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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
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By Michael F. Brown

Over and over again people express dismay about how the 

enviro-socialist movement took hold so fast over the past 

forty years and has become so all pervasive and powerful.  

How is it, given the fall of the Berlin Wall and collapse of 

the Bolshevik Soviet Union in 1998, that socialism has made 

such a powerful rebound?  How is it that, given the Reagan 

revolution in America and the Thatcher revolution in Great 

Britain, the substantial reforms and the liberating economic 

forces are now being eroded and disparaged?

RISE OF THE
ENVIRO

SOCIALISTS II 
Last month’s COLAB Newsletter detailed the interrelated social, economic, and political structures that comprise 

the current enviro-socialist hegemony in American society.  We depicted the various interrelationships on diagrams 

to clarify the presentation.  Readers can access that article at the website: 

http://www.colabslo.org/newsletter/SEPTEMBER_2014_NEWSLETTER.pdf 
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Recent Resurgence of Socialism.  
After the failure of socialism and its ultimate discrediting 

by its foremost twentieth century practitioners – the Soviet 

Union, Nazi Germany, fascist Italy and Communist China, 

it was assumed that it was dead and gone.  Instead, we are 

finding that it is extremely resilient and resurgent.  On the 

international level we are confronted by a number of in-

convenient realities.  Certainly the current Russian dictator 

Vladimir Putin, a former KGB officer, is retooling Russia to 

resume its hegemonic role in Eastern Europe and the Baltic 

region within a system, which is part kleptocracy and part 

so-called state capitalism (a form of socialism).  Similarly the 

communist Chinese are on the path to becoming a world 

naval power as they expand and deploy their nuclear pow-

ered submarine fleet and nuclear powered aircraft carriers.  

In parallel, and as debt and social transfer programs consume 

most of the United States’ annual operating budget, the 

nation’s military capacity has diminished decade by decade.  

There are now fewer naval combat ships than at any time 

since the beginning of the twentieth century.  Our long-

range strategic bomber force, except for a few stealth bomb-

ers, is largely comprised of a few squadrons of half-century 

old, lumbering B-52 antiques.  We have fewer air combat 

fighter wings, and our capacity to airlift troops, equipment, 

and materiel is severely limited. Our few Class A combat 

infantry divisions are stressed to the limit. Like the declining 

Roman Empire of the 4th century, we are increasingly rely-

ing on fickle allies and mercenaries to defend our interests 

and homeland. 

It should be noted that compounding this resurgent social-

ist militarism is the messianic and millenarian metastasiz-

ing force of a trans-national worldwide Islamic movement 

grounded in 8th century religious fundamentalism.  This, in 

combination with and abetted by sharply declining birth-

rates among native European populations, adds a formidable 

set of threats and complexities.  

In the western democracies, primarily the Atlantic com-

munity and some of its former colonies (Australia, New 

Zealand, India, and parts of sub-Saharan Africa), the “softer” 

incrementalist socialism is being promulgated in the name 

of social justice.  This is the idea that not only should people 

be equal before the law and have the opportunity to succeed 

economically, but that they should be guaranteed education, 

healthcare, housing, transportation, recreation, and food.  

This guarantee applies no only to those who have, through 

no fault of their own, suffered disabilities or accidents, but 

also to tens of millions of able-bodied people aged 18 – 65 

who are not part of the labor force.  There are fewer Amer-

icans in the workforce as a percentage of that population 

than at any time since the recession of the 1970’s. 

The problem is that, as David Horowitz puts in his book, 

The Politics of Bad Faith: The Radical Assault on America’s 

Future, “The utopian quest for social justice and its redistri-

butionist goals are implicated in those catastrophes as root 

causes of the totalitarian fate.  To propose a solution that 

is utopian – in plain English, impossible – is to propose a 

solution that requires absolute coercion.  Who wills the end 

wills the means.”1 

As Horowitz further states, “In other words, the rights 

historically claimed in the paradigm of the left are self-con-

tradicting and self-defeating.  The history of the social 

experiments of the last 200 years describes the stark im-

plications of that contradiction and the terrible price of 

those defeats.  The regime of social justice of which the left 

dreams, is a regime that by its very nature must crush indi-

vidual freedom.  It is not a question of choosing the right 

(while avoiding the wrong) but a political means in order to 

achieve the desired ends.  The means are contained in the 

ends.  The leftist revolution must crush freedom in order to 

achieve the ‘social justice’ that it seeks.  It is unable, therefore, 

even to achieve that end.  This is the totalitarian circle that 

cannot be squared.  Socialism is not bread without freedom; 

