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THIS WEEK  

 

COUNTY LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM SEEKS 

DIABLO REPARATIONS BUT LETS MULTI- 

BILLION DOLLAR SOLAR FARMS GO FREE 

 

MARIJUANA TAXES UP FOR BALLOT 

PLACEMENT 

 

SLOCOG PLAYS FOOTSY WITH SUSTAINABLE 

COMMUNITIES DOCTRINE, STACK-AND-PACK, 

CARBON TAXES, & SOCIAL EQUITY                           
(SLO CITY GETS A $600K “GHG FREE” RETRO ELECTRIC TROLLEY)  

  
 

 

LAST WEEK 

  

NO BOS MEETING 

 

APCD HEARING BOARD PROCEEDING ON 

DUNES ENFORCEMENT CONTINUED – 

MEETING USED AS DAY LONG POLITICAL 

RALLY TO FORCE CLOSURE 
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SLO COLAB IN DEPTH                                          
SEE PAGE 17    

THE FAILED LEGACY OF MOONBEAM 

By Andy Caldwell 

  

 

LATEST CALIFORNIA NEWS, PENSIONS  
By Edward Ring 

  

 

AMID A FISCAL CRISIS, ARROYO GRANDE 

WEIGHS OPTIONS  

By KAREN VELIE 

  

 

THIS WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, February 6, 2018 (Scheduled) 

  

Item 21 - Paso Basin Groundwater Sustainability Plan (GSP) about to Commence.  This 

item when approved authorizes the County to file the required notice with the State that planning 

has begun.  

The Board letter summarizes the structure: 

Five local agencies in San Luis Obispo County (County of San Luis Obispo, City of Paso Robles, 

San Miguel Community Services District, Heritage Ranch Community Services District, and 

Shandon-San Juan Water District) and one local agency in Monterey County (Salinas Valley 

Basin GSA) completed the GSA formation process, covering all of the Paso Basin. The five GSAs 

within the County of San Luis Obispo entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) that 

established the Paso Basin Cooperative Committee (Committee) and the terms under which the 

https://californiapolicycenter.org/category/news/
https://californiapolicycenter.org/category/retirement-benefits/
https://californiapolicycenter.org/author/edring/
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Committee will collaboratively develop a single GSP that will be considered for adoption by 

each of the five GSAs and subsequently submitted to DWR for approval.  

Item 27 - County’s 2018 State Legislative Program.  Each year the Board adopts a State 

Legislative Program to guide and advise the staff, the County lobbyist, and elected 

representatives of its key priorities for the current legislative session. Much of the Program is 

oriented toward trying to prevent the State from imposing service or administrative mandates on 

counties without providing commensurate revenue. It also focuses on preventing the State from 

intruding into local affairs. 

Separately, there are many specific pleas for funding, including roads and highway programs; 

regulatory programs (such as the costs of regulating marijuana); and water programs, health and 

human services, homeless services, housing, and so forth. 

Two, which we are glad to see this year, are:   

1. Oppose any measures or legislation that reduces the super majority vote required to raise 

taxes from 2/3rd to 55%.  

2. Oppose any legislation or initiative that proposes to modify Proposition 13. Specifically 

oppose any legislation or proposal that would establish a so-called “Split Roll” for property tax, 

which would thereby reduce protections for commercial property owners. 

Diablo:  The most prominent feature of the Program concerns requests for funding and 

assistance related to the closure of the Diablo Nuclear Power Plant. In general the County policy 

is stated: 

The County will encourage, seek, and support legislation related to its key priorities surrounding 

closure of Diablo Canyon to ensure the safety and well-being of the county.  

The document then lists some broad principles. These generally follow the County’s existing 8 

Diablo priorities, including safety, emergency preparedness funding, storage and maintenance of 

spent fuel once the Plant closes, worry that changes in the California Public Utility      

Commission procedures could cut the County out of being represented in various proceedings. 

The County’s key issues include: acquiring a portion of the Plant’s desalinated water, payments 

for lost property taxes, assistance in replacing the $1 billion per year economic losses from the 

closure, and a say in future use of the land at the Plant and the extensive lands surrounding the 

Plant. 

Two of the more ironic policies are listed below. 

6. PG&E is one of the largest taxpayers in the County and pays over $22 million per year in 

unitary taxes (property taxes for a public utility), which is allocated to over 80 governmental 

agencies or jurisdictions within the County. The County Government and the San Luis Coastal 



5 
 

Unified School District receive approximately $7 million per year and $8 million per year 

respectively. The County intends to jointly ensure that the taxing entities are treated fairly and 

that forthcoming valuations for tax purposes are fair. 

Is this one a threat to resist tax appeals by PG&E if the County disagrees with the devaluation of 

the stranded asset over the next 7 years? 

7. The local economic impact of Diablo Canyon is estimated at $1 billion annually. Additionally, 

the total economic impact of Diablo Canyon is approximately $2 billion per year nationally. It is 

critical that the negative impacts to the economy associated with the closure, and appropriate 

mitigations be included in the closure process, to preserve the quality of life in San Luis Obispo 

County.  

