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  COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO              

WEEK OF MAY 14 - 20, 2017 

 

 

 

THIS WEEK 
 

ANOTHER SOFTWARE INSTALLATION COST 

OVERRUN  

 

FINANCIAL, DEBT, AND CAPITAL PROJECT 

PROGRESS REPORTS                                                                
(AND WITH SOME NICE POWERPOINTS YOU CAN SEE BELOW) 

 

INTRODUCTION OF THE PROPOSED                             

FY 2017-18 ANNUAL BUDGET 

 

FORMATION OF COUNTY GROUNDWATER 

SUSTAINABILITY AGENCIES IN SOUTH 

COUNTY AND THE PASO BASIN 

 

  GROWTH MANAGEMENT RESTRICTIONS 

PERPETUATED                                                                                               

(BUT THEY SAY MORE HOUSING IS A PRIORITY)  

HOW COULD THAT BE? 

 

APCD ANNUAL BUDGET REVIEW 

  

LAFCO TO ADVANCE EL POMAR – CRESTON 

WATER DISTRICT 
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LAST WEEK 

  

ANNUAL AGRICULTURAL CROP REPORT 

RECEIVED 

  

PLANNING COMMISSION WORKSHOP ON 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT RESTRICTION 

DEVICE - A DISAPPOINTING NON-EVENT    

 

 

SLO COLAB IN DEPTH  

(SEE PAGE 22) 

 

RESISTING THE ENVIRO-SOCIALIST STATE  

By Mike Brown 
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THIS WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS 
 

This is a heavy week at the Board of Supervisors and there is plenty of opportunity for 

disagreement on a variety of issues and process concerns. 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, May 16, 2017 (Scheduled) 

 

Item 12 - Planning and Building Department Permit Tracking Software Conversion 

Project Overrun.  This item on the consent calendar is an attempt to sneak a big cost overrun 

through the Board and past the public. The original project, software contract, and budget were 

approved on the consent calendar of March 15, 2016. The original software contract was for 

$1,026,588. Now they say they need an additional $102,999, “for the purchase of additional 

Tyler Technologies (the vendor) software, maintenance, and customization to complete the 

implementation of the Planning and Building Department’s new permit tracking system.” The 

price was already outrageous (see the Background section below). 

 

Worse yet they request an additional $205,968 in contingency expense .They state, “This 

includes $5,968 identified as additional server infrastructure costs and $200,000 for any 

additional unforeseen professional services or equipment.”  The overrun is summarized in the 

table below: 

 

  
 

Now the project has risen to $2,431,882. They will be back when they attempt to run the full 

operational test and find they need even more consultant time, more training, and more 

assistance in converting the records from the old system. 

 

Why doesn’t the Board stop the dance and set it as a business item to question the staff and 

vendor about the project in public? Or were they assured in private in their offices, in an illegal 

serial meeting, that everything is OK? The item requires a 4/5 vote for approval, providing ample 

opportunity to get everyone’s attention and have the whole issue fully explicated in public. Just 

pull it and set it as a business item.  

 

Background:  IN 2016 COLAB RAISED QUESTIONS AND WAS IGNORED. The boxed 

section below is quoted verbatim from the COLAB Weekly Update of March 13-19, 2016. 

Back then the Board and the staff ignored the questions and just smirked. 
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Item 8 - Request to approve a FY 2015-16 through FY 2020-21 contracts with Tyler 

Technologies in the amount of $1,026,866 for software and services to replace the Planning 

and Building Department’s permit tracking system. The County Administration recommends 

that the Planning Department’s current permit tracking system be replaced. The write-up stated 

in part: 

 

The Department’s current permit tracking system (Tidemark Advantage) was purchased in 1997 

and implemented over a five-year period. The application was written for the Windows 98 

operating system, the support of which was officially discontinued by Microsoft in 2006. 

Planning and Building Department staff has written custom software to extend the useful 

lifespan of the application, but this solution has reached its technical limit - operating systems 

and database servers can no longer be upgraded without breaking the application. 

 

The project is to take 2 years and will actually cost over $2 million dollars. 

 

 
 

The write-up is not specific about the actual software price versus other services provided by the 

vendor for training, installation, data conversion and so forth. The related County costs for the 

project include: 

 

 

 

maintenance of the new software. 

 

The first two costs seem excessive. The 3rd, cost for maintenance of the new software, is 

outrageous. How could a vendor charge this huge cost for maintaining the software that it has 

just sold and installed in the same year it is being installed? COLAB 2017 NOTE:  IT 

APPEARS NOW THAT THE SOFTWARE IS NOT INSTALLED OR NOT WORKING. 

IS THE COUNTY PAYING A MAINTENANCE FEE OF $236,000? ISN’T AN ANNUAL 

$236,000 MAINTENANCE FEE ON A $1 MILLION PIECE OF SOFTWARE 

EXCESSIVE? 