it is neither freedom nor bread.  The shades of the victims in 

the endless cemetery of the 20th century revolutions cry out 

from their still fresh graves: the liberated future is a destruc-

tive illusion.”2

Again and given the literally and empirically demonstrated 

consequences of socialism, how has it been able to revive?  

RISE OF THE
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1Horowitz, David. The Politics of Bad Faith: The Radical Assault On 
America’s Future, Simon and Schuster, Inc., New York 1998.
2Ibid.
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How the Socialists Hijacked 
the Conservation Movement 
The socialists found a new and compelling end, even more 

urgent than “social justice.”  Their new unifying cause be-

came environmentalism. Its historic predecessor had been 

the late 19th and early 20th century upper class conservation/

preservation movement founded by John Muir, Theodore 

Roosevelt, and numerous members of second and third gen-

eration eastern establishment wealthy elites. By the decade 

of the 2000’s, this relatively benign and tangibly beneficial 

movement was replaced by the much more activist and 

virulent attack on industrial civilization implicit in the new 

movement. The fact that the new movement could lay claim 

to the older tradition helped to camouflage its real purpose.  

The assertion that industrial civilization is changing the cli-

mate by churning out billions of metric tons of greenhouse 

gases had barely been minted in the 1990’s.  Horowitz’s 

book is a good example in that it mentions nothing about 

climate, environmentalism, or related matters.  But now, here 

is the organizing cause to justify shutting down whole in-

dustries, limiting the way people can live spatially, mandating 

stack-and-pack housing, and otherwise reorganizing society.  

What could be more perfect – a world crisis containing an 

apocalyptic vision of climate change which would poison 

the air, destroy the food supply, and flood major coastal 

urban regions worldwide?  Ultimately only the banning of 

fossil fuels would redeem mankind.  

Contemporary socialism evolved from its roots in the 

French Revolution of 1789, when Robespierre and the 

Jacobins promulgated social and economic equality in addi-

tion to freedom and democracy. The modern day socialists 

have imprisoned and massacred political opponents and 

whole classes of 

people whom 

they blamed for 

society’s problems.

As the Jacobins 

announced, “It is 

time that equality bore its scythe above all heads. It is time 

to horrify all the conspirators. So legislators, place Terror on 

the order of the day! Let us be in revolution, because every-

where counter-revolution is being woven by our enemies. 

The blade of the law should hover over all the guilty.” It was 

this spirit and doctrine that became the foundation for the 

Bolsheviks, Nazis, and other socialists of the 20th Century. 

Your petty leftist city councilman or county supervisor may 

not openly admit to such radicalism, but the ultimate end 

of his policies is the same. One day you may be his victim 

on the scaffold. After all, Robespierre was a highly respected 

upper middle class property owning attorney who served in 

numerous local offices.

 

The Marriage of Environmentalism 
and Socialism
The environmental movement harking back to the 

19th Century.  One of its earliest and foundational con-

tributors was Thomas Malthus, who theorized that human 

population would always grow exponentially and would 

outstrip the food supply.  What Malthus did not foresee was 

that as the spread of capitalism and private property raised 

the standard of living for hundreds of millions of people, 

birthrates declined substantially.  Moreover freedom, intel-

lectual freedom, and the concomitant growth of science and 

technology created huge advances in the production of food 

and other necessities.  Concomitantly, private property (in-

RISE OF THE
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cluding intellectual private property) and capitalism allowed 

the benefits to be widely expanded and institutionalized 

throughout society. It also created vast advances in the ability 

to distribute food and other essentials to locations where 

they were needed at lower and lower per unit costs.  Thus, 

population stability (and even decline) has been achieved in 

the Atlantic community, Japan, and Eastern Europe.  At least 

in the west, this eventuality undermined the ability of the 

socialists to use population control as an organizing reason 

to seize control of society.  This realization came too late for 

tens of millions who died at the hands of their own govern-

ments in World War II.  Particularly Hitler, Mao, and Stalin 

doubled down on the idea of population control by singling 

out so-called “less desirable” groups.  