Well, they never put anything in past Legislative Programs to help encourage Diablo to stay 

open. Instead previous Boards supported seismic studies and wrung their hands about nuclear 

hazards and Tsunamis (even though the plant is on an 80 ft. cliff above the ocean). They never 

undertook a program to encourage PG&E to keep the plant open or assist it. 

The Program does not seem to contain a specific request for the Legislature to provide the 

California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) with enabling legislation which would allow 

PG&E to implement the $85 million in Community Impact Mitigation Payments. 

This seems strange, since the CPUC Board members almost suggested that such a proposal be 

made to the Legislature. 

An Opportunity – Obtain Legislation to Enable the County to Assess and Levy the 

Property Tax on the Large Solar Farms in the Eastern County:  The two solar plants in the 

eastern County are worth billions of dollars in property value when assessed on the income basis. 

Prior to their construction the State exempted from the property tax all the solar facilities which 

generate, convert, and transmit energy. The 2 EIR’s for those projects indicated that their normal 

property tax throw-off would be something in the neighborhood of tens of millions were they not 

exempt.
1
 In any case and with Diablo closing, it only seems fair that the State would seek to 

assist the preservation of County services by passing the necessary enabling legislation. 

The full Legislative Program text can be viewed at:  

                                                           
1 Note that it appears that the on line EIR library has been removed from the Planning 

Department website as part of the installation of the new County website format, so we couldn’t 

recheck. The only ones we could see were Las Pilitas Quarry and Phillips 66 – perhaps only 

those for projects which staff didn’t like will be available historically. 
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http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/8355/MjAxOCBMZWdpc2xhdGl2ZSBQb

GF0Zm9ybSAtIGNsZWFuIHZlcnNpb24ucGRm/12/n/89545.doc  

Item 33 - Cannabis Tax Finalization and Placement on the Ballot.  During the January23, 

2018 meeting the Board gave staff direction on preparing a marijuana tax and directed that the 

language be brought back so they could vote to place it on the June primary ballot.  The 

proposed item here conforms to that policy direction. Essentially the tax would be 4% of gross 

receipts on sales per the County PowerPoint slide below: 

  

 

By way of background, potential revenues at different rates are displayed in the table below. It is 

all speculative, since no one really knows how big the market is and if the prices will drop due to 

oversupply. 

  

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/8355/MjAxOCBMZWdpc2xhdGl2ZSBQbGF0Zm9ybSAtIGNsZWFuIHZlcnNpb24ucGRm/12/n/89545.doc
http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/8355/MjAxOCBMZWdpc2xhdGl2ZSBQbGF0Zm9ybSAtIGNsZWFuIHZlcnNpb24ucGRm/12/n/89545.doc
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San Luis Obispo County Council of Governments Meeting of Wednesday February 7, 2018 

(Scheduled) 

Item B-3: Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) Programming.  In one of the 

latest local versions of “green energy” idol worship, SLOCOG has received a Sustainable 

Communities grant funded by the State carbon tax Cap-and-Trade Program. A portion of the 

funds will be used to subsidize several bus routes, and a portion will be used to help fund 

replacement of the City of San Luis Obispo’s downtown trolley, which provides rides around the 

City’s downtown core. This is yet another example of the blatant social engineering of the   

Sustainable Communities Program funded with the State’s industry weakening and costly carbon 

tax. The write-up provides the background. 

The Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) is one of several programs that are part 

of the Transit, Affordable Housing, and Sustainable Communities Program established by the 

California Legislature in 2014 by Senate Bill 862 (SB 862). The LCTOP was created to provide 

operating and capital assistance for transit agencies with the goal of reducing greenhouse gas 

(GHG) emissions and improve mobility, with an emphasis on serving Disadvantaged 

Communities (DAC) and low-income communities. This program is administered by Caltrans in 

coordination with the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the State Controller’s Office 

(SCO). These funds are part of the State Cap-and-Trade program and are derived from annual 

auction proceeds in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund (Fund).  

  

In an era of relentlessly increasing taxes and rapidly declining roads, why would the State 

incentivize cities and counties to waste money on a tourist trolley? Too bad this funding cannot 

be spent on helping to signalize an intersection or add a left turn bay somewhere.
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Of course the “fully electric trolley replica vehicle” will ultimately be recharged by electricity 

generated from burning more natural gas as the Diablo Power Plant is shutdown. Every time you 

see this symbol of hypocrisy cruise by, resolve to fight back. Over all, the purpose of the so- 

called Sustainable Communities Program is to get you out of your car and into stack-and-pack 

housing. 

 

Item B-6: 2019 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy 

(RTP-SCS) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Notice of Preparation (NOP).  This item is 

part of the kick off of the preparation of an EIR for the 20 year 2019 proposed RTP, which will 

cover fiscal years 2020 - 2040. The RTP is a rolling (updated every 4 years) long-range 

assessment of transportation needs, including local roads, highways, transit, etc. It also attempts 

to assess the amount of financial resources that will likely be available during the Plan period.    