 

a. If the Tidemark software is so great, why does it cost so much for the conversion. 

 

b. This is especially relevant because the County is already using an earlier version of Tidemark, 

so this is really an upgrade. 

 

c. Since the County is already using Tidemark, why are 6 temporary new employees needed for a 

year for the conversion? 

 

d. What is the actual cost breakdown within the proposed $1.02 million contract? How much for 

the software, how much for the installation, how much for training, etc.? 
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e. Which California jurisdictions, comparable in size and scope of land-use regulation, are 

currently using the version of Tidemark being purchased by the County? 

 

f. Did the selection team visit and talk to the front line people? How about the homebuilders, 

developers, and other critical clients in jurisdictions which use Tidemark?  

 

  
 

 

 

Item 13 - Extension and Expansion of the EmPower Energy Home Loan Program.  The 

Board is being asked to approve a new contract with Santa Barbara County to amend and extend 

the program. Utility rate payers have been paying higher rates to send funds to the California 

Energy Commission, which in turn provided funding to local consortia. In this case Santa 

Barbara, SLO, and Ventura Counties give out energy loans for people to upgrade their heating, 

windows, insulation, and related improvements. 

 

The program has not had a large acceptance by the public. Started in 2014, it has completed only 

220 projects in the tri-county service area. Another 155 are reported as being “underway.” This 

is shocking in that the combined population of the 3 counties is 1,565,000. The State Energy 

Commission has revised some of the rules and conditions in an effort to attract more customers, 

necessitating the contract amendment. 

 

The program is a waste of time in terms of scale and injects government into the home loan 

business. The Board should terminate its participation on principle, but there are a number of 

small contractors and vendors who hope that it will expand business. This motherhood and utility 

ratepayer-subsidized apple pie aspect makes it difficult for elected officials to pull the plug. 

 

The write-up states in part: 

 

In order to retain existing funding and enhance services, emPower expanded its existing scope 

with direction from CEC staff. In the San Luis Obispo County, the revised scope will also allow 

for an interest rate buy down for the emPower loan product in San Luis Obispo County to match 

the interest rate buy down to 3.9% that is currently available in Santa Barbara County.  

 

It will be interesting to see if the low interest rate stimulates homeowners and small businesses to 

rush out and layer on debt for solar panels, low flush toilets, or “green” appliances. 

 

Why should you pay to subsidize private home improvements thorough your monthly utility bill? 

http://www.google.com/imgres?hl=en&authuser=0&biw=1366&bih=599&tbm=isch&tbnid=_fh8xx8s0hRNBM:&imgrefurl=http://www.twainquotes.com/Skunk.html&docid=iCApzQ7NzGdiRM&imgurl=http://www.twainquotes.com/skunk.gif&w=250&h=243&ei=KHY7Ut6oE4OMrAHOxoDQDw&zoom=1&ved=1t:3588,r:43,s:0,i:227&iact=rc&page=3&tbnh=172&tbnw=177&start=32&ndsp=19&tx=72&ty=100
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Item 18 - Funding For the Los Osos Basin Management Committee.  This is a small transfer 

from the County Flood Control/Water District reserves to the Los Osos Basin Management 

Committee, which helps oversee a stipulated judgment (adjudication) on how the basin is 

managed. Other jurisdictions and entities also contribute. Bruce Gibson, who sits on the 

Committee, has been yowling about the County Water District paying for management activities 

in other basins. This one might flare up. On the other hand, it’s only $58,000. 

 

Item 20 - Financial Reports.  The item is listed as the 3
rd

 Quarter Financial Report, which it 

contains. It is actually a compendium of that report and several others. The major reports 

include: 

 

 3
rd

 Quarter Financial Report 

 County Debt Status Report 

 Capital Projects Status/Progress Report 

 

There are also some useful charts and graphs depicting important management information, such 

as the number of staff positions added so far this fiscal year, the employee vacancy rate, and the 

growth of passenger traffic at the County Airport. 

 

Significantly, and per the new Board majority’s direction, the PowerPoints have been included 

with the posted electronic agenda. Moreover, PowerPoints depicting the status of county debt 

have been included: 

 

Summarizing the specific Sections: 

 

1.  3
rd

 Quarter Financial Report:  The County will end the year in the black. The usual 

problems, including revenue shortfalls in the Airport Department, Golf Program, Sheriff’s Office 

and Behavioral Health, are enough to be offset by savings within the other departments. In fact, 

the County should be able to add to its fund balances and reserves.  Disturbingly, and similar to 

prior years, there are $3.7 million in raises (called prevailing wage payments), which will be 

funded out of a portion of the savings. What if there were no savings? The term “prevailing 

wages” doesn’t tell us what is really going on. Are these negotiated cost of living increases, step 

increases within pay ranges, push from reclassifications, or what? The term “prevailing wages” 

is being misused. That term generally refers to minimum wages paid to private sector 

construction workers, such as steel workers, carpenters, pipe fitters, etc., on projects which are 

funded with dollars from Federal or State programs that impose “prevailing wage” requirements 

on contractors. 