Separately, a nascent environmental movement had grown 

up in the United States, primarily focused on preserving 

some of the nation’s spectacular natural features, such as the 

Yosemite Valley, Grand Canyon, and a host of wilderness 

areas. In parallel with this came the idea of preserving and 

restoring threatened species.  This concept was gradually 

broadened to include just about anything that someone 

considered “natural resources” and any sort of “threatened” 

species, including dangerous predators such as man eating 

sharks, wolves, and alligators.  

The publication in 1962 of Silent Spring by Rachel Car-

son launched 

the modern 

environmen-

tal movement.  

Carson pop-

ularized the 

notion that the 

pesticide DDT 

was getting into the food chain and causing damage, partic-

ularly the softening of bird eggs.  Ultimately this led to the 

banning of DDT in much of the world and the populariza-

tion of environmental causes.

Similarly the Sierra Club, which had started out as a small 

and somewhat elite conservation society focused on pre-

serving wilderness in the Sierra Nevada Mountains, hired 

the charismatic and handsome former US Army lieutenant 

and alpine specialist David Brower as its executive director.  

Brower expanded the Sierra Club from an organization of 

a few thousand to today’s five million.  Many older people 

will remember hearing about the Sierra Club for the first 

time when it started publishing large, glossy, sentimental cof-

fee table books describing various rivers, mountain ranges, 

seashores, and other natural attractions.  Along with mem-

bership drives and the creation of local chapters featuring 

lectures, hikes, and other organizing activities, the Sierra 

Club became a major political force.  Brower was eventually 

driven from the Club because he became more and more 

radical as he aged.  He founded other more radical environ-

mental groups, such as Friends of the Earth.  He is famous 

for his quote, “Compromise is often necessary, but it ought 

not to originate with environmental leaders.”

RISE OF THE
ENVIRO-SOCIALISTS II
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Meanwhile Back On the Socialist Ranch
Back on the socialist side and notwithstanding the move-

ment’s historical disgrace, two Columbia University pro-

fessors Richard Cloward and Frances Piven issued a mono-

graph in 1966 entitled “How to Spark Social Reform 

through Poverty.” Recognizing that socialism did not enjoy 

widespread popularity in America, Cloward and Piven fig-

ured that if neighborhoods, community groups, government 

social service agencies, and community organizers in the ur-

ban ghettos signed up as many people as possible for welfare 

and welfare-related programs, such as food stamps, Medicaid, 

public housing, and later a much broader cafeteria of pover-

ty programs which exploded in the 1970’s, you could crush 

local, state, and federal budgets, creating a financial crisis 

which in turn would help bring about a socialist state. 

By the late 1970s this train was well down the track, only to 

be temporarily derailed by Ronald Reagan and the Reagan 

Revolution in the 1980s’s.  Tens of millions of people had 

been added to the welfare rolls and other government trans-

fer programs, such as Section 8 housing rental subsidies.  By 

the late ‘90’s socialists were still reeling, however, from the 

Reagan reforms.  In particular the requirement that welfare 

recipients would have to take jobs which they were offered 

and/or participate in work training programs until they got 

a job, reduced welfare rolls in much of the country except 

for places such as California, Reagan’s home state, which 

ironically subverted the reforms and now hosts one-third of 

all people on welfare in the United States.

By the end of the nineties, socialists and environmental-

ists began to realize that by combining forces and using 

the organizing hammer of the impending global warming 

catastrophe as its compelling justification, “progress” could 

be achieved. One of the most important organizations pro-

moting this doctrine is the International Council for Local 

Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI). ICLEI casts itself as a 

“Movement of Local Governments.” Its literature states that 

it supports International Goals, which “link local action to 

internationally agreed-upon goals and targets such

as Agenda 21 and the Rio Conventions, including the UN 

Framework for Climate Change, The UN Convention on 

Biological Diversity, and the UN Convention to Combat 

Desertification.” ICLEI’s Charter states, “The Association’s 

mission shall be to build and serve a worldwide movement 

of local governments to achieve tangible improvements 

in global sustainability with special focus on conditions 

through cumulative local actions.” Both San Luis Obispo 

County and Santa Barbara County have close ties to ICLEI. 

