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WEEKLY UPDATE                                               

MAY 15 - 21, 2022 
 
  

THIS WEEK - HEAVY POLICY  

 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS BUSY AGENDA                                                                                                               

 
GROWTH MANAGEMENT LIMITS FOR NIPOMO SET HEARING                         

FOR JUNE 7
TH

 

 

REPEAL OF HOUSING IN LIEU TAX SET FOR JUNE 7
TH

  

 

MORE FEDERAL RESCUE PLAN SLUSH MONEY 

   

 STELLAR JOB ON PUBLIC DEFENDER CONTRACTS BY CAO’S OFFICE 

 

$400K REACH ECON DEVELOPMENT GRANT 

 

FY 2021-22 FINANCIAL AUDIT AND REPORT 

 

3
RD

 QUARTER FY 2021-22 FINANCIAL REPORT 

 

INTRODUCTION OF FY 2022-23 ANNUAL BUDGET  

$961.7 MILLION ALL IN – WHEN DEPENDENT DISTRICTS COUNTED      
COUNTY SOON TO JOIN THE BILLION DOLLAR CLUB 

 

COUNTY CHARTER CONSIDERATION - MORE LOCAL CONTROL 
STOP GOVERNORS FROM FILLING SUPERVISOR VACANCIES 
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LARGE APCD FEE INCREASES PROPOSED                                         
FROM 6% TO 14.7% ACROSS THE BOARD 

 

LAFCO AGENDA LITE 
 

LAST WEEK - BAD POLICY 

  

NO BOS MEETING 

 

DYING OF THIRST IN THE DARK IN CALIFIORNIA 

CENTRAL COAST ENERGY AUTHORITY IN TROUBLE                                
8 OF THEIR 15 ENERGY “SUPPLIERS” ABROGATING ON 

CONTRACTS - COUNTY BOS CONSERVATIVES LOOK SMARTER 

THAN EVER FOR AVOIDING RUSH TO CCE   

 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION UNANIMOUSLY 

KILLS MAJOR DESALINATION PLANT 

 

INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY  
PRELIMINARY PROPOSED FY 2022-23 BUDGET                                                                                   

YOU WILL PAY MORE TO RECYLCE YOUR WET GARBAGE 

   

EMERGENT ISSUES 
 

COVID LOW HERE - LEFT EVER HOPEFUL FOR A CRISIS 
 

APCD REALLY GETS SUED HARD THIS TIME 

http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&docid=SGrrncDV026xTM&tbnid=0MHOQLX-IKqK1M:&ved=0CAgQjRw&url=http://www.blueheronblast.com/2011/11/sal-zip-is-sleeping-with-fishes.html&ei=21rDUpChB4PdoATMjYGQBA&psig=AFQjCNFcJpKtokx5CNh9Z_FuEbQneHGVyg&ust=1388620891168298
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THE WEEKLY UPDATE WILL NOT PUBLISH FOR THE WEEK OF MAY 22 - 28TH   

 

COLAB IN DEPTH                                                                                         
SEE PAGE 32 

 

A MESSY NECESSITY 

President Biden’s $6 billion nuclear bailout aims to patch up an industry 

damaged by bad energy policies. 
BY JAMES B. MEIGS 

 

CALIFORNIA PREPARES FOR ENERGY 

SHORTFALLS IN HOT, DRY SUMMER  

California likely will have an energy shortfall equivalent to what it takes to 

power about 1.3 million homes. 
BY KATHLEEN RONAYNE 

  

THE EXASPERATED AMERICAN 
Will the voters channel their furor at this regime of lies into an 

unprecedented turnout at the polls in November?  
BY VICTOR DAVIS HANSON  

  

THIS WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS                                                      
ALL MEETINGS ARE AT 9:00 AM UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED  

 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, May 17, 2022 (Scheduled) 

 

 

Item 2 - Request to 1) introduce the attached amendments to the Growth Management 

Ordinance, Title 26 of the County Code to extend the 1.8% growth rate for the 

Nipomo Mesa area for Fiscal Year 2021-22; and 2) authorize the use of Alternative 

Publication Procedures for amendments to the Growth Management Ordinance, Title 

26 of the County Code. Exempt from CEQA. Hearing date set for June 7, 2022.  This item sets the 

actual hearing for June 7, 2022. The action, required by law, is designed to restrict growth in Nipomo to 

a low rate. 
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It is one tool in the County’s home rationing policy, which in turn is a sub-part of it’s so called “smart 

growth policy.” Lack of water and traffic infrastructure is cited as the main barriers to development in 

the area. 