 

There is no explanation whether the $3.7 million is the total amount of raises in FY 2016 -17 or 

just the amount being funded out of savings. In this regard the table below shows a whopping 

$20,650,996 increases in salaries and benefits from the actual FY 2015-16 budget expenditures 

to the adopted FY 16-17. There is no subordinate presentation that disaggregates the salaries, 

pensions, other benefits, and the cost of new added positions. The question is do they actually 

budget the raises or do they understate them in the budget and bet on the come that they will 

have savings to make up the difference? 
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Further raising questions is that the table shows that the increases for salaries and benefits from 

the adopted FY 2016-17 Budget to the proposed FY 2017-18 Budget is $12,378,750.  

 
 

 

   
 

All this suggests that the Board needs to spend some serious and protracted quality time 

reviewing the proposed FY 2017-18 Budget in public, not just the perfunctory 1.5 to 3 hours that 

we have seen over the past 6 years. 

 

2.  Debt Status Report:  The inclusion of the PowerPoints within the posted agenda materials in 

advance of the meeting is particularly useful here. This is the first time, other than diving into the 

annual Comprehensive Financial Reports after the fact, that there is a fairly comprehensive 

presentation. The basic story line is that the County has little general debt and large utility debt 

for projects such as the Los Osos sewer system, Nacimiento Aqueduct, and other utility projects. 

The write-up minimizes the significance of these, stating that the rate payers served by the 

various systems are ultimately accountable. Nevertheless they will be paying, and if there were a 

large economic collapse, the County could end up the ultimate bag holder. Even if it could 

legally escape, a large scale default would be disastrous to its reputation, the reputation of other 

jurisdictions in the county, and their ability to issue future debt. We wish this portion were 

actually a separate agenda item instead of a sub-component of this report, which diminishes its 

prominence and limits both public comment and Board focus since there are so many subjects in 

this one report. 

 

From a technical standpoint the format and presentation on the slides is great. They show the big 

picture going forward. Thanks to the staff who designed these! Now if they would just add totals 

in the Balance Tables on the right side, it would even be better.  
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Pension Liability:  This one didn’t make it into the debt section of this report because the 

County, for whatever reason, often insists that pension liability it is not actually debt. 

Nevertheless, it is getting worse per the Table from the SLO County Pension Trust displayed 

below on the next page. As of December 31, 2015, it had grown to $501 million.  
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3. Capital Projects Progress Report:  

 

The chart below depicts the progress on current capital and maintenance projects: 

 

There are more. We put this one in as a sample. Readers can see the others at: 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/7376/QXR0YWNobWVudCA2IC0gQ2Fw

aXRhbCBhbmQgTWFpbnRlbmFuY2UgUmVwb3J0cy5wZGY=/12/n/77155.doc  

 

4. Miscellaneous Charts and Graphs of Interest: 

 

  
 

Additional Employees Added So Far this Fiscal Year: 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/7376/QXR0YWNobWVudCA2IC0gQ2FwaXRhbCBhbmQgTWFpbnRlbmFuY2UgUmVwb3J0cy5wZGY=/12/n/77155.doc
http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/7376/QXR0YWNobWVudCA2IC0gQ2FwaXRhbCBhbmQgTWFpbnRlbmFuY2UgUmVwb3J0cy5wZGY=/12/n/77155.doc
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Employee Vacancy Rate: 

 

 

 
Watch this get worse as the housing gets ever more expensive. The write-up explains that they 

are having recruiting problems, even for high level professionals such as psychiatrists. The 

problem will add pressure to raise salaries. This is another example of the destructive 

consequences of state, county and city land use policies. 

 

Item 21 - Introduction of the Proposed 2017-18 Annual County Budget.  The Budget is 

being submitted on the record for study by the Board and the public. The actual legal hearings 

and adoption will take place on Monday, June 12 and Wednesday, June14. Actual adoption will 

take place on June 20. The 933-page document is the most important policy formulation tool for 

any government, including the Board of San Luis Obispo County. In past years, the review has 

been perfunctory. Last year and except for a session on requests by not-for-profit agencies, the 

entire main budget consideration took only 1.5 hours.   

 

We believe that the Board should set aside a series of 3 hour afternoon sessions between now 

and the formal June review sessions to conduct detailed workshops. The meetings could take 

place in the training center rooms next to the Board room on the first floor of the Government 

Center. These would be noticed legal Board meetings but would be conducted in a more informal 

and interactive format with the Department Heads, budget staff, and Board of Supervisors. 

