COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO
WEEK OF OCTOBER 28 - NOV. 3, 2018
THIS WEEK
ELECTION ISSUE

NO BOARD OF SUPERVISOR’S MEETING
COUNTY FINANCIAL FORECASTS
LAST WEEK
NO BOS MEETING

SLO COLAB IN DEPTH
SEE PAGE 6
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THE DESCENT INTO SOCIALISM AND THE
ELECTION
BY MIKE BROWN

ANDY CALDWELL’S ELECTION SPECIAL:
ANDY’S PERSONAL RECS. ON THE STATE PROPS.
PROPOSITION 6 GETS CARJACKED!
PROGRESSIVES BANKING & BORDERING ON
CHAOS!
PROP. 10 RENT SEEKING GONE AWRY!

MIDTERM OPTICS ARE BAD FOR
PROGRESSIVES
BY VICTOR DAVIS HANSON

Hordes of immigrants and screaming protesters won’t win many
moderate votes.

THIS WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS
No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, October 30, 2018 (Not Scheduled)
Tuesday October 30th is a 5th Tuesday of the month on which the Board is not usually
scheduled. .
County Financial Forecasts: Back on September 28, 2018 the Board received reports on the
financial forecast for the FY 2019-20 Budget and a 3-year financial forecast for FY 2019-20
through FY 2021-2022.
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1. The FY 2019-20 Forecast: It is projected that the County could be initially facing a $7.5
million to $10 million revenue/expenditure gap. Revenues are not keeping up with expenditure
growth.

This seems strange since most of the key revenues are growing, thanks to the economy. Unless a
recession emerges between now and next Spring we would expect the gap to be closed. After all
$7.5 million is only about .01% of the total projected expenditures.
The discussion of Fund Balance Available (FBA) is significant because it is used to balance the
budget.

It would be helpful to know what portion of FBA is true non-departmental local discretionary
dollars and what part is categorical funding restricted to specific purposes by law. The best
practice is to use the true discretionary FBA for one time purposes or for reserves so as not to
accelerate expenditures beyond natural revenue growth.
Also note that the 2nd paragraph contains a warning that FBA could be reduced by salary and
benefit increases negotiated during the current FY 2018-19 fiscal year. The Board approved
raises and benefit increases several weeks ago which will total millions of new dollars in both
FY 2018-19 and FY 2019-20. Were those included in the expenditure projection above? How
much salary savings (maintaining vacant staff positions) are included in the projections?
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2. The FY 2019-20 thru FY 2021-22 Three-Year Projection: This is a new presentation this
year and is very useful. The staff presents several scenarios ranging from business as usual to
more and more difficult. The tables below are illustrative:

Base Scenario:

It does not contain any salary and benefit increases, which given commitments already made
does not seem very realistic.
Base Scenario with a 1% salary and benefits increase each year:

Base Scenario with a 2.2% salary and benefits increase each year:

Adding Positions: The County has added an average of 44 new positions each year for the past
5 years. If it continues this pattern, it would impact the base scenario per the chart below. Note
that this would be on top of each of the other scenarios.
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A mild recession: Again this example would be on top of the others.

The staff should be congratulated for preparing this analysis and should extend it to 5 years when
it has a chance.

LAST WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, October 23, 2018 (Not Scheduled)
The Board typically does not meet on the 4th Tuesday of a month. Supervisor Arnold met
with the President and other Washington officials on matters of importance to counties.

San Luis Obispo County Pension Trust Meeting of Monday, October 22, 2018 (Completed)
The meeting agenda covered routine management oversight and a status report on investments.