 

The housing industry, advocates for poor people, building suppliers, and young people should appear 

on June 7
th

 and challenge the policy. 

 

Item 3 - Request to introduce the attached ordinances: 1) repealing the County’s Inclusionary 

Housing Ordinance (Sections 22.12.040 and 23.04.096 of the County Code); and 2) 

amending the County’s Affordable Housing Fund (Title 29 of the County Code) to 

eliminate the collection of Inclusionary Housing In Lieu and Housing Impact fees. 

Exempt from CEQA. Hearing date set for June 7, 2022. (EARLY WARNING).  Approval of the 

ordinance revision would abolish the In Lieu Housing fee, which is actually a tax on market rate 

housing. During the March 15, 2022 Board meeting to review the actual impact of the tax, the Board 

majority determined to abolish it. Accordingly, staff has agendized the hearing on June 7
th

.  

 

This will be a controversial item with Supervisor Bruce Gibson blaming the Board majority for being 

anti-housing, when in fact the so-called in-lieu fee is exemplary of the catastrophe created by the 

current regulatory environment. The regulations kill housing. In turn, the left throws tax money and 

fees at the problem. It’s like driving  a car with one foot on the gas and one on the breaks. It eventually 

wrecks the car. 

 

MARK YOUR CALENDAR FOR JUNE 7
th

: The housing industry, contractors, chambers of 

commerce, realtors, and those who support a free market and less regulation should show up to support 

repealing the tax. During the week leading up to June 7
th

, we will try to estimate the approximate time 

when the item will be heard.  

 

Background: 

 

The title of this item is camouflaged as a Report on the County’s Inclusionary Housing Ordinance. The 

so-called fee is in actuality a tax, which has been deceptively packaged as a “fee.”  

 

Brief History:  Decades ago, the State adopted enabling legislation that allows cities and counties to 

require that developers include a percentage of affordable housing within their new projects. Only148 

jurisdictions (out of 58 counties and 450 cities in the state) have adopted the provision. San Luis 

Obispo County is one of those entities and adopted its ordinance in 2008. San Luis Obispo County 

typically requires that a new subdivision of 100 homes provide “20” affordable homes. Obviously, 

projects that are already 100% affordable (usually government-funded not-for-profit projects) are 

exempted. Thus, it is the market-priced homes that are taxed. Commercial projects are also subject to 

the tax, posing as a fee on a per square foot basis. 

 

It is ironic and patently stupid that government has determined to tax the very thing that is in short 

supply, in order to provide more of it. 

 

Over the years, various jurisdictions learned that this compulsory mixing of housing types did not work 

well from a marketing or social interaction standpoint. For example, there are huge fights in 

homeowner associations (HOAs) about common uses. For example, do the people in the affordable 

units get to use the pool? From the developers’ standpoint, it is difficult to market the non-affordable 
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units in a subdivision or complex that contains less stylish and less fancy affordable units. Market 

buyers are leery of buying into a social engineering scheme.  

 

The most affluent and wealthy communities avoid the program. For example, Montecito has regularly 

rejected becoming a separate incorporated city in an effort to avoid various State-mandated and 

permitted affordable housing requirements. Why would Prince Harry, Oprah, Ellen DeGeneres, and 

Rick Caruso want the County to plop a complex full of schoolteachers and Toyota owners in the middle 

of Upper Village next to the trendy restaurants, boutiques, and Bentleys? 

 

Eventually, the State amended the enabling statute to allow developers to pay a “fee,” in reality a tax, 

instead of building the actual units. This is the so-called “housing in lieu” fee. SLO uses it to assist 

“affordable” projects in the cities and Templeton. 

 

The Bottom Line:  The bottom line is that over the decades the process of developing residential and 

commercial property has become so overregulated and expensive that developers cannot afford to 

produce affordable housing and prefer to develop larger, more expensive units. In turn, the State 

Legislature has made things worse by enabling cities and counties to require that developers include a 

stipulated number of affordable units in their projects or pay an “in lieu fee,” which is really a tax on 

development. The dollars generated from the “in lieu fee” are accumulated and then given to non-profit 

housing developers to help finance their affordable projects. This is really a government blackmail 

program to force homebuilders to charge more for their market units in order to bail out the politicians’ 

failed public policy.  