In fact Santa Barbara County 1st District Supervisor Salud 

Carbajal is the US Vice-President. SLO County Supervisors 

Hill and Gibson have proudly signed the ICLEI “Resilient” 

Communities Pledge and closely adhere to its purpose and 

techniques.

 

Legislation such as the California Global Warming Solutions 

Act (AB 32) and its companion SB 375 are the ultimate 

products for now.  Carbon Cap-and-Trade laws, the banning 

of fossil fuels, the banning of nuclear energy, the banning, 

if not removal of water storage and hydro-dams, and the 

prohibition of the development of free-standing homes with 

yards and privacy are the current manifestations.  As more 

and more people become dependent on the government 

either as clients or employees (providing their incomes and 

life essentials), it will become increasingly difficult to achieve 

reforms.  Those who are benefiting are not likely to support 

changes.  Moreover, with the mainstream media, Hollywood, 

Former Berkeley City Councilwoman Nancy Skinner founded 
ICLEI in her garage in 1989. It has grown to include thou-
sands of cities and counties worldwide. ICLEI brings the inter-
nationalist socialist element into local plans and actions. Skinner 
currently represents Berkeley in the California State Assembly. 

RISE OF THE
ENVIRO-SOCIALISTS II
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university faculties, public employee unions, not-for-profit foundations, and even some private business corporations in sup-

port, reform will also become ever more problematic. 

At some future point and as the accumulative weight, costs, and productivity losses (especially government debt at all levels) 

cause the system to break, the enviro-socialists will have the perfect crisis to justify the suspensions of liberty and private 

property, thereby implementing the true enviro-socialist state.

Governor Jerry Brown at the Climate Summit

RISE OF THE
ENVIRO-SOCIALISTS II
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ADJUDICATION 
THE WORD THAT MUST 

NEVER BE SPOKEN 

GUEST OPINION
Publius is back! We aren’t sure where he lives or what he does for his day job, but it sure as heck sounds 
like he is a Paso Basin overlier. The opinions included in this article do not represent any adopted poli-
cy of the COLAB Board of Directors or the organization as a whole. COLAB is a broad based coalition 
which includes individuals and organizations who have differing views on solutions to the management 
of the basin. We do believe the moratorium (so-called urgency ordinance) is a huge mistake, has been 
a major impediment to achieving true collaborative solutions, and betrays an underlying anti-private 
property and pro-regulatory bias by the current Board of Supervisors majority. The appellation Publi-
us is from time to time and historically used to characterize a patriot or public spirited citizen seeking 

relief from oppressive government. The original Publius Valerius helped lead the overthrow of the early 
Roman monarchy and the establishment of the Republic in 509 BC.  Some of the American Federalist 

Papers were published under the pseudonym Publius.

With all the talk of the need for basin management lately, 

one word you never hear uttered from the AB 2453 basin 

management proponents is “adjudication.” Adjudication is 

not a mysterious process; it is simply the application of the 

law to settle property disputes.

Groundwater basin adjudication occurs when groundwater 

users in a basin ask the courts to settle groundwater rights, 

and determine each user’s share of the groundwater in the 

basin consistent with maintaining the long term sustainabil-

ity of the basin. The court has an obligation to follow the 

law. California Constitution Article 10 section 2 protects the 

adjudicated basin and at the same time calls for maximum 

possible sustainable use. The long term health of the basin 

is the key objective. Simply put property owners can with-

draw groundwater for any reasonable and beneficial use as 

long as they do not damage the basin and do not harm their 

neighbors.

ADJUDICATION – THE WORD 
THAT MUST NEVER BE SPOKEN
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Because adjudication occurs through the court system, the 

process respects the California Constitution and all the 

property rights it bestows upon the citizens of the state. 