The real purpose of the State Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) requirement is to force 

cities and counties to concentrate development (particularly residential) and forestall the future 

development of single-family freestanding homes with a front yard, a back yard, side yards, and 

a garage. Simultaneously it is designed both to create disincentives to driving private vehicles 

and to force people onto mass transit – all in the name of greenhouse gas reduction. 

The findings and choices implicit in the EIR are therefore important because the RTP must 

adhere to the implicit State SCS policies. This in turn requires strict public vigilance for which 

most people do not have time. The Notice of Preparation states:  
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Note the sentence: An SCS identifies a forecasted development pattern for the region, which is 

informed by the inventory of existing land use throughout the region along with the identification  

of sites where future development can be located, while still reducing vehicle miles 

travelled(VMT) and greenhouse gas  (GHG) emissions. 

It sets up an impossible puzzle if a community determined to substantially expand the areas 

where single-family freestanding homes could be developed, particularly in unincorporated 

county areas. 

Item B-7: 2019 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP): Policy Element – Draft Vision and 

Goals Chapter.  It is not quite clear what the purpose of having this item on the agenda is at this 

point. Three is no action recommendation such as review, adopt, amend, or make comment. 

Presumably, and since the document is labeled draft, the staff is seeking some sort of comment 

from the SLOCOG Board. 

This general summary describes the overall goals of the RTP in terms of public purpose and 

benefits in glowing bureaucratize. Therefore of necessity, it is somewhat general and evaluative. 

It basically states the obvious: The public wants better roads and more convenient public 

transportation. 

COLAB Note:  Of particular concern is a portion entitled the Healthy Communities Goals. As 

noted in Item B-6 above, the State requires that Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) be 

included in the Plan and be accepted by the State if it is to be approved. An approved plan is 

required for the SLOCOG on behalf of the County and its seven cities to be eligible to receive 

State and Federal Transportation funding for both local and major highway projects as well as 

mass transit assistance. The goals are listed below: 

  

Some Paradoxes:    

An operational problem is that the community values included in section 5.1 are diametrically 

opposed to what over 90% of the public considers healthy lifestyles in terms of housing and 

transportation – again, the single-family freestanding house and freedom to drive cars where and 

when people want to dive them. Healthy lifestyles, when viewed through the lens of global 
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warming doctrine and resulting polices, mean: Get out of your car and live in denser stack-and-

pack housing. 

Similarly, in Section 5.4, you can’t have local land use decisions that promote community 

livability and reduce greenhouse gas emissions at the same time, when most of the community 

views livability as ultimately having a single family free-standing home, preferably on a large lot 

or acreage, and a 3-car garage. This is not living in 3- or 4-story cluster buildings around the 

corner from a 4 bay high response firehouse and down the street from a 24-hour strip mall. For 

that we could have stayed in Brooklyn or Hartford. 

Note:  Included are two of the 3 the now familiar global, national, and State symbolic triad of 

environmental health, social equity, and economic prosperity. For whatever reason, SLOCOG 

staff placed goals which support economic prosperity in a separate category. In any case and to 

explicate matters, the staff report includes the logo of the California State Transportation Plan 

which actually includes the standard global and national triad. 

 

  

 

Finally and lest you forget: 

Much this doctrine was promulgated by the International Council for Local Environmental 

Initiatives (ICLEI), of which the County was quite smitten a few years back and with which the 

County contracted for consulting help when it prepared its Climate Action Plan (now not so 

sanitized under the revised alias of Energy Wise Plan). At some point the County seems to have 

dropped its membership and acknowledgement of ICLEI from its website, but the philosophical 

and doctrinal DNA still runs through everything. 

ICLEI’s current website states: 

ICLEI’s overarching goal is the creation of Sustainable Cities. Sustainable cities ensure an 

environmentally, socially, and economically healthy and resilient habitat for existing 

populations, without compromising the ability of future generations to experience the same. They 
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aim for sustainability in a comprehensive and inclusive manner. They integrate policies across 

sectors to connect their ecological and social goals with their economic potential, rather than 

addressing challenges through fragmented approaches that meet one goal at the expense of 

others.  

It would be well for the SLOCOG Board to question staff in detail about the paradoxes and how 

they expect the promises inherent in the document to be made good in the future. Or is it possible 

that they figure that the State and local progressive activists won’t look at the results too closely? 

And finally, what is social equity? In other words what would be the measures that would tell us 

that it has been achieved?  

  

San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, February 8, 2018 

(Scheduled) 

  

There are minor permitting items on the agenda and no matters of significant policy.  

 

LAST WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS 

  

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, January 30, 2018 (Not Scheduled) 

 

Tuesday, January 30, was a 5
th

 Tuesday, when the Board does not usually meet.  

 

APCD Hearing Board Meeting of Tuesday, January 30, 2018 (Scheduled) – Hearing at 9:00 

AM in the Board of Supervisors Hearing Room at 1055 Monterey Street in San Luis 

Obispo (Continued – Date Not Certain) 

 

Item 5 - Public Hearing: Petition Number 17-01: In the Matter of California Department of 

Parks and Recreation - Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division – Oceano Dunes 

State Recreation Area, Petition for Abatement Order (California Health and Safety Code 

section 41700 and Hearing Board Rule 402).  As a last minute surprise, the Hearing Board did 
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not conduct the scheduled proceeding. Instead it received a presentation from State Parks on 

some measures that it proposes to take in 2018 to reduce dust and to test some potential future 

dust reduction methods. Accordingly the actual violation proceeding was continued to an as yet 

undetermined date in March. 

