipating a 

$2,000,000 estate. It would have been a wonderful addition 

to our mix of homes and residents.

However, in the end we were unable to compete. He cited: 

1) building costs; 2) water; 3) county fees and 4) over-regu-

lation as the major reasons. After leaving a meeting in SLO 

with County Planning he was shaking his head with the 

work ahead of him just to invest his money.

NOTE:  AFTER HIS MEETING WITH COUNTY 

PLANNING HE WAS SHAKING HIS HEAD … So 

much for improved permitting.

Now and even more astonishing is the arrival of an April 23, 

2014 California Basin overdraft map issued by the DWR. It 

shows no problem whatsoever for the Paso Basin. In fact the 

Paso Basin isn’t even displayed on the map. 

It should be interesting to see how these documents play 

out in the various lawsuits now pending against the County. 

What if a supervisor or two had someone call DWR Ex-

ecutive Director Howard and asked him or directed him to 

send the letter. Now he says that he sent it based on reading 

newspaper articles. But what if someone who knows is asked 

under oath if there were any communications soliciting the 

letter? Did the Executive Director of DWR/and or a Super-

visor or two conspire to promote the moratorium? 

As financial costs and damages to citizens and business from 

the urgency ordinance moratorium accumulate, the County 

as an entity and some of its officials personally could be in 

big liability trouble. As all this unravels in court and with 

people under oath, the real truth could come out.
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 By Michael F Brown

For over a century the hallmark of being a middle class 

family has been home ownership. For most Americans home 

is defined as a single-family freestanding house with a yard 

and privacy. In the decades after World War II, the bounty of 

mass produced homes in low density subdivisions, Federal 

loan and tax subsidies, and a growing network of controlled 

access highways which opened up large land areas for home 

development contributed to the unprecedented ability of 

tens of millions of families to enjoy the dream of home 

ownership.  In the case of California, millions of immigrants 

from “back east” made the providential and life changing 

trip over highways 50, US 40, or Route 66 which ended in 

a 3-bedroom, 1-bath, 1-car garage house, and often to the 

delight of the new residents, an orange tree in the back yard.

 Montebello 1954

By the 1970’s academics, city planners, and an elitist intel-

ligentsia nostalgic for romanticized 19th century “urban” 

living began to attack this pattern with the pejorative term 

“sprawl.” Nonetheless, the “sprawl” pattern remained (and 

remains) the primary mode of preferred living today. Over 

time, state enabling laws and local land use ordinances have 

made it increasingly difficult to develop “sprawl” housing. 

In fact such laws have made it more difficult to develop all 

types of housing as well as anything else. The California En-

vironmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) ultimately added 

tens thousands of dollars to the price of homes by restricting 

the supply of land and by impeding the permitting process. 

In parallel, the rise of neighborhood opposition to various 

types of affordable housing and higher density housing also 

contributed further to restricted supplies and added per-

mitting costs.  The advent of the global warming doctrine 

and its corollary “smart growth” stack-and-pack mandates 

will, when fully legally and operationally implemented, 

eliminate vast areas from potential development and con-

demn future generations (except for wealthy elites) to live in 

attached or densely packed buildings. These will be clustered 

near expensive government operated mass transit systems 

and necessarily will require ever more costly government 

neighborhood services to offset the negative impacts of 

dense urban living. Health clinics, monumental public safety 

buildings (for example, the City of SLO Fire Headquarters/

Station 1 on Broad Street), elaborated parks (with intensive 

government supported recreation staffing), neighborhood 
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police foot patrols, high intensity street cleaning, homeless 

