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COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF SEPTEMBER 22-28, 2013 

 

    SAVE TUESDAY OCTOBER 1
ST

 2013                                                   

BOS TO VOTE ON EXTENDING PASO WATER 

MORATORIUM FOR FULL 22 MONTHS                                 
(TIME NOT CERTAIN YET) 

     

    SUPERVISORS REJECT REQUEST FOR PUBLIC AIRING            

 OF ICLEI RESILIENT COMMUNITIES DOCTRINE    
                        (For the 2

nd
 Week in a Row) 

          SUPERVISOR  ARNOLD SCOLDED FOR ASKING                 
                         (BY HILL  AND GIBSON)   

 ANGRY HILL ACCUSES COLAB OF SPREADING 

PARANOIA AND DISTORTION 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, September 17, 2013 (Completed)          

 ICLEI
1
 Resilient Communities II and Resistant Supervisors.  Supervisors Gibson 

and Hill are inaugural signers of the International Council for Local Environmental 

Initiative’s (ICLEI) Resilient Communities Agreement.  

Background - Board Cover-up:  Last week (September 10, 2013) during the public 

comment period, a speaker requested that the Board agendize an explanation to the 

public covering the ICLEI Resilient Communities pledge and how the signing 

supervisors would implement their pledges in terms of public policy in San Luis Obispo 

County. After the close of comment, Supervisor Arnold proposed that the matter be 

                                                 
1
 ICLEI is the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives. ICLEI - Local Governments for 

Sustainability, founded in 1990 as the International Council for Local Environmental Initiatives, 

is an international association of local governments and national and regional local government 

organizations that have made a commitment to sustainable development. The association was 

established when more than 200 local governments from 43 countries convened at its inaugural 

conference, the World Congress of Local Governments for a Sustainable Future, at the United Nations 

in New York in September 1990. Wikipedia, September 18, 2013  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Government
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sustainable_development
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations
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agendized. The other supervisors vociferously rejected her request and told her that if 

she had any questions she should have staff brief her in her office.   

This Week (September 17, 2013) COLAB and several other speakers reiterated the 

request. COLAB pointed out that the Resilient Communities program is a new effort by 

ICLEI, which supposedly supports local governments “to assist” each other and the 

Federal Government to prepare for global warming caused natural disasters. In fact the 

establishment of the program is an admission by ICLEI that its efforts to mobilize local 

governments on a large scale across the planet to adopt enviro-socialism, a ploy in the 

name of global warming, are a massive failure. Their largest concentration of members 

is 130 cities and counties in California. Only one City in China (the world’s largest 

generator of greenhouse gases) is listed as an ICLEI member. There are only 42 in India 

and none in Russia. Only 19 are listed in Germany and 14 in France.  

 A CALL TO ACTION 

Communities across the country are on the front lines of three related challenges: 

record-breaking extreme weather fueled by climate change, unreliable and costly 

energy, and ongoing economic uncertainty. As the pace of change quickens, city and 

county governments must work to make communities more “resilient”: able to bounce 

back from disruptions in a sustainable way and maintain a good quality of life for all.   

COLAB recommended that the agenda item contain information from ICLEI’s 

governing Charter, including its operating principles, because the principles go far 

beyond simple environmental protection and related technical municipal mutual 

assistance. They express a massive initiative of social engineering, economic 

redistribution, and corollary propaganda that are antithetical to private property, 

competition, capitalism, and freedom. These principles betray ICLEI’s broader function 

and demonstrate why its support by Hill and Gibson should be considered by the full 

Board of Supervisors in public. ICLEI Principles go way beyond the US Constitution  

and Bill of Rights .Some endorse severe government expansion, regulation, and massive 

wealth shifts :  

Charter 1.7 - Principles 

The Association shall promote, and ask its individual members to adopt, the following 

Earth Charter Principles to guide local action: 

(1) Respect Earth and life in all its diversity. 