Public comment would be allowed after each department and/or summary section consideration. 
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The Board would review the budget by section and department in order. Each Department would 

give a short summary presentation of key issues. The Board would then consider both financial 

and performance measure information in detail. In this regard the Board should be provided with 

the summary account sheets which support the general information in the budget document as a 

reference. In other words, just how much in a particular departmental unit within services and 

supplies is for travel, utilities, overtime, worker’s comp. consultants, etc.? How do salaries and 

benefits break down? We would recommend this process about every 3 years. 

 

When asked about the brevity and superficiality of review in past years we have been told that 

the “staff visits the Board in their offices and answers all their questions.” This is an improper 

way for a public body to consider this important policy setting process for the taxing and 

expenditure of over half of a billion dollars per year. The public cannot be present in the Board 

offices for these confidential sessions. Just how do things work at the program level? Are the 

performance measures real and expressive of operational efficiency and output?   

 

 
 



13 
 

  
 

Item 22 - Formation of a Santa Maria Water Basin Fringe Area Groundwater 

Sustainability Area (GSA).  The staff is recommending to the Board that the County serve as 

the GSA for the Basin fringe areas that are not covered by the Santa Maria Water Basin 

adjudication (Santa Maria Management Area) or other jurisdictions pursuant to the State 

Groundwater Management act (SGMA). The fringe areas are displayed on the map (below on the 

next page) in yellow. Once formed, the GSA would work with the County of Santa Barbara, 

which has set up its own fringe area GSA as shown in purple on the map. The City of Arroyo 

Grande and other jurisdictions would also become part of the GSA to coordinate their respective 

groundwater sustainability plans (GSPs) and develop a basin-wide fringe area plan. 

 

Supervisors Gibson and Hill have repeatedly stated that the County Flood District/Water Agency 

should not fund SGMA planning for residents of unincorporated areas who are not taxing 

themselves for such work. It is not known if this issue will arise now in relation to this item in 

particular or will be taken later up as part of the FY 2017-18 Budget. 

 

 
 

Boundaries and subject areas are shown on the PowerPoint slide below. 
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Matters After 1:30 PM 

 

 

Item 27 - Hearing to consider adoption of a resolution forming the Paso Basin – County of 

San Luis Obispo Groundwater Sustainability Agency (GSA) pursuant to the State 

Groundwater Management Act (SGMA).  This item proposes that the County serve as the 

groundwater sustainability agency (GSA) for those portions of the Paso Robles Water Basin 

which are not already included in another jurisdiction. Again it is not clear if Gibson and Hill 

will oppose this on the basis that they believe the County Flood Control/Water District should 

not fund SGMA activities in unincorporated areas where the residents are not taxing themselves 

for the related costs. Here the issue is more pointed in that the two Supervisors were very angry 

at the voters of the area who rejected the proposed AB 2453 water management district by a vote 

of almost 80%. Potential coast allocation is displayed on the table below on the next page: 
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The difference in cost 

share has to do with the 

formation of the proposed 

El Pomar – Creston Water 

Management Water 

District which has been 

approved by LAFCO 

subject to votes on its 

formation and its 

assessments.  It is likely 

that it members will 

approve it.  

 

 

 

 

 

  

The structure of the overall management plan is shown in the diagram below: 
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Item 28 - Submittal of the 2014-2016 Biennial Summary Report of the Resource 

Management System (RMS) (Clerk’s File) that summarizes the condition of the following 

resources throughout the County: water supply and systems, wastewater treatment, roads 

and U.S. Highway 101 interchanges, air quality, parks, and schools.  The Board is being 

requested to adopt the restrictions based on the stated conditions as recommend in the staff 

report. As noted below in last week’s Highlights, the Planning Commission heard the staff report 

and accepted the whole thing carte blanche. 

 

The RMS is a non-rigorous hodgepodge of data used ultimately to impose water moratoria, 

forestall housing development, and otherwise curtail investment in the future.  It is a kind of self-

fulfilling prophecy system. It is one of the devices used to support the County’s overarching so-

called “smart growth” policy, which is really a no growth policy.  

 

By way of background the staff recaps the purpose of the RMS:  

 

The Resource Management System (RMS) focuses on collecting data in order to avoid and 

correct resource deficiencies with regard to five essential resources: water supply, sewage 

disposal, schools, roads, and air quality. This information is compiled every two years in 

Biennial Resource Summary Report (RSR) that guides decisions about balancing development 

with the resources necessary to sustain such development. It focuses on collecting data, 

identifying resource problems, and recommending solutions. The RMS contains “triggers” to 

implement certain actions such as conservation or construction measures to avoid or correct 

resource deficiencies. These triggers are designated as Levels of Severity I, II and III, and are 

tied to generalized time frames to construct improvements or to enhance declining resources. 