services, and all the rest become part of life in dense urban 

neighborhoods.  Even very affluent neighborhoods such as 

the sophisticated and cosmopolitan Pacific Heights in San 

Francisco (where most of the $2.5 - $12 million homes are 

still on single lots) and the very intense and chic South Santa 

Monica/Venice Beach (LA) are maintained through intense 

programs of 24/7 directed police patrol, daily cleanup crews, 

and health and social services. Frequent refuse collection, 

dense policing, permit parking, graffiti cleanup squads, rov-

ing mental health vans, intensive animal control, seven day 

per week park maintenance, and, of course, very high fees 

and taxes to sustain the squads of public employees who are 

necessary to provide the services. All of this is accompanied 

by the constant background noise of grinding bus engines, 

police, fire, and ambulance sirens, garbage trucks, and in 

some cases, shrieks and yells as the bars close. It is all part 

of the tapestry of dense village life. Of course many of the 

Pacific Heights folks have the Tahoe, Sonoma, or Carmel 

getaway house to which they escape.

For some people this is exiting and stimulating. You can hit 

the Giants game for  96 bucks per seat or see a first-rate 

production of Tosca for $200 per seat. (You will have to 

drive 45 miles to Santa Clara to see the 49’ers if you can get 

a seat at any price.)  For others it is a stage on life’s path. In 

San Luis Obispo County, the City of San Luis Obispo is the 

community furthest in evolution along these lines.   Clear-

ly the stress levels and concomitant service needs are ever 

growing, as evidenced by the need for the City to ask its 

citizens to fund extraordinary taxes through devices such 

as Measure Y. Moreover, the concentration of government 

and not-for-profit homeless services and lax community 

standards combined with a benign climate has made the city 

a magnet for those who are work-averse, addicted, mental-

ly ill, educational dropouts, natural loafers, or chronically 

homeless. A growing and independently dependent café 

society supported by trusts and government transfer pay-

ments provides a ready cadre of beneficiaries and supporters 

for the County’s growing enviro-socialist machine. Even 

with booming big box store complexes and a captive 20,000 

affluent student consumers (not to mention the University 

staff), the City can’t balance its growing service demands 

with natural revenue growth. 

Consequently, and as we have noted previously, the Coun-

ty-funded Economic Vitality Corporation 2012 Housing 

Study found that both employers and employees would 

prefer to live in a single-family freestanding home with a 

yard, 2-car garage, and privacy.  They prefer not to raise a 

family upstairs from the Rising of the Moon Bar, even if it 

does book the latest bands from Dublin. Plus it’s a pain to 

let the retriever out at 3 AM when you have to get dressed, 

go downstairs, and then pick up the poop. For most regular 

folks a cute cottage off La Panza Road with stunning quiet, 

rolling views and starry nights is still the dream. It beats the 

heck out living in a 3- or 4-story stack-and-pack “smart 

growth” building on Broadway with a view of the parking 

lot and Arby’s.

Not surprisingly, the County Planning Commission is 

struggling with these very issues in the context of the con-

tradictions and paradoxes implicit in the County’s “smart 

growth” strategy.  The article on the next page illustrates 

their dilemma.

                                                                             

                                                                                                                            

This article was prepared by Mike 

Brown, Governmental Affairs 

Director of The Coalition of Labor, 

Agriculture and Business of San 

Luis Obispo Country. Brown as 42 

years of state and local government 

experience. 
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BY MICHAEL F. BROWN

The San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission has fig-

ured out that the County’s housing policy is doomed to fail-

ure. In fact during its regular meeting of May 22, 2014, the 

Commissioners expressed concern that the current housing 

plan (the 2009-14 Housing Element) didn’t accomplish 

much.  In part the failure is caused by the obstacles noted 

in the article The Housing Dilemma I: A Short Refresher on 

previous page. The deeper and more dismaying underlying 

causes are rooted in the prejudices of the State’s governing 

enviro-socialist ruling class and its local counterparts in cities 

and counties. Essentially nature based environmental ideol-

ogy trumps housing. The Commission seems to instinctively 

understand this but is at a loss about what actions to take to 

remedy the situation.