(2) Care for the community of life with understanding, compassion, and love.   

(3) Build democratic societies that are just, participatory, sustainable, and peaceful.  

(4) Secure Earth’s bounty and beauty for present and future generations.  

(5) Protect and restore the integrity of Earth’s ecological systems, with special concern 

for biological diversity and the natural processes that sustain life. 
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(6) Prevent harm as the best method of environmental protection and, when knowledge 

is limited, apply a precautionary approach. 

(7) Adopt patterns of production, consumption, and reproduction that safeguard Earth’s 

regenerative capacities, human rights, and community well-being. 

(8) Advance the study of ecological sustainability and promote the open exchange and 

wide application of the knowledge acquired. 

(9) Eradicate poverty as an ethical, social, and environmental imperative. 

(10) Ensure that economic activities and institutions at all levels promote human 

development in an equitable and sustainable manner. 

(11) Affirm gender equality and equity as prerequisites to sustainable development and 

ensure universal access to education, health care, and economic opportunity. 

(12) Uphold the right of all, without discrimination, to a natural and social environment 

supportive of human dignity, bodily health, and spiritual well-being, with special 

attention to the rights of indigenous peoples and minorities.   

Is this the path which SLO County Supervisors should follow? Is this the path which 

should be the basis for the County’s scheme of land use regulation?  

  

Arnold’s Request:  After the close of Public Comment, Supervisor Arnold thanked 

members of the audience who had spoken on this matter and other subjects. She then 

suggested that it be agendized and that a representative of ICLEI be present when the 

subject was on the agenda for a public hearing. 

Supervisors Hill and Gibson React Irritatedly and Caustically:  Some sample 

comments used to “justify” and deflect their refusal to place the issue of their having 

signed the agreement on the public agenda include: 

 Gibson to Arnold:  “Did you consult with staff on either the ICLEI issue or the 

dewatering issue?” Clearly Gibson wants the matter out of the public eye and 

buried. A staff briefing is irrelevant. The very point is that Arnold wanted the 

issue discussed in public. 

 Hill lectures Arnold:  “You need to understand that part of the job (as a 

supervisor) is to understand the purpose (referring to public requests for the 

matter to be agendized) of people who are pursuing political agendas….” 

 Hill went on, by inference, to compare Arnold attending a COLAB or Tea Party 

event with his signing of the ICLEI agreement. “I’m not really interested in 

hearing about your attendance at COLAB or Tea Party events…” (We know that 

she has never signed any COLAB pledge or policy agreement because there are 

no such things).  

Hill is attempting to obfuscate the issue  (of having signed the ICLEI Agreement) by 

falsely equating it with Arnold’s having attended meetings with groups which he                 
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( Hill) doesn’t like. For example Arnold attended COLAB’s Annual 

Dinner/Fundraiser  which filled the Madonna Expo Center. This is not the equivalent 

of Arnold signing a pledge to support a COLAB policy doctrine and to try and 

commit the County to integrate it into its fundamental land use and strategic policies.  

“Certainly the language we see from them  ( Is he referring to COLAB,   

 others?) are accusatory and angry and paranoid and I just don’t….” 

(pause)  

 Hill demeans Arnold’s motivation and intellect: “ I just think you need to 

exercise a certain amount of critical thinking and if you want to turn this into a 

political circus, that’s what you’re asking for. That’s not the business of the 

Board to just please certain  groups with ideas that they don’t agree with. Ms. 

Arnold, it’s important to understand that groups who come….  The important 

thing is to understand whether those groups represent the interests of the 

community and to respond as if all groups are representing the best interests of 

the community is not using your critical facilities.” 