Because the process must follow the law and cannot be 

politically manipulated, adjudication provides legal safety to 

the residents of a basin from the kind of intrusive use of ad-

ministrative fiat and abuse of property rights such as we have 

seen lately in the governance of San Luis Obispo County by 

its Board of Supervisors. The key point of the wording 

of the California Constitution is that the property 

owners, not an administrative board, decides what 

reasonable and beneficial use is.

We need to remember that the water issues the Paso Robles 

Groundwater Basin is facing are nothing new to California, 

after all “whiskey is for drinking and water is for fighting” is 

a well-known mantra to even the first residents of the state. 

In response to these kinds of water problems, the Califor-

nia Constitution was written well over a century ago and 

case law has evolved over the past 100 years to deal with 

and settle once and for all these issues in a legal and equi-

table fashion. The law is clear, and legal experts, Scott Slater 

(Limoneira) and Eric Garner (legal counsel for City of 

Paso Robles) agree that groundwater basin management by 

adjudication is the best form of basin management. When 

applied groundwater basins managed by adjudication even 

in this drought situation are in better condition than their 

politically or privately managed counter parts.

Two red herrings are constantly floated by the opponents 

against adjudication, it’s is too expensive and the state will 

come in to manage the basin if we do not form an AB2453 

Water Management district.

First, the claim that adjudication is too expensive. In com-

parison to what? If properties in the basin are stripped 

of their water rights, what is left? This will result in the 

wholesale destruction of property values in the millions of 

dollars (as already evidenced by the effect of the county’s 

Paso Robles Groundwater Urgency Ordinance). Add in 

lost future economic opportunity (20 years ago who would 

have predicted the success of the wine industry for exam-

ple) and the long term destruction of value is in the billions 

of dollars. And we have not even mentioned administrative 

costs, already estimated to be in the millions of dollars a year. 

In light of these facts, adjudication appears to be very, very 

cheap water insurance.

The second claim is, the state will step in if we don’t form 

a district. Again, another untruth. Save for annual reporting 

which is required under adjudication anyway, the recently 

passed AB1739 and SB 1168 Sustainable Groundwater Man-

agement Bills, explicitly  exempt adjudicated groundwater 

basins from regulation because they are already sustainably 

managed by law (and beyond the reach of political manipu-

lation we might add).

So, if we have a well-established system of water manage-

ment available -adjudication, based upon California Con-

stitutional Law with over a century of legal precedent, that 

protects individual water rights, requires that the groundwa-

ter basin be sustainably managed, meets all future regulatory 

requirements and has a solid success record wherever it is 

implemented, why is there such a resistance to using it in 

the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin?

The answer is simple, protecting the basin is not the real 

objective of the AB 2453 advocates. What the appropriators 

and municipal purveyor backers of AB 2453 want is not per-

missible under the current law. Adjudication will likely result 

in the inability for private investors to make money off of 

commercial exploitation of the groundwater. They want 

unfettered control of the water in the basin.

If a crisis ever were to truly develop in the basin (which may 

or may not be the current case), and statute water law was 

enforced through adjudication, appropriators and purveyors 

who have a right to surplus water only (water the use of 

which will not create an overdraft condition), must cease all 

pumping, and depending upon the severity, even all overly-

ing users might have to cut back their pumping operations 

to bring the basin back into a sustainable state. That is the 

law. Ag concerns can and will scale back. But a complete 

ADJUDICATION – THE WORD 
THAT MUST NEVER BE SPOKEN
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cutoff presents a major problem to the purveyors (and their 

appropriators who want to sell them water). They have a 

fixed customer base they must service and future additional 

obligations to the developers they have sold “paper wa-

ter” to in the form of building permits. They have floated 

their futures on a what they thought was an endless sea of 

groundwater.

Then we have structural legal minefields in the basin like 

putative prescriptions and the curious legal condition of 

Santa Margarita Lake Dam. The dam built by the US Army 

in 1941 in a time of war preparation may have glossed over 

The Water Shed Origin Statute (Water Code 11460 to 

11463). Lake Santa Margarita sits at the head waters of the 

Salinas River which is a major recharge agent for the Paso 

Robles Groundwater basin. Is it legal to export that water 

from the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin to the coast? If 

it comes, adjudication will have to resolve that question 

because it directly affects the health of the basin.