The Resource Management System is explained in more detail in the Land Use Element – 

Framework for Planning, Chapter 3.  

 

Population growth and concomitant development are juxtaposed with analysis of resource 

availability to determine which areas should remain shut down or be shut down in the future. The 

key “resources” or problem areas assessed include: 

 

1. Water availability 

2. Sewage disposal capacity 
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3. Road level of service (on the standard A-F scale) – particularly arterials and freeway    

interchanges 

4. Parks 

5. School classrooms/overcrowding 

6. Air Pollution  

 

The whole system is based on the 1970’s planning fad of “resource based management,” which 

later became known as “sustainability.” The deliberately limiting theory is basically that there 

are too many people on the planet; resources such as minerals water, food, energy, etc., are being 

used up too fast; and therefore governments must intervene to prevent an ultimate disaster. 

 

During the late 90’s, the issue of global warming driven by greenhouse gas emissions further 

solidified the strategy. Underpinning the entire theory are doctrines of Social Darwinism and 

Malthusian population explosion. All of this has been packaged into contemporary zoning and 

environmental laws and then shoved down to the local level to determine if, for example, the 

village of Cambria has reached it ultimate and proper size and density (which it may have). If 

Cambria is of optimum size and other areas are maxed out, then what is the County’s plan to 

absorb the additional 46,000 people who are expected here by 2040?  

 

The flaw is that the system is based on a view of the universe that resources are ultimately 

immutably limited. This view ignores the progress of science, technology, agriculture, 

metallurgy, forestry, and so forth. The RMS constrains the ability to properly plan in a way that 

takes advantage of progress in many fields because it focuses the entire discussion on limits 

rather than a view of how to foster growing abundance, freedom, and progress. 

 

It tiers off the county population forecast and then “analyzes” issues in each geographic area. 

  

  

   
 

 

Essentially the chart forecasts that the total County population will grow by about 46,000 

between 2016 and 2040 (24 years). This would be about 1,916 new people each year. Note that 
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in the period from 2010-2016 the growth has averaged only 899 new people per year or less than 

½ the forecast rate. The Board should ask the staff to explain the discrepancy. 

 

With all the moratoria, can there be any real growth at all?  

 

What is the impact of the closure of the Diablo Nuclear Power Plant going to be on the projected 

growth as the negative economic multipliers erase thousands of jobs?  

 

Once it has investigated the facts, the Board should direct staff to do some real planning work as 

follows: 

 

1. Staff should be directed to provide the Board of Supervisors with recommendations on how 

the current population are to be housed. 

 

2. Recommendations should be provided to The Board of Supervisors to eliminate the current 

housing deficit. 

 

3. The aggregate and specific water demands for the new households should be determined. 

 

4. The steps required to provide this should be undertaken. 

 

5. On the other hand and in light of the shaky data and the impending Diablo closure, the Board 

of Supervisors should junk the whole RMS process. In addition, get rid of the obsolete and 

limiting bureaucrats and bring in some folks who can imagine a vibrant future including how to 

replace the economic benefits of Diablo, generate new water supplies, generate revenue to fix 

and expand the road system, and expand the housing market. 

 

Item 30 - Annual Update of the County’s Growth Management Ordinance.  Back in 1990 

the County Board decided to restrict the residential growth in the unincorporated County to 2.3% 

per year (number of new dwelling units allowed). A few sections like Nipomo and Cambria have 

lower rates and Los Osos is under a moratorium. Actually the entire Paso Basin is under a de 

facto moratorium based on the requirement that developers must show no net new water use.  

Overall the County has rarely reached the limit per the graph on the next page. The problem now 

is that there is a woefully insufficient supply of housing in both the cities and the unincorporated 

County. The Board needs to flip the policy on its head and direct staff to figure out how to 

encourage the production of more housing.  

 

Family-oriented multi-bedroom  garden apartments are especially needed on a large scale to 

entice professional workforce members to remain in the community to meet the needs of the 

County’s employers in high tech, health care, specialty manufacturing, hospitality, science, and 

education. 
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San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (APCD) Meeting of Wednesday, 

May 17, 2017 (Scheduled)  

 

 

Item B - 6: Independent Auditors Annual Report for Fiscal Year 2015-16.  The actual audit 

report was not an available agenda attachment. There was no hot link to the referenced Clerk’s 

file. 