The Commission’s deeper problem (and one which they 

may not have objectified) is that the State’s all-powerful 

enviro-socialist elites’ real concern is limiting population 

growth. California and its cities and counties cannot consti-

tutionally pass laws limiting population growth.  California 

cannot limit immigration from other states. The Federal 

Government (let alone California) is unable to stem the 

flow of undocumented people from Latin America into the 

State. California cannot legally limit the birth rate of those 

immigrants.1 Historically human migration is a powerful 

and often uncontrollable force in reshaping societies. In the 

1 It should be noted that the State may actually need more 
immigrants to replace its aging labor force, ignite entrepreneurial 
spirit, and replace the outmigration of much of its talent who are 
fleeing the high tax regulatory environment.

hypocritical politically correct culture of the ruling elite, it 

is necessary to find surrogates to impede the natural growth 

that is expected to drive California’s population to 50 mil-

lion by mid-century.

Limiting the free market development of housing is one of 

the key tools that are being used to deny people (particularly 

those on the lower rungs of the economic ladder) an oppor-

tunity to participate in the American dream of a freestanding 

single-family house with a yard, garage and privacy. Hand in 

hand with the impacts of the anti-housing policy is the fact 

that lack of housing curtails economic development and job 

creation. This in turn may suppress immigration and family 

formation. Where one lives has everything to do with one’s 

chances in life – where you work, your associates, where 

you go to school, where you exercise your rights as a citizen, 

and what values you share come largely from your neigh-

borhood culture. One of the great benefits of post-World 

War II suburbanization was that it liberated tens of millions 

of city people from the narrow provinciality of dense urban 

neighborhoods and allowed them full assimilation into the 

broader society. Similarly it allowed tens of millions of poor 

southerners to escape the toil and poverty of small worn out 

dust bowl farms and move into the broader society.

By adopting the so-called “resource-based strategy” of land 

use regulation, the State and localities are able to suppress 

housing and economic development. The litany goes: there 

is a lack of water, sewer capacity, traffic lanes, jail space, 

classrooms, etc., to support more development. Likewise the 
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doctrine argues that each new development will generate 

too much CO2, displace agriculture, encroach on environ-

mentally sensitive habitats, and spoil the view, even though 

in San Luis Obispo County only about 3.5% of the land is 

urbanized.  

With millions of ill-housed people in the state and millions 

more coming (primarily through the maternity ward) what 

have the politicians done? Knowing that California has 

some of the highest home prices in the nation what have 

State politicians done?  They have tried to trick the public 

into believing that they actually support housing develop-

ment even though their overall land use policies are housing 

killers. The tricks come of the form of State mandates and 

wealth transfer schemes such as:

The Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA): 

The RHNA has to be updated every four years. Each coun-

ty and city must demonstrate that it has sufficient zoned 

land to provide for the construction of houses affordable to 

low- and moderate-income people within its boundaries. 

The State sets quotas for each county. The cities and the 

county must then divide up the numbers and agree on their 

respective shares. Once the numbers are determined, each 

city and each county must prepare a plan called the Hous-

ing Element, which shows that it has a sufficient amount 

of land zoned (generally parcels which would allow 20 or 

more dwelling units [DUs] per acre). Practically, the State 

cannot require that the houses actually be constructed, since 

the actual development is primarily a private sector activity. 

Often, and as in the case of San Luis Obispo County, this is 

just an expensive paper exercise, and few affordable houses 

are actually constructed. 

Forced Affordable Housing and the Housing-in-Lieu 

Fee: The Housing-in-Lieu Fee (which is really a tax) forces 

homebuilders to construct a percentage of low-income units 

within their projects or pay a fee (really a tax) into affordable 

housing trust funds in exchange for their building permits. 

San Luis Obispo County opted into the program just as the 

recession started, and since very few market homes have 

been constructed, very little funding has been collected by 

this program. Remember, this is really a wealth transfer pro-

gram from market homebuyers and market renters to lower 

income people.  

Affordable Housing Grants and Loans:  Here the State 

taxes the citizens and businesses through the State income 

tax, sales tax, and excise taxes and then uses the money to 

provide loans and grants to the developers of affordable 

housing. Again, this is simply a wealth transfer scheme.