Gibson piles on:  “Let me discuss the question of ICLEI. On the matter of ICLEI, the folks 

who come are spinning the most outrageous conspiracy theories about ICLEI and its 

relationship to this County and to the United Nations…things that in my mind are not worthy 

of serious response.”  Note: Gibson keeps insisting that ICLEI is an independent non- 

profit made up of local governments and not tied to the UN. On the other hand, the on 

line encyclopedia , Wikipedia states:  

The organization is now officially called 'ICLEI-Local Governments for Sustainability'. In 

2003, ICLEI's Members voted to revise the organization's mission, charter and name to 

better reflect the current challenges local governments are facing. The International Council 

for Local Environmental Initiatives became 'ICLEI—Local Governments for Sustainability' 

with a broader mandate to address sustainability issues, not only environmental issues.
[2]

 

The organization promotes the following programs for local-level adoption and 

implementation as described on their website. 

 the Rio Conventions:  

o The UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, 

o The UN Convention on Biological Diversity 

o The UN Convention to Combat Desertification 

 Agenda 21  
o the Habitat Agenda 

o the Millennium Development Goals 

o the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation  

 

 Gibson pointedly lectured Arnold in a stern voice:  “I think if you would take 

the time to get a briefing from the Planning Department as to what this County’s 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ICLEI#cite_note-2
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Agenda_21
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intersection with ICLEI has been, which has been a fundamentally important role 

in working on greenhouse gas reduction, which is part of this County’s mission 

under state law, I think you would see that what we are hearing from the public 

has got little to do with the reality of how we need to move forward on issues 

which are important to our constituents.  So before I can take time to consider the 

matter in public I would request that at least you have the background on ICLEI.” 

 

 Gibson responding to Arnold’s assertion that the matter should be discussed 

in public:  “I don’t think it’s the purpose of the Board, Ms. Arnold.” 

The Board then went into a long and unagendized wrangle about the Los Osos sewer 

project stimulated by another request from Ms. Arnold to place the matter on the public 

agenda. Gibson chastised Arnold for this request.    

Gibson on Supervisor Arnold’s questions about los Osos matters :  “At any time 

this past week did you request a briefing?”   

Again, Gibson tries to obfuscate Arnold’s real point: She was asking to have the 

information presented in public.  

  

 Subsequently Hill resumed his criticisms of Arnold by trying to isolate her 

from Supervisor Mecham:  “Frank, I’m going to appeal to you, if 5 or 6 people 

came every week with extreme left agendas and made wild accusations, made 

wild accusation about you or Supervisor Arnold, published newsletters that were 

filled with distortions and personal attacks and paranoid conspiracies and then 

came here and demanded that they have public Board time so that we could air 

out these things, I wouldn’t agree with that. I haven’t even responded to that 

when it’s come forth because that encourages animosity among the board  rather 

than collegiality and professionalism. I think we need to continue with that. I 

don’t think we need to encourage the most extreme elements of people who don’t 

necessarily represent what’s best for the community or don’t necessarily 

represent the way the Board should conduct its business. That’s all I’m asking 

for. I have had people ask me why we aren’t having weekly updates on Ms. 

Arnold’s meetings with Mr. Brown.  We don’t we find out about that? I’m not 

giving into that because I don’t think that’s the kind of stuff that will foster 

collegiality. This is a business meeting. This is not a political forum. This is for 

us to conduct our business and for us to try to conduct our business in a 

professional manner and I think this is a distraction. I think all you are doing is 

encouraging animosity and division. I don’t really see the use for it.  It doesn’t 

matter how softly and nicely you put it. I’m just asking that we continue to focus 

on the things that we do at the Board of Supervisors and try to put aside partisan 

differences as best as we can and put aside some to these other things and work 

together. Otherwise this is what we are going to do every Tuesday. I don’t really 

see the usefulness of it for the larger public and not certainly at all  for the larger  

public.” 
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 Mecham responds.  “This whole ICLEI thing and I’ll have to admit, I’m a little 

bit naive in terms of what all this is. What I do in my office is to try and pay 

attention to things that I can do something about.  So when issues like the United 

Nations or some global effort out there is trying to influence me, it has absolutely 

no influence on me. Basically because I’m trying to look at what I can do for my 

district and the County to make it a better place to be. That’s where my focus is. I 

don’t want to get into all the political left /right and whatever the case may be. 