 

Item B - 8-2: Request for the APCD to execute a California Energy Commission Grant 

Agreement to prepare a Zero Emission Vehicle Readiness Implementation Plan for the Tri-

Counties.  This one seems to authorize receipt of a State grant to do $300,000 in planning for 

locating electric and hydrogen-fueled vehicle recharging stations. It is not clear if the grant is 

funded from your taxes or surcharges on your electric bill. The write-up states in part: 

 

Your Board is requested to authorize the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control 

District’s (SLOAPCD) execution of a $299,280 California Energy Commission (Energy 

Commission) Grant Agreement awarded to Plug-in Central Coast1 (PICC) and its partnering 

subcontractors2 to develop a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) Readiness Implementation Plan for 

San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties. The Central Coast region is not 

currently supported by a robust network of ZEV charging and hydrogen fueling infrastructure to 

support widespread all-electric travel within and through the region. With mobile sources 

accounting for well over half of the emissions which contribute to ozone and particulate matter 

and nearly 40 percent of the greenhouse gas emissions in California, promoting cleaner vehicles 

is key to meeting air quality standards. Developing a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) Readiness 

Implementation Plan is a critical step accelerating ZEV adoption by the Central Coast region’s 
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consumers and fleet operators. The plan will also help the Central Coast region contribute to 

California’s greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets established under SB 32 and AB 32.  

 

Item C-1: Hearing to Accept Public Comments and Review the Proposed Fiscal Year 2017-

2018 Air Pollution Control District Budget.  It decreases slightly. Note the heavy use of fund 

balance from prior years in order to survive. Does anyone know how much is left in the total 

reserve as this is burned down each year? Is this a death spiral? 

 

  
 

 

  
 

 

San Luis Obispo Local Agency Formation Commission Meeting of Wednesday, May 17, 

2017 (Scheduled) 
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Item B-1: Impartial Analysis: Estrella-El Pomar-Creston Water District Formation.  This 

is essentially a statement of purpose for the proposed district for the ballot and setting the 

schedule for the election. 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 

LAST WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS  
  

 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, May 9, 2017 (Completed) 
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Light Week:  There were no policy matters of significance on this agenda. Note that 

PowerPoints were beginning to show up with the agenda items.  

 

Item 19 - 2016 Crop Report. The Board reviewed the Annual Crop Report. 

 

Background:  Each year the County Agriculture Commissioner prepares a statistical report on 

the direct sales value of various crops for the prior year. We were pleased to note that the 

Agricultural Commissioner is the 2nd department head to comply with the Board’s directive that 

PowerPoint presentations that will be part of the official Board consideration be included in the 

publicly distributed agenda package. Last week Public Works included a PowerPoint on the 

formation of a new cooperative water management entity (the Atascadero/Templeton GSA) in its 

attachments.   

 

Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, May 11, 2017 (Completed) 

 

Item 4 - Workshop on the Resource Management System (RMS).  The Commission heard 

the staff report and accepted the whole thing as gospel. There were no context questions or 

anything else. As noted above in the current week highlights section, the same item is on the 

Board of Supervisors agenda for this week. 

 

Background:  The RMS is a non-rigorous hodgepodge of data used ultimately to impose water 

moratoria, forestall housing development, and otherwise curtail investment in the future.  It is a 

kind of self-fulfilling prophecy system. It is one of the devices used to support the County’s 

overarching so-called “smart growth” policy, which is really a no growth policy. The write-up 

stated that this agenda item was to be a study session on the RMS but did not specify what 

potential outcomes might be the purpose of the study session. 

 

 

COLAB IN DEPTH 
 

IN FIGHTING THE TROUBLESOME, LOCAL DAY-TO-DAY ASSAULTS ON OUR 

FREEDOM AND PROPERTY, IT IS ALSO IMPORTANT TO KEEP IN MIND THE 

LARGER UNDERLYING IDEOLOGICAL, POLITICAL, AND ECONOMIC CAUSES AND 

FORCES  

 

RESISTING THE ENVIRO-SOCIALIST STATE  

By Mike Brown 

The bad news is that the environmental socialists, who have hijacked the historic Democratic 

Party, now fully control the government of the State of California as well as that of many cities 
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and counties within the State. They can pass tax increases at will, such as the Senate Bill 1 fuel 

tax increases.  

The good news is that environmental socialism contains the seeds of its own destruction. 

Ultimately the high taxes, ever growing fees, and blighting regulations will undermine 

productive elements of society, which in turn will erode governmental revenues and sap 

governmental power. Vast State and local unfunded pension debt, bonded debt, and unfunded 

deferred maintenance of the roads, universities, public schools, government buildings, dams, 

aqueducts, and parks are the harbingers of the looming catastrophe. 