 

In 2019 the Board updated the ordinance to exclude homes with less than 2200 square feet and 

substantially raise the so-called fees for market and custom homes. In exchange, Supervisor Gibson 

agreed to let the Board majority direct staff to conduct an extensive analysis of alternative methods to 

help affordable housing. During the first phase of the project, staff generated a list of potential 

programs from which the Board selected some strategies for further feasibility study. A Project 

Manager, who has since left the County, was assigned to lead the project. The project was abandoned 

when COVID 19 arrived, and staff members were shifted to other duties. 

 

Screwed Again: As a result, Gibson got higher fees established, but the promised project to find other 

better solutions never took place. 

 

The Board revised the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance on March 12, 2019. The most significant 

changes to the fee structure included applying the fee to all new dwellings over 2,200 square feet in 

size (previously the fee only applied to subdivisions) and replacing the flat rate fee ($1.50 per square-

foot) with a tiered rate structure based on square footage (with a maximum overall rate of $7 per 

square-foot). As an example, a new 3,000 square-foot house would pay $8,400 in in-lieu revenues 

under the tiered rate structure. The Board also included Section 29.05.050, as described above, which 

requires the County to hold a hearing in three years and repeal the Inclusionary Housing Ordinance if 

broad based funding options have been successfully established 

 

Current Status:  This Board item clearly demonstrates the failure of the program. Per the table below, 

the County collected only $1.5 million over 4 years. 
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These funds were than distributed per the very misleading and incomplete table below: 

 

 
The table hides the truth in that the total cost of the listed projects is not displayed. Thus, laypeople and 

even officials might think that the projects were constructed for the costs listed. These were actually 

funded by Federal and State programs and cost tens of millions of dollars. The County contribution to 

the funding packages is miniscule in caparison the real costs.  

 

Item 6 - Request to: 1) Approve funding allocations from the American Rescue Plan Act of 

2021 (ARPA) category of business technical assistance, workforce development, and  job training 

in the amount of $2,430,000 in grants to outside organizations and $50,000 in supplemental 

funding for the ARPA COVID-19 Small Business Grant Program; 2) Authorize the County 

Administrative Officer or his designee to execute the grant agreements; and 3) Approve the 

corresponding budget adjustment in the amount of $2,480,000 for Fund Center – 104 – 

Administrative Office by 4/5 vote as outlined in the recommendation.  The Board is being 

requested to approve 4 grants funded by the Federal ARPA program (part of the $1.9 trillion in new 

Federal inflationary debt) as part of the County’s $55 million allocation.  Of the total, the staff proposes 

that $6 million be used to help businesses recover from the State and County mandated COVID 

lockdowns. 

 

Details on the next page: 
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Item 9 - Request to: 1) Approve funding allocations for the American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 

Where will the people in 

the new jobs live? 
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(ARPA) Non-Profit grants; 2) Delegate authority to the County Administrative Officer 

and/or Assistant County Administrative Office to execute the grant agreements; 3) Direct that 

$654,000 in ARPA Housing and Homeless funding for the County’s homeless efforts; and 4) 

Authorize the corresponding budget adjustment in the amount of $3,654,000 from ARPA revenue 

and appropriations to FC 104 – Administrative Office, by 4/5 vote.  The staff recommends almost 

$3.7 million of ARPA funding for various not-for-profit homeless programs, including $654,000 for its 

overall administration of its proposed consolidated homeless remediation strategy. 

 

The ARPA funding is a onetime Federal grant. How will the County deal with the 

not-for-profits that expand or create new programs when the funding runs out? 

What is the disengagement plan? Will it all result in being backed into the General 

Fund in a few years at the expense of public safety and infrastructure, such as 

roads? The not-for-profit Boards of Directors will be hanging around the 

Supervisors’ necks like hungry Pythons. 

 

 

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Item 11 - Request to: 1) award a four (4)-year contract to SLO Conflict Public Defenders LLP, in 

the amount of $855,362 for the first year, FY 2022-23, as well as other negotiated 

compensation as outlined in the attached contract for the provision of services as the 

contracted County First Level Conflict Public Defender; 2) award a four (4)-year 

contract to Fisher Law Office, in the amount of $370,000 for the first year, FY 2022- 

23, as well as other negotiated compensation as outlined in the attached contract for 

the provision of services as the contracted County Second Level Conflict Public 

Defender; 3) award a four (4)-year contract to Law Office of Adams & Lucero, Inc., A 

Professional Law Corporation, in the amount of $455,152 for the first year, FY 2022- 

What happens in FY 

2023-24 when the 1-time 

money runs out? 
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23, as well as other negotiated compensation as outlined in the attached contract for 

the provision of services as the contracted County Mentally Disordered Offender 

Public Defender; and 4) authorize the County Administrative Officer to execute two (2) 

additional two (2)-year extended terms to each contract.  The County Administrative Office has 

done a truly professional and comprehensive job on the Public Defender contracts. For decades the 

contract was rolled over every 4 years without a bid and with no substantive review by staff or the 

Board. The current Board majority directed staff to cease this practice, and the current CAO and his 

staff have produced a clear, accountable, and fair set of contracts that will serve the community very 

well. 