And I have to say that, it might not be a very politically popular thing to say, but 

I take this all the way to the top. I think that’s why we are having so much 

consternation right now. The IRS, the NSA, the IRA(?), people infringing upon 

people’s lives. So all we have is one little thing pop up and that blows everything 

up. So I have to get back, what are we doing for the people of the County, what 

are we doing from the jobs stand point? I’ll be happy to read ICLEI. I’ve read 

agenda 21. I’ll be happy to read ICLEI. If there’s something being a reference 

from planning, I’ll question that. But I’m not going to spend a lot of my time 

getting into a political debate about something that I can’t do anything about. My 

job is to try to do the best I can for this County. That’s what I’m going to do. And 

if you’ve got a problem with that, my office is open.” 

 

The depth and breadth of the ad hoc discussion about ICLEI and whether the Board 

should conduct a full hearing about the organization and its relationship to County 

sustainability programs underscores exactly why the matter should be placed on the 

public agenda. It is likely to attract more than “5 or 6 spinners of conspiracy theories.” 

Moreover Hill and Gibson would have the opportunity to explain how they plan to 

implement their Resilient Communities Pledges.  Or were their signatures simply 

political spin like the Children’s Bill of Rights?  

Now there is another issue:  Do Hill and Gibson try to bully females in the public arena 

who dare to disagree with them or question them on policy matters? Last month the 

community was treated to Hill’s vilification and attempt to remove Mayor Debbie 

Peterson of Grover Beach from the APCD (Note: Ms. Arnold publicly supported Mayor 

Peterson – a Democrat). Mayor Peterson questioned APCD data related to off road 

vehicle riding in the State Park. She also began to develop a petition to challenge the 

whole regulatory process. Hill has also reportedly politically attacked Karen Velie ,a 

reporter for an on line newspaper, who has exposed various potential conflicts of interest 

and alleged corruption in a County supported non-profit agency in which his  reported 

fiancée has a prominent executive role. 

As to COLAB Meetings With Supervisors:  We reiterate our offer to meet with every 

Supervisor on each and every Monday of every week in which there is a Board of 

Supervisors Meeting, to go over the pending issues of relevance to our members, to 

suggest solutions to problems, and to encourage that decisions be made with an eye 

towards strengthening the economy, optimizing job growth, and promoting a growing 

standard of living. We could, of course, hear any concerns that Supervisors may have 

about COLAB recommendations and positions on various matters.     
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Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, September 24, 2013 (Scheduled) 

No Significant Item.  There are no significant policy matters on this agenda. Please 

remember that the subsequent meeting of October 1, 2013 includes a potential vote on 

the extension of the Paso Robles Water Moratorium for up to 22 months. 

 

SLO County Air Pollution Control District Meeting of Wednesday, September 25, 

2013, 9 AM, 1055 Monterey St., SLO (Scheduled) 

A-1: Election of a Chair.  Due to the death of Supervisor Paul Teixeira, the Chair 

Position is vacant. This will be an important vote because it impacts the conduct of the 

meetings, setting agendas, and the conduct of the Executive Committee. (See E-2 below 

for related consequences). 

Item D-5: Agreement with Philips 66 Nipomo Refinery for Payments to APCD for 

Review of Rail Spur Application.  Phillips has applied to the County for a land use 

permit to install an extended rail spur on its property. The spur would be used to park oil 

tank cars. The ability to park oil tank cars will enable the refinery to process more oil 

(the County already approved a plan for Phillips to process more oil). The rail spur is 

needed to enable the tank cars to be parked off the main rail line which passes the plant 

so that other trains are not held up. The County has required that the APCD assist in the 

review of the Phillips application.  In turn the APCD will charge Phillips for the 

“service.” 