SB 375 Density Inducing Schemes -- Bonuses that 

allow cities and counties to waive some environmental and 

zoning restrictions to provide higher densities for low and 

moderate income stack-and-pack housing: San Luis Obispo 

County is targeting Templeton, Nipomo, Oceano, and San 

Miguel as the receptor communities for this program. Cur-

rently planning is actively underway to increase densities and 

subsidies to enable new stack-and-pack projects.

The problem is that the overarching land use scheme noted 

above renders these efforts miniscule and ineffective in terms 

of the overall problem, which the State and County poli-

cies have created in the first place. Less and less housing is 

affordable.

In the instant case the SLO County Planning Commission 

has realized that the provisions of the Housing Element will 

be ineffectual, and some members would actually like to 

propose something real. One problem is that the staff did 

not bring the draft report forward to the Commission until 

May 22, 2014, and the Commission must approve and send 

it to the Board of Supervisors, which in turn must approve it 

in time to submit it to the State by its legally mandated June 

30, 2014 deadline. This situation has irritated the Planning 

Commission.

The timing issue is one problem. The larger problem is that 

the County’s overall “smart growth” land use policy essen-

tially outlaws the development of rental housing projects of  

a large enough scale for the building industry to provide suf-

ficient market and affordable rental units. These are what are 

critically needed for “workforce housing” – that is, housing 

affordable to entry level professionals, health care workers, 

technology workers, and others who form the core of the 

County’s economic development strategy.  Where in unin-
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corporated San Luis Obispo County can a developer locate 

a project of 300 garden apartment units (the size which 

provides economies of scale required to provide attractive 

market units)? 

The Board of Supervisors insists that it has a balanced bud-

get, but in actuality it lacks the revenue to fund vital infra-

structure required both practically and by its resource-based 

“smart growth” strategy to enable such projects. Worse 

yet, and since market units cannot be produced on such a 

scale, the work force is pushed down into units that would 

otherwise would be available to low and moderate income 

people.

At rock bottom the County does a great deal of balkanized 

regulatory-based land use planning but has no comprehen-

sive strategic plan to integrate its job creation, economic 

development, land use, financial, and capital improvement 

planning. Any suggestions made from outside along these 

lines are smugly rejected by the Board, which adheres to 

business as usual. It would be a miracle if the Planning com-

missioners (who are Board appointments) would stand tall 

and press the issue.

What if the County leadership abandoned the resource 

based “smart growth” approach and adopted a policy that 

would place its people (especially their jobs and homes) 

first? Then, what if it developed policies which would grow 

the requisite resources? 

The SLO County Integrated Waste Management Authority 

(IWMA) single use plastic Bag ban is being wilfully ignored 

(other than at supermarkets). More and more stores and cus-

tomers are simply skipping the discussion.  Now and fairly 

frequently we hear reports of the following conversation 

between the customer and clerk: 

Customer: May I have a bag. 

Clerk: Sure.? 

Customer: I suppose I have to pay. 

Clerk: I forgot to ask.

This sends a signal to the customer that he/she does not 

need to pay. If the customer insists on paying, the Clerk can 

take the money (although if they paid by credit card and 

don’t have cash it could get complicated).

If the customer is a snitch or an IWMA tester, the clerk 

simply said I forgot to ask as opposed to actually telling the 

customer that he or she didn’t have to pay.

Ultimately the plastic bag ban is comparable  to1930’s al-

coholic beverage prohibition. People will increasingly find 

ways to evade the law. Evasion will become an honorable 

pastime and will promote civil disobedience. The police sure 

as heck don’t have time to chase “perpetrators.” No district 

attorney is going to waste scarce prosecutorial resources 

going after stores.

Come to think of it, here is a good question for the two 

current SLO County District Attorney candidates: What pri-

ority would you assign to prosecuting violations of the SLO 

County IWMA single use plastic bag ban?