These unresolved issues are the “expensive “ and potentially 

risky legal items the County and cities clearly want to avoid 

ever having to deal with. The problem from their perspective 

is the overlying users have a constitutional primary right to 

the groundwater under their properties and if the overlying 

users fully assert their water rights,  all of the plans of the 

cities and County may come undone under adjudication.

So enter AB 2453, a one-off, untested, risky water manage-

ment scheme crafted in backroom secrecy with unlimited 

unspecified powers and no accountability. Touted as leg-

islation crafted especially for our basin, it is allegedly the 

solution to solve all of the basin’s problems in an equitable 

fashion. It does not. It is in fact a wolf in sheep’s clothing.

AB 2453 is a naked power grab. It is an end run around the 

law to delegate legislative and judicial powers to an adminis-

trative agency by an extra legal consolidation of power into 

the hands of a stacked private board. In layman’s terms, they 

win, you lose.

Five things about AB2453 are telling.

First,  the proposed district can simply settle “expensive” 

legal problems like prescriptions and Area Of Origin Statute 

issues like the disposition of Lake Santa Margarita (the pro-

posed district includes water sheds) to the detriment of the 

basin under administrative law, not statue law.

Second, look at who is really pulling the strings behind the 

scenes. The Board of Supervisors relinquishes none of  its 

powers to the AB 2453 Board. So much for the “represen-

tative vote.” It is a total sham. This is an explicit extra layer 

of supra legal administration powers above and beyond the 

AB 2453 Board to insure that county issues like Lake Santa 

Margarita are off the table for consideration.

Third, so it comes as no surprise the petition to LAFCO 

(two Supervisors who voted in favor of the petition sit on 

the committee) to form the district will be submitted by 

the Board of Supervisors, not by the affected public who 

are overwhelmingly against this kind of extra-legal and 

open-ended financial obligation district formation. The 

public understands all too clearly that it is not in their legal 

or financial best interests to accept its formation.

Fourth, unlike a normal LAFCO district, the district will be 

created with no clear objectives or public mandate. The first 

charge of the newly minted AB 2453 Board of directors will 

be to determine basin objectives when they draw up the 

Basin Management Plan. Because of the structural inequity 

of the voting process to seat the board, the business of the 

district will be determined by the big-water interests, not 

the general public. Basin water policy will be crafted and 

shaped to fit the needs and whims of the few, i.e. munic-

ipalities, large property owners and appropriators, not the 

majority of the people who live in the basin. Add in the fact 

that the first board of directors can, and most likely will be 

appointed by the SLO Board of Supervisors, and you have 

an opportunity of all kinds of administrative mischief. How 

open to outside party input and how open the deliberations 

of the management board will be to create the all-important 

Basin Management Plan and what appeal process exists is 

not clear.

Fifth,  and most troubling, once established, AB 2453 will be 

impossible to remove. Private property rights will be bound 

ADJUDICATION – THE WORD 
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through and subject to administrative regulation, not stat-

ute law, and individual property rights under its jurisdiction 

subject not to the normal judicial process of the courts but 

deferred to extra-legal administrative power of the district 

board. Add the supra legal administration powers of the 

Board of Supervisors even on top of that, and the overlying 

property owners have been effectively stripped of their wa-

ter rights with no representation and no recourse for redress.

With the right to use the water of our basin comes a re-

sponsibility to protect our basin. We must bring our basin 

back into a sustainable state of water withdrawal. There is no 

silver bullet to our current drought caused condition save a 

lot of rain. We cannot tax ourselves out of this situation. The 

State water system is already five times oversubscribed, there 

is no supplemental state water available to buy at any price.

ADJUDICATION – THE WORD 
THAT MUST NEVER BE SPOKEN

No matter what the management structure in place, all the 

users of the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin will be fac-

ing painful water use curtailment until the basin is back 

into balance. The people who live in the basin know that 

and accept that. But what they will not accept is a corrupt 

process that attempts to dictate what rights they have. There 

is so much at stake here, relinquishing individual water rights 

now would be akin to disarming before the battle has even 

begun.