The refinery employs 200 County residents and is a significant property tax payer. The 

danger is that if the County and APCD impose restrictions/mitigation costs on Phillips 

that render the installation of the spur infeasible, the refinery will not be economically 

competitive and will have to shut down. 

The staff report is deficient because: 

a. It does not inform the APCD policy makers and public of the larger context and stakes 

in this issue. 

b. It does not state how long APCD’s review will take. 

c. It provides no cost estimate, hourly rates, or estimated upset price for the APCD 

“services.” 

Would any member of the APCD Board hire a home improvement contractor on this 

basis? 

 Item E-2: Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO) Employee Performance Review 

(EPR) Process.  The standard EPR process since the 1990’s has been for the APCD 

Executive Committee to review the APCO’s job performance and report to the full 
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Board. The Executive Committee consists of the APCD Chair, Vice-Chair, and past 

chair (Vacant, Atascadero City Councilwomen Roberta Fonzi, and Paso Robles City 

Councilman John Hamon, respectively). 

The APCO has requested that the procedure be changed to allow the entire Board to 

participate by submitting a structured rating sheet and comments. The Board’s attorney 

would tabulate the results and the executive committee would synthesize them and make 

a determination. The issue is acute this year because: 

a. Two of the Executive Committee members are not too happy with the performance of 

the APCO vis a vis the dunes dust initiative, greenhouse gas regulations, etc.  

b. The APCO’s 3 year contract ends in December and renewal may well depend on the 

content of the EPR. 

c. Who directed APCD attorney Ray Biering to draft up the agenda item proposing the 

changed process in the first place? Probably not the executive committee.  We don’t 

recall any such direction coming in open session.  

E- 3: Proposed On-site APCD Review of Dunes Dust Management and Operations 

with State Parks Staff.  Some APCD members have proposed the reasonable step              

(since they are considering intense regulations and potential restriction of off-the-road 

vehicle riding) of receiving an onsite briefing from the State Parks staff that runs the 

dunes park. Others are opposed because they think the State will appear to be too 

reasonable and they won’t be able to cater to the closure proponents’ hysteria as easily. 

The agenda item write-up betrays the staff bias: 

A number of logistical details need to be worked out in setting up this special meeting of 

the Board, including: scheduling the Ramona Gardens Community Center or another 

suitable nearby facility to hold public discussions before and/or after the tour; the 

number and availability of suitable off road vehicles and drivers needed to transport 

Board members and staff on the tour; accessibility arrangements for the general public; 

State Parks staffing availability to conduct the tour; APCD staffing to support and 

record the tour and meeting; coordinating schedules for all participants; and likely 

many other details that will need to be considered once planning for the event begins.   

You would think they would want to visit the site and hear from its managers as part of 

their duty to be knowledgeable and fair as regulators.  

E-4: Update on APCD’s Assistance to Six of the County’s Cities To Develop 

Climate Action Plans.  The staff report details the extensive efforts undertaken by the 

APCD staff and consultants to “assist” the cities to prepare and adopt climate action 

plans designed to reduce greenhouse gases (GHG) and forestall global warming.  

a. The report contains no quantified data about how much GHG each city’s plan will 

save. 
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b. Thus and more significantly, there is no way for elected policy makers or citizens to 

understand whether this effort makes any real difference in terms of reductions from a 

countywide/statewide standpoint. 

c. Does the effort actually make a difference (assuming one actually accepts the 

GHG/climate warming doctrine)? 

d. If the goals are not to be reported, what was the point? 

c. If they are statistically insignificant, is this all just a propaganda and political 

organizing tool? 

                                                                    

SLO County Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, September 26, 2013 

(Scheduled)No Policy Items. 

There are no significant general policy items on this agenda. 

 

                    SAVE WEDNESDAY OCTOBER 9, 2013 NIPOMO EVENT 

                                     

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