Process Background: 

This item was to have been a continuation of the proceeding which began on November 13, 

2017. Back in November, the Hearing Board was unable to finish in one day and had a 

substantial list of witnesses still to come.  This item was not a meeting of the APCD Board, but 

was a subcomponent Hearing Board, which considers appeals from individuals, businesses, and 

other entities that disagree with APCD applications of regulations, violation orders, and fines. 

The proceeding looks somewhat like a trial but is not as strict or formal. Witnesses make 

presentations and are cross-examined. Documents are submitted either supporting or refuting the 

validity of the violation order. The public is allowed to speak. Apparently the Hearing Board is 

subject to the Brown Act Open Meeting Law even though this is a quasi-judicial proceeding.  A 

problem is that the Hearing Board is bombarded by all sorts of opinionated information by scores 

of individuals, who are not cross-examined.  If the Parks Department receives an adverse 

decision, it will have to appeal to Superior Court. That process, including production of 

documents, depositions, and demurrers, could take years and could ping back and forth between 

the Superior Court and the 2
nd

 District Appeal Court as the APCD and Parks duke it out. The 

defendant is the State Parks Department. The letter displayed below from State Parks contains 

threatened litigation in the 2
nd

 to last paragraph and also suggests that APCD or the Hearing 

Board should not engage in “combative behavior.” 

No matter what one thinks of dunes recreation, the APCD, or what decision the Hearing Board 

might take, such threats by a senior State official are not calculated to elicit the best result. In 

fact, in this regard and by such statements, the State may push supporters of dunes riding and 

camping into the opposite position. Clearly this will be a disaster for the Five Cities’ economies 

and perhaps millions of people who recreate on the dunes. 

 

PLEASE CONTINUE ON THE NEXT PAGE. 
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At the Meeting:  

A large crowd of Nipomo Mesa residents are desperately concerned about a particle contained in 

the blowing sand generated in the Ocean Dunes, which is deposited by the prevailing strong 

northwest winds. The silica particle known as PM10 can, in sufficient concentrations, cause lung 

cancer, other lung disease, cardiac problems, and general health decline. The residents and the 

APCD staff believe that the riding of off-road vehicles on the sand dunes and beaches are adding 

to the amount of PM10 and harming a statistically unknown and undefined group of people 

downwind from the dunes. 

The large crowd was very emotive and angry that the proceeding was being continued and saw 

the suspension as a deception tactic by the State Parks Department. Scores of residents spoke, 

lambasting the State Parks Department, APCD and County for not taking more definitive action, 

such as further limiting areas on which riding may take place or closing the State Park to riding 

and conducting measurements during the closure period to measure the impact of riding.    

Proponents of dunes vehicle recreation were few in number and missing were area businesses, 

Chambers, and larger pro riding groups. 

The 5 members of the Hearing Panel were clearly taken aback and shocked by the testimony. It 

is possible that if they find the Parks Department in violation, they could impose even more 

severe penalties than were recommended by the APCD staff. One member even asked if the Park 

could be closed for 3 years to definitively measure the reduction in sand and PM10 . District 

Counsel advised that they could impose penalties different from those recommended by the 

APCD staff. 
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This is a very significant proceeding because it results from the issuance of a violation order 

against the State Parks Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division (OHMVRD). The 

violation asserts that the OHMVRD has willfully violated the APCD Dunes Dust Regulatory 

Rule 1001 by ignoring the rule, failing to complete a dust mitigation plan, failing to install dust 

migration measures on promised schedules, and thereby endangering public health of downwind 

residents of the dunes riding area. 

An alternative process, which was floated by the APCD Director, was the idea of a stipulated 

settlement wherein the APCD Hearing Board and State Parks agree on a specific set of actions 

and deadlines to implement those actions. It is not known if the APCD Executive Committee or 

Board blessed this concept, but we don’t recall it being discussed in open session. At this point 

both the APCD Hearing Board and staff and the State Parks Department appear to be operating 

somewhat in the dark. 

Disease Cluster Analysis:  Is a key piece of problem definition missing? Everyone has been 

measuring sand and dust for nearly a decade, but that doesn’t tell us if there is a health problem. 

Governments often tend to rush into solutions without having properly defined the problem 

which they are trying to solve. Could the APCD, State, or County, or all 3, hire a qualified 

medical consultant to conduct a cluster study on the population that is complaining. This is 

generally done by examining the incidence of the likely diseases caused by PM10 in the subject 

population and comparing it with a similar population in a non-dust area, such as nearby upwind 

populations. 

A disease cluster is an unusually high incidence of a particular disease or disorder occurring in 

close proximity in terms of both time and geography.
[1]

 Typically, when clusters are recognized, 

they are reported to public health departments in the local area. If clusters are of sufficient size 

and importance, they may be re-evaluated as outbreaks.  