The power of governments rests largely on their finances. As the private sector weakens, 

physical and social blight proliferates, capital facilities deteriorate, social unrest and crime 

increase, and housing becomes impossibly expensive, driving the up-coming generational work 

force (millennials, generation Z) out of state. As a result, existing businesses leave the state to 

expand in more favorable employment climates. Ultimately, income taxes, sales taxes, and 

property taxes stagnate or decline. In SLO County the impending demise of the Diablo Nuclear 

Power Plant underscores this reality.  Enviro-socialist elites react by further raising fee and tax 

rates, which in turn accelerates the destructive death spiral process. The problem is that, while 

one can take solace in the knowledge that ultimately the corrective forces will prevail and hold 

the enviro-socialists historically accountable, millions will become unemployed, homes 

foreclosed, life savings destroyed, and most tragically, the hopes and dreams of generations 

annihilated.  

Sadly, the era of dominance of environmental socialism may exist for decades. This fact is very 

disheartening to many of those who understand the problem, as well as current grass roots 

leaders and potential grass roots leaders who would resist and ultimately seek to overcome the 

regime. Since the enviro-socialists control the government apparatus of the State of California as 

well as the government apparatus of many cities, counties, special districts, local public schools, 

and the State universities, the full force of professional staff expertise, contract patronage, 

alliances with powerful government employee unions, and job patronage are used to enhance 

their power and advance the enviro-socialist agenda. In the face of such daunting obstacles 

people may be tempted to give up and submit. Or they may run away to Nevada, Texas, or Idaho.  

On the other hand we may regard it as our duty as citizens to fight back. The American 

Revolutionary patriot Thomas Payne wrote as the colonies were threatened by the military might 

of the British Empire, “Tyranny, like hell is not, easily conquered; yet we have this consolation 

with us, that the harder the conflict, the more glorious the triumph.”  

Here are practical things we can do to resist: 

Be aware and stay informed. Spend 20 minutes per day (while having that cup of coffee or 

lunch) doing a quick scan of the following sources:  
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For local information read the COLAB SLO Weekly Updates.  www.colabslo.org  

Listen on line or on the air to the Andy Caldwell Radio Show on KUHL 1440 or KZSB 1290.  

For both local and State as well as national information read the free online postings at 

www.Calchronicle.com and also Stephen Franks’ California Political News & Views at 

www.capoliticalnews.com/   

For national perspectives check out the site Stanford University Hoover Institution at 

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?tab=wm#inbox/15bee5aa2122ac13  . The guest articles, book 

reviews, and editorials contained in the last 2 pages of Section A of the Wall Street Journal are 

also quite helpful. The Journal can be obtained in paper format or online. Of course there are 

many other fine sites as well.  

Get mad. As the late former University of Texas football Coach Darrell Royal (back when Texas 

won three national championships) used to say, “You have to get mad to win football games.” 

The injustice and destructiveness of the enviro-socialist’s policies are outrageous and are a 

powerful motivational factor.  

Recognize that anger can be destructive and must be converted into plans and action, which 

result in holding the currently powerful enviro-socialist regimes accountable. Elected officials, 

appointed board members, and sycophantic senior staff members should understand that once the 

consequences of their policies are widely understood as perpetuating economic decline and 

suffering, they will be held accountable legally, professionally, and materially. It should not be 

sufficient that they are allowed to retire into oblivion.  

Reject ballot measures that establish new or increased sales taxes, property taxes, or special tax 

assessments. Often voters who oppose general taxes will support a tax for a specific benefit such 

as roads, a school, a library, a new jail or parks. It is rationalized that these are specific benefits 

for which there is a demonstrated need. The problem is that the new tax relieves some of the 

pressure allowing the government officials to avoid balancing their ever-growing operating 

budgets. Demand that they grow the natural economy to pay for their feel-good programs instead 

of placing higher taxes on an ever-narrowing base. 

If you can afford the tuition, put your kids and grandkids in private schools. The public schools 

are now a vast indoctrination system promoting enviro-socialism, political correctness, and value 

relativism. The teachers unions are powerful allies and funders of the enviro-socialist regimes 

locally, and in Sacramento and Washington. Eliminate the reason for their existence. 

Do not compromise on fees and regulations (even if you love the particular purpose or project). 

By supporting a new tax or fee, you are simply feeding the machine.  

Many business, agricultural, and trade organizations seek to minimize the damage caused by 

State and local enviro-socialist regimes by participating in efforts to ameliorate more egregious 

http://www.colabslo.org/
http://www.calchronicle.com/
http://www.capoliticalnews.com/
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?tab=wm#inbox/15bee5aa2122ac13
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regulatory and fee proposals by seeking compromise. Paid representatives and officers attend 

workshops, provide suggested wording changes, and otherwise “cooperate” to obtain crumbs. 

The current state of regulatory and tax conditions in the State and many cities and counties are 

clear proof that the strategy ultimately fails and is death by a thousand cuts. Business owners and 

their trade associations, both large and small, should recognize that short-term cooperation and 

collaboration only advances the regime’s ultimate goals.  