COLAB IN DEPTH
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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 DESCENT INTO SOCIALISM & THE
ELECTION
BY MIKE BROWN
As former Speaker of the House of Representatives Newt Gingrich has been pointing out
recently, the upcoming Tuesday, November 6, 2018 election is more than the usual
aggregation of ordinary political contests. It is a referendum on whether the nation as a
whole, the State of California, and local governments (particularly in California, New York,
Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New Jersey, accelerate their descent into socialism – “a
political and economic theory of social organization that advocates that the means of
production, distribution, and exchange should be owned or regulated by the community as a
whole.”
The control of Congress, various state houses, and other bodies is in the balance in many
places. If the community can confiscate your mineral rights or put your oil well out of
business per SLO County Measure G (because oil is allegedly a macro health hazard),
what’s next? Perhaps it is the imposition of rent control per State Proposition 10, which
removes a significant portion of your property rights while confiscating a portion of the value
of your property. What about State propositions 1, 2, 3, and 4, which all add billions of
dollars in principle and interest that will have to be paid off from the State Budget, which is
already at least $1 trillion under water when existing debt, unfunded pension liability, and
unfunded deferred maintenance of the roads, public buildings, water systems, and other
facilities are included in the calculation.
As indicated in the table below on the next page (the items in white), California has already
added significant costly, destructive, and freedom eroding policies over the past 10 years. It
has driven major economic assets such as the nuclear power industry out of business and
threatens to take over and socialize electrical energy production and distribution through the
risky Community Choice Aggregation program.
Items in play during this election are shown in red.
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The Governor’s race between former San Francisco Mayor and current Lt. Governor Gavin
Newsom and John Cox is another clear policy demarcation. Newsom has been crystal clear that
he supports single payer medical such as Medicare for all, free college tuition and expenses,
guaranteed retirement payments for all, and massive housing subsidies. This is essentially the
same platform of Socialist Bernie Sanders and the SLO Progressives who have taken over the
SLO County Democratic organization.
While these issues and choices are important, they are really the superficial and simplified
political symptoms of the underlying value and logic choices which are best informed by history
as the most important empirical and experiential guides to major questions of societal
organization, private property, personal safety, standard of living, human rights, freedom, and
liberty.
As shown in the 3 graphics below, the real underlying policy of the Enviro-Socialist movement
is the control of society by an elite which believes it is better educated and informed than
millions of average citizens. The melding of the radical environmental movement with
traditional socialism provides the perfect mechanism to implement the revolution over time. The
“crisis” of climate change combined with the goal of “social equity” provides the cause.
The Strategy includes:
1. Creation of Artificial Scarcity by governments.
2. Elimination of Private Property.
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3. Exploitation of the Climate Change “Crisis.”
4. Suppression of Intellectual Freedom and Debate.
5. Indoctrination of the population into Value Relativism.
6. Re-Feudalization of Society.
7. Use of the Non-Governmental Organizations (NGO’s) to fund and manage much of the work
outside government checks and balances.
We might add that mobs, attacks on public officials, intimidation of voters, and violence have
always been the currency of the venomous socialist revolutionaries of the modern era. Of course
the manual is well detailed in Saul Alinsky’s Rules for Radicals.
The tables below summarize the strategy.
The real stakes for voters are embodied in these deeper underlying dynamics. Voters should
evaluate candidates and ballot measures on how they affect these key underlying issues. Don’t be
seduced by sugar coated appeals to short term utilitarianism or intimidated by the tyranny of the
majority.
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Prop. 10: Rent seeking gone awry
By Andy Caldwell

One of the most pernicious propositions on this year's ballot is Proposition 10, which
expands local government's ability to impose rent control on residential property. The
initiative's proponents would have us believe that "greedy corporate landlords (they cite
Donald Trump as an example) are forcing too many disabled people and seniors to choose
between rent and medicine while forcing more low-income families into homelessness." In a
nutshell, the measure blames so-called greedy developers alone for high rents.
All the arguments in favor of rent control are absurd, misleading and false. First, there are a
number of cities in our state that already have rent control, and the rents in these cities are
among the highest in the nation. No doubt, California rents are 50 percent higher than the
nation's average and, in some cases, twice as expensive. Why? If you take the argument of
the proponents on face value, one would be forced to conclude that greedy landlords must be
doing business only in California.
The truth? Rents are a function of supply and demand, and market conditions. It is our
government, not developers, that control supply by way of myriad state laws and local
zoning regulations, not to mention the phenomenon of huge swaths of land having been set
aside as being off limits to development (conservation easements galore), and the allpowerful phenomenon of NIMBYism. NIMBYs often prove to be the death knell to all sorts
of development proposals, as people don't want the ambiance of their neighborhood, and the
value of their assets, to be diminished by what gets built in the 'hood.
Prop. 10 not only opens the door to local jurisdictions to enforce rent control, it goes further
than ever before by applying rent control to single-family homes, including the rental of a
room inside a home. There is not a single economist in this country who thinks this is a good
idea. Why? People own rental housing primarily as an investment. Rent control will
negatively impact the value of the rental, ergo, landlords will either sell the houses they were
renting and invest in something else, or somewhere else, while those who own apartments
will convert the same to condos and sell those, too.
Finally, this is going to have a devastating effect on state and local government finances
because it will diminish the tax revenue that is accrued by way of taxing rental income and
property, as both are expected to diminish, to the tune of hundreds of millions of dollars per
year.
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Ironically and pathetically, some of the most vociferous advocates for this measure are
government unions (SEIU). We are already having a tough time paying for their salaries,
benefits and pensions, so why would they make it even harder on taxpayers? Prop. 10 will
surely backfire on us all, as there will be less tax revenue and less housing stock available to
rent as a result of this shortsightedness. Vote no on Prop. 10.
Andy Caldwell is the executive director of COLAB and host of The Andy Caldwell Radio
Show, weekdays from 3-5 p.m., on News-Press AM 1290." This article first appeared in the
Santa Barbara New Press of October 25, 2018.