What the future will bring no one can tell. What we do 

know is when the rains do finally come, and they will, in a 

basin managed by adjudication, we will have the same water 

rights we had before the drought. In a basin managed by an 

AB 2453 board, we will have even less than we did at the 

height of the drought.

AN OPPOSING VIEW ON 
BASIN ADJUDICATION

BASIN ADJUDICATION DOES 
NOT SOLVE OUR 

GROUNDWATER PROBLEMS  
By Robert Brown

Laurie Gage’s fact-based analysis which exposed the fallacy 

that adjudicated basins are better managed obviously struck 

a nerve with the litigants who have filed the quiet title law-

suit. While they are oblivious to the fact that many believe 

they possess a selfish sense of entitlement by being more 

concerned about their rights than their sense of community, 

they repeatedly try to convince us of all the grand things a 

judge will do for the Paso Robles Basin.

As cover for their unpopular approach, they accuse me, my 

fellow PRAAGS board members and PRO Water Equity of 

creating clandestine schemes to sell water for a profit. This is 

baseless conspiracy theory nonsense, which is not supported 

by any facts or proof.

I am as concerned as anyone about protecting my water 

rights and no one I know wants to lose them. However, the 

legal landscape for well pumping has changed almost over-

night. This comes with the enactment of a new State law 

called the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act, also 

known as Pavley-Dickinson. This has caught the litigants 

completely off guard as it was not even in draft form when 
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their lawsuit was filed in 2013. If that weren’t enough, two 

recent court rulings – one in Siskiyou County and the other 

in the Russian River Watershed – could become the “ca-

naries in the coal mine” for even more dramatic changes to 

State water law.

In Jan. 2015, Pavley-Dickinson requires us to begin man-

aging our basin so that it is sustainable. Waiting years for a 

court to decide is therefore no longer an option. Anoth-

er stubborn fact is that under the new law, appropriators 

and overliers are required to cooperate with each other to 

manage the basin’s groundwater. If we don’t, the new laws 

allow the State to intervene and do it for us, well before any 

court would be able to act. Why then do the litigants have to 

use the courts to force the cities and service districts to do 

something they must do anyway under these new laws?

Contrary to what some believe, adjudication does not guar-

antee a successful outcome. Every time we decide to use 

the courts, we want justice for us, not the other guy, but it 

doesn’t always work that way. To get their justice, the litigants 

must prove that the right to their water has been hindered 

by the appropriators (the cities, service districts and the 

County). If the appropriators can prove they were pumping 

during times when the wells in the basin were pumping 

more than was being recharged annually over time, they win. 

The long awaited 300 page Paso Basin Groundwater Model 

Update Draft Report could be another body blow to the 

litigant’s case. It states that we have been pumping almost 

2,500 acre feet more per year out of the basin on average 

than what is put back in since 1981.

BASIN 
ADJUDICATION

One thing adjudication does do is force the rest of us into 

their lawsuit whether we like it or not. You will be forced to 

retain your own lawyer and pay them handsomely to defend 

yourself. Further, adjudication does nothing to bring in ad-

ditional sources of water as the court only rules on who gets 

how much water.

Don’t think for a minute that the court will not be looking 

closely at these new laws before it rules. Once we demon-

strate compliance with Pavley-Dickinson, would not they 

use our local plan as the template for its decision? After all 

is said and done, they will have incurred millions in lawyer 

fees (as will the rest of us), the defendants will have spent 

millions of our tax dollars and we will wind up in about the 

same place a decade or more from now. What then will the 

litigants have won?

Lastly, the litigants have pitted neighbor against neighbor and 

that is just plain wrong. It’s time to stop these silly conspira-

cy accusations. To anyone who is unsure about any schemes 

to sell our water, my colleagues and I are more than willing 

to meet at any time to openly and honestly explain why this 

cannot and should not happen. In the meantime, I’m hope-

ful the other 90 plus percent of the landowners will come 

together and work on local solutions to manage our basin.

Along with his wife, Robert Brown owns and operates the 

Pretty Penny Vineyard east of Paso Robles.

This article first appeared as opinion in the November 3, 

2014 edition of Cal Coast News
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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) 