For example, cluster studies have taken place in California to evaluate the impacts of pesticide 

use on farms near residential communities. It is not known if the potentially impacted population  

here is large enough for a valid study to be conducted. The County or State Health Department 

could assess the feasibility. Whether age, smoking, prior disease history, and/or other factors 

could render such a study less useful may be a consideration. The problem is, the symptoms and 

diagnoses which are being attributed to the dust are random opinions without expert independent 

medical statistical underpinning. Whereas the APCD knows a great deal about the dust, it does 

not have the expertise to measure the medical impact, if any, on the people. 

Original Violation Proposal:  

The actual violation order calls for a 4-tier set of actions against State Parks (a list of choices 

arrayed by increasing severity from which the Hearing Board could choose if it finds the Parks 

Department guilty). These all pertain to the County-owned La Grande tract, which provides 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Disease_cluster#cite_note-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Public_health
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Outbreak
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access to the entire riding area. Restrictions would reduce the riding area, and the more severe 

versions (C and D below) might forestall access under some conditions: 

a. Fence off and prohibit vehicle traffic on a minimum of 100 acres that cumulatively encompass 

the most emissive areas within emission zones 1, 2, 3, and 4 as shown on the attached ARB 

modeling domain maps; a map of the proposed fencing areas shall be provided to the APCO for 

approval prior to installation. The fencing shall remain in place and be maintained until: 

i. A Particulate Matter Reduction Plan, as required by Rule 1001 and this Order, has been 

prepared by OHMVR and formally approved by the APCO; and 

ii. Dust control measures are in place that provide emission reductions equivalent to those 

provided by the 100 acres of fencing specified above, as determined by the APCO. 

Over a timeframe of several months to a year, implementation of Option “a” will likely reduce, 

but not abate, the nuisance caused by operation of the ODSVRA. Thus, the Board may wish to 

consider requiring the Option “b” alternative below:  

b. Fence off and prohibit vehicle traffic on a minimum of 200 acres that cumulatively encompass 

the most emissive areas within emission zones 1, 2, 3, and 4 as shown on the attached ARB 

modeling domain maps; a map of the proposed fencing areas shall be provided attached ARB 

modeling domain maps; a map of the proposed fencing areas shall be provided to the APCO for 

approval prior to installation. The fencing shall remain in place and be maintained until: 

A Particulate Matter Reduction Plan, as required by Rule 1001 and this Order, has been 

prepared by OHMVR and formally approved in writing by the APCO; and 

ii. Dust control measures are in place that provide emission reductions equivalent to those 

provided by the 200 acres of fencing specified above, as determined by the APCO. 

Over a timeframe of several months to a year, implementation of the Option “b” alternative 

should further reduce, but likely not abate, the nuisance caused by operation of the ODSVRA. 

Thus, the Board may wish to consider the option “c.” alternative below: 

c. Require Respondent to annually prohibit camping and offroad vehicle riding on the Le Grande 

tract portion of the ODSVRA from February 1 through June 30 each year. This prohibition shall 

remain in place until: 

i. A Particulate Matter Reduction Plan, as required by Rule 1001 and this Order, has been 

prepared by OHMVR and formally approved in writing by the APCO; and 

ii. Dust control measures are in place that provide emission reductions equivalent to those 

achieved by prohibiting camping and offroad vehicle activity on the Le Grande tract from 

February through June each year, as determined by the APCO.  
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Implementation of the Option “c” alternative is expected to considerably abate the nuisance 

caused by operation of the ODSVRA during the months it is closed. It will not, however, abate 

the nuisance during the months it is open to riding, particularly during the fall months of 

September and October, when high winds and associated dust emissions also typically occur. 

Thus, the Board may wish to consider the option “d” alternative below: 

d. Require Respondent to prohibit all camping and offroad vehicle riding on the Le Grande tract 

portion of the ODSVRA. This prohibition shall remain in place until: 

iii. A Particulate Matter Reduction Plan, as required by Rule 1001 and this Order, has been 

prepared by OHMVR and formally approved in writing by the APCO; and iv. Dust control 

measures are in place that provide emission reductions equivalent to those achieved by 

prohibiting all camping and offroad vehicle activity on the Le Grande tract, as determined by the 

APCO. Over a timeframe of several months to a year, implementation of the Option “d” 

alternative is expected to substantially abate the nuisance caused by operation of the ODSVRA  

 

 

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  

 

The Failed Legacy Of Moonbeam 

By Andy Caldwell 

 

Venerable scholar and historian, Victor Davis Hanson, hit the nail on the head when he remarked 

that “all societies in decline fixate on impossible postmodern dreams as a way of disguising their 

inability to ad-dress pre-modern problems”. California serves as the poster child for this 

phenomenon! 

This will be the 16th and last year of Jerry Brown’s tenure as the governor of this state. If you 

consider the additional time he served as mayor of Oakland and as our state attorney general, 

well, it is nearly impossible to understate the damage he has done. If I were to sum up his service 

in two words, the words would be ethereal and grandiose. Moonbeam, as the name indicates, 

lives in an ethereal world. He forsakes real world solutions to common problems by way of 
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grandiose plans that are impractical, expensive, and downright fantastical. Case in point? His 

proposals for high speed rail and the twin tunnel project. 