MIDTERM OPTICS ARE BAD FOR
PROGRESSIVES
BY VICTOR DAVIS HANSON

Hordes of immigrants and screaming protesters won’t win many
moderate votes.
For progressives, the looming midterm elections apparently should not hinge on a booming
economy, a near-record-low unemployment rate, a strong stock market, and unprecedented
energy production. Instead, progressives hope that race and gender questions overshadow
pocketbook issues.
The media are fixated on another caravan of foreign nationals flowing toward the United States
from Central America. More than 5,000 mostly Honduran migrants say they will cross through
Mexico. Then they plan to crash the American border, enter the U.S. illegally, claim refugee
status, and demand asylum. Once inside the United States, the newcomers will count on a variety
of ways to avoid deportation.
This gambit appears mysteriously timed to arrive right before the U.S. midterms — apparently to
create empathy and sway voters toward progressive candidates supporting a more relaxed
immigration policy.
Open-borders advocates and progressives assume that if border-security officials are forced to
detain the intruders and separate parents who broke the law from their children, it will make
President Trump and Republican candidates appear cold-hearted and callous.
Earlier this year, a similar border melodrama became sensationalized in the media and almost
certainly dropped Trump’s approval ratings. But this time around, the optics may be different.
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The new caravan appears strangely well organized. The marchers, many of them young men, do
not appear destitute. They do not seem to fit the profile of desperate refugees whose lives were in
immediate danger in their homeland.
For many Americans, the would-be refugees may seem presumptuous in assuming that they have
the right to barge into someone else’s country. Most Americans realize that if an organized
caravan of foreigners can simply announce in advance plans to crash into the U.S. illegally, then
the concepts of a border, citizenship, sovereignty, and even a country itself no longer exist.
A number of other events on the eve of the midterm elections also may have the opposite of the
intended effect on voters. The Supreme Court nomination hearings for Brett Kavanaugh ended
up as scripted melodrama. Protesters disrupted the Senate on cue. They screamed from the
gallery. Democratic senators staged a walkout. They filibustered and interrupted the proceedings.
Their collective aim was to show America that male Republican senators were insensitive to the
feelings and charges of Christine Blasey Ford, and therefore callous and sexist.
Ford had alleged that Kavanaugh 36 years earlier had sexually assaulted her at a party when they
were both teenagers. But she produced no corroborating testimony, physical evidence, or
witnesses. Many of her assertions were contested by other people.
Many Americans finally concluded that there was no reason to deny Kavanaugh’s nomination to
the court. To find Kavanaugh guilty of Ford’s charges, Americans were asked to suspend the
very ideas of due process and Western jurisprudence.
The furious demonstrations that followed Kavanaugh’s confirmation only made the optics worse.
Republican senators were confronted at their offices and on elevators. Protesters broke through
police cordons and beat and scratched at the Supreme Court doors, apparently in vain efforts to
break in and disrupt the swearing-in ceremonies. Liberal icons such as Hillary Clinton former
attorney general Eric Holder, and Senator Cory Booker seemed to encourage the incivility and
disruptions.
Did the ongoing chaos work to change public opinion in their direction? Perhaps not.
Most Americans do not want frenzied shriekers scratching at doors on Capitol Hill. They are
turned off by shouters popping up in Senate galleries. Few are comfortable with efforts to bully
or intimidate senators rather than to persuade them.
In yet another misreading of the public, Senator Elizabeth Warren produced the results of a DNA
test to prove she had properly claimed advantageous minority status on the basis of her alleged
Native American family history.
But the test only confirmed that Warren might be 1 percent (or less) Native American and is
probably not from a tribe in the continental U.S.
If Warren’s video emphasizing her DNA claims was intended to be persuasive, it sadly ended up
confirming her farce. Most Americans could claim a similarly minuscule bloodline but would not
do so to game the system for careerist advantage.
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On the eve of the midterms, progressives believe that these public spectacles showcasing
feminist, immigrant, and identity issues trump the booming economy and might galvanize
independents and fence-sitters to vote for liberal candidates.
Yet the caravan, the Kavanaugh hearings, and the Warren fiasco remind voters of the very
opposite of what was intended.
Every country requires a border and the rule of law. Due process cannot so easily be thrown out
in a moment. There can be no Senate without safety and calm inside its halls. Powerful,
privileged Washington officials should be the last to game a system designed to help the
underprivileged.
Americans know all that. Strangely, progressive activists don’t.