Similarly, some businesses, and especially those dependent on government contracts, may fear 

retribution if they or their representative associations oppose particular enviro-socialist policies. 

Such retribution may come in the form of economic ostracism and/or regulatory punishment. In 

these circumstances, the government is little more than a “legitimized” protection racket. 

Demand that your elected officials/candidates declare a moratorium on all new fees and 

regulations for their term of office or prospective term of office. When your elected official or 

aspiring candidate is at a meeting, campaign event, or other situation where there is a crowd, 

wait for the question period. When your turn comes ask this question: “Given the sorry state of 

state and local finances, unaffordable home prices, unemployment, etc., will you agree to sign 

this pledge today to promise to vote against all new fees, taxes, and regulations if you are 

elected, reelected, or for the remainder of your term (whatever the case is for that individual)?” 

Have a friend hand him/her the form with a signature block pre-filled out with his or her name. 

Have extra copies for the crowd to can see what you are asking. If the officials/candidates refuse 

to sign or say they have to study the matter, hit them again at the next event. 

Organize: Set up study groups or writing groups. These may be only three or four people or they 

can be more extensive. Write letters to the editor. Oppose new regulatory measures and fee 

increases. On major issues, appear at the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Air 

Pollution Control District, SLOCOG, and the Integrated Waste Management Authority. If you 

have a business association or trade group, make sure its staff alerts you to critical issues. 

Remember, it’s not sufficient to oppose just the fee or regulation that affects your own particular 

business or industry. Eventually the knock on the door will come for you. Groups should help 

one another by opposing all fees and regulations. Write, email, appear and complain. 

Support candidates who oppose the regime: Hold a coffee hour for a candidate in your home or 

with your business group (or both). If you are able, support such candidates financially. 

Remember, early support is important because a large proportion of votes are now by absentee 

(mail-in) ballots. These are sent out a month before the actual Election Day. Thus, funding for 

media buys, printed materials, and so forth must be accumulated very early in the campaign. 

Mike Brown is the Government Affairs Director of the Coalition of Labor Agriculture and 

Business (COLAB) of San Luis Obispo County. He had a 42-year career as a city manager and 

county executive officer in 4 states including California. He can be reached at 

mike@colabslo.org.  

mailto:mike@colabslo.org
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ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 

  

  
 

 

 

  

 

Politicians are seeking to strip Prop. 13 protections! 

See action request below!     

 

  

 

https://www.hjta.org/

  

 

  

https://www.hjta.org/
https://www.hjta.org/
http://www.google.com/imgres?start=144&rlz=1T4ADRA_enUS556US556&tbm=isch&tbnid=bNh77TRjKKwK-M:&imgrefurl=http://newsletters.embassyofheaven.com/news9405/news9405.php&docid=tyoBhh9O1_V_FM&imgurl=http://newsletters.embassyofheaven.com/news9405/horse.gif&w=292&h=280&ei=PtDVUrCQPMOy2wW1j4DgDQ&zoom=1&iact=rc&dur=1036&page=8&ndsp=21&ved=0CJ4BEIQcMDM4ZA
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ACTION NEEDED: Senate Constitutional Amendment 6 (SCA 6) by State Senator Scott Wiener D—San Francisco 

seeks to erode Proposition 13’s two-thirds vote protections by lowering the threshold to approve special taxes, 

including sales and parcel taxes, to 55 percent in order to fund transportation projects. 

 

WHEN TO TAKE ACTION: Quickly! Senate Constitutional Amendment 6 is currently awaiting a hearing in the 

Senate Transportation and Housing Committee. That hearing will occur this Tuesday at 1:30 in Room 4203 in the 

State Capitol. 

 

WHY: Even though Governor Brown just signed a bill permanently increasing gas taxes by 19 cents/gallon, diesel 

taxes by 20 cents/gallon and car taxes by an average of $50 per vehicle, the politicians are determined to squeeze 

every last cent from taxpayers for transportation. SCA 6 will make it easier to increase regressive sales taxes 

(California is first in the nation) and parcel taxes. Increasing parcel taxes could make it more difficult to own property 

in California. Currently, 35 percent of the population cannot afford a median priced home in California, and numerous 

municipalities are already struggling under the weight of double-digit sales taxes. 

  

ACTION REQUEST: Contact the author of SCA 6, State Senator Scott Wiener. Please inform him that you 

oppose SCA 6 and why. Please call even if you don’t live in his district. As a new legislator, he needs to 

know how important Proposition 13 is to all Californians. His phone number is 916-651-4011. 
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SUPPORT COLAB!                                                                                                                            

PLEASE COMPLETE THE 

MEMBERSHIP/DONATION FORM                           

ON THE NEXT PAGE 
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