The high speed rail project was presented to voters as the future of transportation in this state, 

connecting the Los Angeles and Bay areas by way of an affordable, efficient and speedy train 

through the San Joaquin Valley. Most Californians now realize that spending tens of billions of 

dollars on this boondoggle is ill advised. The fact is, the majority of citizens will always find it 

cheaper and faster to fly from LA to SF. This serves to illustrate another aspect of Jerry Brown 

and the California democratic cabal’s political obtuseness. What Californians really need is the 

ability to get to their airport quickly on roads that are adequately maintained! Or, alternatively, 

by high speed rail that serves relatively compact, high density areas of our state, such as LA 

metro and the Bay area. 

With regard to the twin tunnels, this multi-billion dollar boondoggle’s sole purpose is to move 

water from one end of the Sacramento Delta to the other. It neither adds one drop of water to our 

supply by adding additional dam capacity to our state, nor does it do any-thing to shore up the 

dams that are in a state of disrepair, including those threatening imminent failure. Again, Jerry 

Brown wants to spend billions on a pipedream while farm and urban communities are dying 

from thirst. The twin tunnels will not create more water supply but they will make the water we 

get now that much more unaffordable! That is because the tab for the tunnels will be billed to 

ratepayers. 

California has outgrown its infrastructure because Jerry Brown has always believed that less is 

more. He is a believer in forestalling growth and resource depletion by way of rationing. But the 

fact is we no longer can do with less, we need more! We need more free-way capacity. We need 

more passing lanes on our deadly highways. We also need more dams, reservoirs, desal and 

reclamation plants. It is no coincidence that we stopped creating more capacity to satisfy our real 

world needs when Jerry Brown became governor the first time. Since then our population and 

our troubles have doubled.  

This article first in appeared in the Santa Barbara News Press. Andy Caldwell is the Executive 

Director of the Coalition of Labor, Agriculture, and Business of Santa Barbara County. 

 

 
LATEST CALIFORNIA NEWS, PENSIONS  

By Edward Ring 

The employer contribution to California’s state and local government pension systems will 

double, from $31 billion in 2018 to $59 billion by 2024. This estimate is based on aggregating 

official projections of cost increases issued by CalPERS to their participating agencies, and 

extrapolating those projections show the overall impact on all of California’s 87 government 

pension systems. 

https://californiapolicycenter.org/category/news/
https://californiapolicycenter.org/category/retirement-benefits/
https://californiapolicycenter.org/author/edring/
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As reported in the CPC analysis “How Much More Will Cities and Counties Pay CalPERS?,” 

each of their participating agencies can now view detailed information on the financial status for 

each of their local pension plans by accessing the “Public Agency Actuarial Valuation Reports” 

issued by CalPERS actuaries. 

The table below shows, in column one, the sum total of the projections prepared by CalPERS for 

each of their participating local agencies. As can be seen, local government employers in the 

CalPERS system are required to contribute $5.3 billion this year. By 2024, that required 

employer contribution will nearly double, to $10.1 billion. 

The middle column in the table extrapolates these projections to the entire CalPERS system, 

incorporating the state agencies they serve. This is a reasonable extrapolation, since – using data 

from CalPERS 2016-17 Annual Financial Report – the entire CalPERS system is actually 

slightly less funded, at 68%, than their local agency plans, at 69%. As can be seen, the entire 

CalPERS system is estimated to require employer contributions to rise from $13.3 billion this 

year to $25.3 billion in 2024. 

Column three in the table extrapolates this data to incorporate all of California’s state and local 

government pension systems. Using Census Bureau data, these systems are estimated to have 

$761 billion in assets. Based on that total, and assuming similar financial profiles for all 

California’s pension systems – i.e., about 70% funded in aggregate – California’s state and local 

government employers will pay $31 billion into the 87 various pension systems this year, and by 

2024 this payment will rise to $59.1 billion. 

Estimated Increase to Employer Pension Contribution 

2017-18 compared to 2014-25 ($=B) 

 

 

When assessing the impact of a nearly $30 billion hike in pension contributions between now 

and 2024, it’s important to note that these projected payments do not include contributions 

https://californiapolicycenter.org/much-will-cities-counties-pay-calpers/
https://www.calpers.ca.gov/page/employers/actuarial-services/employer-contributions/public-agency-actuarial-valuation-reports
https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=bkmk
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collected from state and local government employees via payroll withholding. Last year, for 

example, CalPERS collected $12.3 billion from employers – i.e., taxpayers – and supplemented 

that with $4.2 billion in employee contributions via payroll withholding (ref. CalPERS CAFR, 

page 31). Why are the employees only paying 25% of the cost for their benefit? Didn’t the 

PEPRA reform of 2012 put them on track to pay 50% of the cost of their pensions? 