Victor Davis Hanson is a Senior Fellow of the Hoover Institution of Stanford University and a
Professor of Classics. He is also a national news commentator and prolific author. He has
appeared at COLAB events in San Luis Obispo County. This article was first published in the
October 25, 2018 National Review and simultaneously on the October 25, 2018 Stanford
University Hoover Institution Daily Report.

376 CE
The Goths crossed the Danube, with the permission of the Roman Emperor Valens, seeking
asylum from the Huns in 376CE. They had originally come from Sweden, Gotland, Östergötland
or Västergötland, and settled on the Vistula near the Black Sea. The Romans separated the
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children from parents dispersing them to towns and cities to teach them literacy and acculturate
them to Roman life. By 410 the Goths had sacked Rome and by 476 the Western Roman Empire
ceased to exist.

2018 CE

ANNOUNCEMENTS
PLEASE SEE FOLLOWING PAGES
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EARLY WARNING
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING
Thursday, November 8, 2018, 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.
Friday, November 9, 2018, 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.
Agenda in English | Agenda en Español
Central Coast Water Board Offices
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101
San Luis Obispo, California

Item 5 Agricultural Order 4.0 Requirement Options.
[Chris Rose, 805\542-4770, chris.rose@waterboards.ca.gov, Elaine Sahl, 805\542-4645,
Elaine.Sahl@waterboards.ca.gov, Arwen Wyatt-Mair, 805\542-4695, Arwen.WyattMair@waterboards.ca.gov]
STAFF REPORT
o
o

Supplemental
Supplemental attachment: Alternative Proposal 1 - Ag Industry Organizations
(10/8/2018)

This is a massive item wherein the Water Board is planning to intensify the regulation of
irrigated agriculture. Click on the line “Staff Report” to open the agenda item. The link
“Supplemental Attachment” above will take you to the agricultural community’s alternative
proposal. The Farm Bureau of SLO County (and many other counties) and the Grower Shippers
of San Luis Obispo and Santa Barbara Counties are heavily involved in this issue.
Various enviro groups keep suing the Water Board to compel them to take harder actions.
Vegetables, grapes, fruit, and food in general are at risk. They don’t like ag or oil and gas.
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OIL AND STRAWBERRIES CO-EXIST JUST FINE
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SUPPORT COLAB!
PLEASE COMPLETE THE
MEMBERSHIP/DONATION FORM
ON THE LAST PAGE BELOW

MIKE BROWN ADVOCATES BEFORE THE BOS

VICTOR DAVIS HANSON ADDRESSES A COLAB FORUM
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DAN WALTERS EXPLAINS SACO 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

NATIONAL RADIO AND TV COMMENTATOR HIGH HEWITT AT COLAB DINNER
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