BAG BAN REBELLION
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By Tom McClintock 

One of the worst droughts in California’s history has dev-

astated more than a half-million acres of the most fertile 

farmland in America. In communities like Sacramento, “wa-

ter police” go from door to door to enforce conservation 

measures. There’s even a mobile “app” to report neighbors to 

city authorities so they can be fined for wasting water. 

With the Sierra snowpack at 4% of normal as of May 20, 

Californians will desperately need what little water remains 

behind its dams this summer. Authorities have warned some 

towns like Folsom—home of Folsom Lake—to expect daily 

rationing of 50 gallons per person, a 60% cut from average 

household usage. 

Yet last month the Bureau of Reclamation drained Folsom 

and other reservoirs on the American and Stanislaus rivers 

of more than 70,000 acre feet of water—enough to meet 

the annual needs of a city of half a million people—for the 

comfort and convenience of fish.

Government officials who are entrusted with the careful 

management of our water squandered it in less than three 

weeks to nudge baby salmon toward the Pacific Ocean (to 

which they swim anyway) and to keep the river at just the 

right temperature for the fish by flushing the colder water 

stored in the reservoirs. 

These water releases are so enormous they are called “pulse 

flows.” They generate such swift currents that local officials 

issue safety advisories to exercise extreme caution when on 

or near the rivers. While some of the water can be recap-

tured downstream, most is lost to the ocean.

In January pictures of a near-empty Folsom Lake on the 

American River made national news. Yet on April 21 the 

Bureau of Reclamation more than tripled water releases 

from the dams on that river from 500 cubic feet per sec-

ond to more than 1,500 cubic feet per second for three 

days—sending more than 7,000 acre feet of water toward 

the ocean. Elevated releases have continued for “temperature 

control.” On April 14 a 16-day pulse flow drained nearly 

63,000 acre feet of water from dams on the Stanislaus River. 

Unrealistic laws like the Endangered Species Act adminis-

tered by ideologically driven officials have now crossed from 

good intentions to dangerous policy, and the folly cries out 

for fundamental reforms. 

The House twice has passed such reforms, most recently 

in February. HR 3964 would pave the way for hundreds of 

thousands of acre feet of new water storage across California 

and promote fish hatcheries and predator control as simple 

and inexpensive alternatives to protect endangered species. 

Sadly, it remains bottled up in the Senate. 

CALIFORNIA DRAINS 
RESERVOIRS IN THE 

MIDDLE OF A DROUGHT
THE STATE DESPERATELY NEEDS WATER, YET FEDERAL POLICY 

SENDS HUGE ‘PULSE FLOWS’ INTO THE PACIFIC TO BENEFIT FISH
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An administration that has never been shy about asserting 

executive powers has the authority to stop these releases 

through provisions in the Endangered Species Act that allow 

a committee of officials to suspend them. It has failed to do 

so. 

While homeowners parch their gardens and clog their 

showerheads with flow restrictors to save a few extra gallons 

of water, their government thought nothing of wasting 23 

billion gallons to lower river water temperatures by a few 

degrees. 

The frivolous and extravagant water releases from our dams 

last month mock the sacrifices that our citizens make every 

day to stretch supplies in this crisis. In turn, they undermine 

the government’s credibility and moral authority to call for 

stringent conservation and hardship by the people. 

California’s chronic water shortages won’t be solved with-

out additional storage. Despite an abundance of suitable and 

affordable sites, opposition from environmentalists and the 

laws they have wrought have delayed these projects indefi-

nitely and made them prohibitively costly. 

Until unrealistic laws like the Endangered Species Act, the 

National Environmental Policy Act and the Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Act are balanced to accommodate a new era of dam 

construction, our state and federal governments have a re-

sponsibility to manage our increasingly scarce water supply 

as carefully as we ask our citizens to do.

Perhaps, at least, the public can draw from this tragic waste 

a lesson in how unreasonable our environmental regulations 

have become, and how out of touch are the policy makers 

responsible for them.

Mr. McClintock, a Republican, is a U.S. congressman from 

California. This article first appeared in the May 23, 2014  

Wall Street Journal.

CALIFORNIA DRAINS
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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) 