To properly answer this, it is necessary to view the projected changes to the employer “normal 

contribution,” vs. their “unfunded contribution.” The normal contribution is how much money 

must go into a pension system in any given year. It represents the amount that has to be invested 

in the present year to eventually fund the additional retirement benefits earned by employees in 

that same year. According to PEPRA, this so-called normal contribution is the only portion of an 

employer’s pension fund payment that employees are required to help pay for. And since the 

normal contribution has never been enough, pension systems have become underfunded – and 

the money necessary to catch up, the unfunded contribution, falls 100% on the backs of the 

taxpayers. 

If the unfunded contribution was a trivial amount, because pension fund actuaries had made 

prudent forecasts, this would be a non-issue. But as summarized last week in the report “Did 

CalPERS Use Accounting “Gimmicks” to Enable Financially Unsustainable Pensions?,” 

forecasts were not prudent. They were wildly optimistic. This is why, using official projections, 

CalPERS requires an unfunded contribution this year that is already 21% greater than the normal 

contribution, and by 2024, CalPERS will require an unfunded contribution that is 53% greater 

than the normal contribution. 

These are best-case projections, since CalPERS and CalSTRS, along with most of California’s 

major government pension systems are only lowering their long-term projected rate of return 

assumptions from 7.5% to 7.0%. All of this, this extra $30 billion per year that California’s 

taxpayers are going to have to cough up by 2024 to feed the pension systems, is assuming that 

strong investment returns continue indefinitely. If there is a major correction in the stock market, 

or in real estate, or in bonds, or in all three, then all bets are off. 

After a run-up in the value of invested assets that has now lasted for nearly ten years, CalPERS is 

only 68% funded, and CalSTRS is only 64% funded. These pension systems are already 

requiring taxpayers to more than double their payments to reduce an unfunded liability that 

they’ve already racked up, despite realizing unprecedented gains in an overheated market that is 

ripe for a correction. When that happens, the payments they’ll require to stay afloat could double 

again. 

If you are wondering what is truly driving the state and local governments’ insatiable desire for 

more tax revenue, look no further. 

This article first appeared in the California Policy Center posting of January 31, 2018. 

NOTE IN THE ARTICLE BELOW HOW THE CHICKENS ARE COMING 

HOME TO ROOST. 

https://www.calpers.ca.gov/docs/forms-publications/cafr-2017.pdf
https://www.seethebenefits.com/resources/article-library/pepra-summary
https://californiapolicycenter.org/calpers-use-accounting-gimmicks-enable-financially-unsustainable-pensions/
https://californiapolicycenter.org/calpers-use-accounting-gimmicks-enable-financially-unsustainable-pensions/
https://www.calstrs.com/sites/main/files/file-attachments/cafr2017.pdf
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AMID A FISCAL CRISIS, ARROYO 
GRANDE WEIGHS OPTIONS  

By KAREN VELIE 

Arroyo Grande’s projected deficit spending could bankrupt the city in five years, according to a 

10-year financial outlook presented to the City Council last month. 

A projected 52 percent increase in employee retirement expenditures and a 62 percent increase 

in the cost of working with the Five Cities Fire Authority have escalated the city’s deficit 

spending projections. As a result, city staff is asking the council to consider a combination of 

spending reductions and revenue creating options. 

City staff is recommending a thorough review of fire service options which include contracting 

with CalFire, working with the Five Cities Fire Authority or having a city run fire department. In 

addition, city officials are considering staff reductions, eliminating park and recreation services 

and contracting out services. 

Last week, the council began to consider selling off city owned properties, raising fees and 

raising taxes. 

The city is facing a deficit of $583,000 during the 2018/2019 budgets years, $1.7 million in the 

2020/2021 budget years and $3.4 million in the 2027/2028 budget years, according to the city 

financial forecast. Under current budget projections, the city is slated to deplete its current 

reserve of $7 million by 2023. 

Mayor Jim Hill warned that the quality of life in Arroyo Grande will decline if the council does 

not consider promoting new businesses and closing some fire stations. 

“The other elephant in the room is the Five Cities Fire Authority and the 60 plus percent cost 

increase there, which in my view is unsustainable,” Hill said. “We need to make Arroyo Grande 

a business friendly place.” 

Karen Velie is an investigative reporter with the Cal Coast Times. The article first appeared in 

the CAL Coast Times of January 31, 2017. 

  

   

 

 

ANNOUNCEMENTS  

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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PLEASE ORDER TICKETS NOW! 
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SIT DOWN 

FILET MIGNON DINNER INCLUDING WINE AND 

MADONNA INN’S FABULOUS CAKES 

   
 

   
 

GREAT AUCTION ITEMS  
 

 

HOW ABOUT A STAY AT A LUXURY CABIN IN 

SHAVER LAKE VILLAGE IN THE HIGH SIERRA’S 

WINTER OR SUMMER FUN – YOU PICK 
COLAB IS THROWING IN A FULL AFTERNOON PATIO BOAT RENTAL FROM 

SIERRA MARINA ON THE LAKE 

(IF SUMMER PICK)  
 

https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=https://resizer.otstatic.com/v2/photos/large/23752317.jpg&imgrefurl=https://www.opentable.com/copper-cafe-and-bakery-at-madonna-inn?page=3&docid=En6HCLaAQklgvM&tbnid=ZQoYEFNaCzkkeM:&vet=10ahUKEwj23snf4N3YAhVprFQKHQQ2BUkQMwh-KDUwNQ..i&w=640&h=640&bih=599&biw=1366&q=madonna inn dinners&ved=0ahUKEwj23snf4N3YAhVprFQKHQQ2BUkQMwh-KDUwNQ&iact=mrc&uact=8
https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=https://s3-media1.fl.yelpcdn.com/bphoto/cXye_9xz1d-Qm20IrtOn4Q/348s.jpg&imgrefurl=https://www.yelp.ca/biz/madonna-inn-copper-cafe-san-luis-obispo?start=40&docid=0jJgFWSll2JA4M&tbnid=OSoKfCbJVORAeM:&vet=10ahUKEwj23snf4N3YAhVprFQKHQQ2BUkQMwhdKBQwFA..i&w=348&h=348&itg=1&bih=599&biw=1366&q=madonna inn dinners&ved=0ahUKEwj23snf4N3YAhVprFQKHQQ2BUkQMwhdKBQwFA&iact=mrc&uact=8
https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://i.dailymail.co.uk/i/pix/2017/05/22/12/40A9066300000578-4529928-image-a-36_1495451240182.jpg&imgrefurl=http://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-4529928/A-glass-red-wine-NOT-good-heart.html&docid=YGe6KOXSLIoSFM&tbnid=j-JGfWW-y0BmYM:&vet=10ahUKEwip46nw5d3YAhUIslQKHc-uB_8QMwjyASgqMCo..i&w=634&h=423&bih=599&biw=1366&q=red wine in the glass&ved=0ahUKEwip46nw5d3YAhUIslQKHc-uB_8QMwjyASgqMCo&iact=mrc&uact=8
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Mike Brown Recommends late June & knows                                                                                         

a great cove hangout for a picnic on the beach.  

 

 

THE CABIN HOLDS UP TO 14 GUESTS – YOU COULD HAVE 

A FAMILY REUNION! 

    

 

http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwiyrtjBrojZAhUM5mMKHaWXD7EQjRwIBw&url=http://www.shaverlakemarina.com/&psig=AOvVaw2-0s_GyQNR-7kwTlIDlmb1&ust=1517699774701642
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The crowd enjoys the auction action. 

  
 

 EVENT PHOTOS BY DICK MASON 

  

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwjopcza3t3YAhXrwFQKHWhSAPsQjRwIBw&url=https://pasoroblesdailynews.com/hundreds-attend-annual-colab-dinner-fundraiser/69420/&psig=AOvVaw1yAOLrStbSN-DKYmtOsCod&ust=1516235003874587
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SUPPORT COLAB!                                                                                                                            

PLEASE COMPLETE THE 

MEMBERSHIP/DONATION FORM                           

ON THE LAST PAGE BELOW 

  

MIKE BROWN ADVOCATES BEFORE THE BOS 

 

https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=https://i.ytimg.com/vi/T17uSFpWkcw/mqdefault.jpg&imgrefurl=https://calcoastnews.com/2016/07/slo-county-supervisors-put-sales-tax-ballot/&docid=OUqi0WLMze01uM&tbnid=ql40TXlQtctTiM:&vet=1&w=320&h=180&bih=643&biw=1366&ved=0ahUKEwif6I7UuL7VAhVkqFQKHUqaAcc4ZBAzCDsoNTA1&iact=c&ictx=1
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VICTOR DAVIS HANSON ADDRESSES A COLAB MIXER 

  

DAN WALTERS EXPLAINS SACTO MACHINATIONS AT A COLAB FORUM 

See the presentation at the link: https://youtu.be/eEdP4cvf-zA    

  

AUTHOR & NATIONALLY SYNDICATED COMMENTATOR BEN SHAPIRO 

APPEARED AT A COLAB ANNUAL DINNER 

https://youtu.be/eEdP4cvf-zA
https://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=https://i.ytimg.com/vi/HfU-cXA7I8E/maxresdefault.jpg&imgrefurl=https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HfU-cXA7I8E&docid=HSEK4W0x1Civ2M&tbnid=NICVGZqZ5lbcVM:&vet=10ahUKEwikrJ-euL7VAhVrjVQKHaCPD_sQMwg5KBMwEw..i&w=1280&h=720&bih=643&biw=1366&q=colab san luis obispo&ved=0ahUKEwikrJ-euL7VAhVrjVQKHaCPD_sQMwg5KBMwEw&iact=mrc&uact=8
http://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://cloudfront.mediamatters.org/static/images/item/benshapiro-fox2.jpg&imgrefurl=http://mediamatters.org/blog/2013/06/27/breitbartcoms-shapiro-imagines-churches-will-no/194656&h=596&w=924&tbnid=EJgjcBHeHP0_yM:&zoom=1&docid=jg6l7tHrajWRPM&ei=i2WHVJLMFdHtoASbxYDIBw&tbm=isch&ved=0CFIQMygVMBU&iact=rc&uact=3&dur=498&page=2&start=10&ndsp=21
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