 

It has not only covered the basic service, but detailed separate portions for general first level defense as 

well as various specialty defenses. The write-up States in part: 

 

1. Award the July 1, 2022 through June 30, 2026, contract to SLO Conflict Public Defenders LLP, for 

the provision of services as the contracted County First Level Conflict Public Defender (Attachments 1 

and 2); 

 

 2. Award the July 1, 2022 through June 30, 2026, contract to Fisher Law Office, for the provision of 

services as the contracted County Second Level Conflict Public Defender (Attachments 3 and 4);  

 

3. Award the July 1, 2022 through June 30, 2026, contract to Law Office of Adams & Lucero, Inc., A 

Professional Law Corporation, for the provision of services as the contracted County Mentally 

Disordered Offender Public Defender (Attachments 5 and 6); and  

 

4. Authorize the County Administrative Officer to execute two (2) additional two (2)-year extended 

terms to A) the contract with SLO Conflict Public Defenders LLP, B) the contract with Fisher Law 

Office, and C) the contract with the Law Office of Adams & Lucero, Inc., A Professional Law 

Corporation.  

 

 
 

The Board letter also points out that the County is controlling costs: 

 

Measured on a per capita basis, with the exception of the County of Kern in FYs 2018-21, the County 

of San Luis Obispo’s total cost for Public Defender services has been lower than comparable counties 
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in every year since at least FY 2015-16, averaging about $24, and is 35% lower than the FY 2021-22 

average per capita cost of comparable counties. The recommended contracts increase the per capita 

cost of total Public Defender services compared to Page 16 of 17 FY 2021-22 by $0.27 or 1%  

 

  
 

 
 

The more leftist the County, the higher the cost. This item is an example of how privatization of 

government services can work very well. To see a top-notch Board letter, go to link below and double 

click.   

 

142200 (ca.gov)  

 

It may take a little time to open, as it is substantial.  

 

Item 12 - Request to: 1) approve a grant agreement with REACH in the amount of $400,000 for 

economic development activities in support of the County from May 1, 2022 through 

June 30, 2023; and 2) grant the County Administrative Officer of the County of San 

Luis Obispo the authority to extend the Agreement up to 90 days.  The County contracts with the 

not-for-profit REACH for its primary economic development program. The $400,000 appropriation 

was approved as part of the adoption of the FY 2021-22 County Budget. This action provides execution 

of the contract and scope of work (tasks which REACH will perform) from now until June 30, 2023. 

 

The write-up states that every dollar that the County contributes REACH raises another $5 dollars for 

its activities. We were unable of find REACH’s annual FY 2021-22 Budget or Annual FY 20-21 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/142200
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Financial Report online or on its website. It is therefore not known how the County staff has 

determined the leverage ratio. 

 

REACH has focused on economic development related to space activity at Vandenberg Air Force Base 

and the reuse of the Diablo Plant site after the reactors and 

other facilities are demolished. New this year is a project to 

ascertain if development of seaport facilities that could 

support proposed offshore wind energy can be located in the 

County. 

 

The REACH website indicates that its key performance 

measures include those in the box to the right. The Board 

should request that baseline numbers be included in the 

contract scope of services in order to ascertain the progress 

over time. The Board requires performance data for all of its 

homeless, mental health, and social services contracts. Why not this one? 

  

The subject industries are depicted in the REACH graphic below:  
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Over the past decade the total work force has increased by only 1,400. 

 

Item 15 - Submittal of the County of San Luis Obispo’s audited Annual Comprehensive 

Financial Report, Gann Appropriation Limit Audit Report, Agreed-Upon Procedures 

Report for the Los Osos Landfill Financial Means Test Certification, Transportation 

Development Act Funds Non-Transit Purposes Audit Report, the Statement on 

Auditing Standards 114 Communications Letter, and the Passenger Facility Charges 

Report for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2021.  The good news is that the County received an 

unmodified opinion,  which means that in so far as the auditors could tell, the books are in order and the 

finances are as reported by staff below: 

 

The independent audit involved examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and 

disclosures in the financial statements; assessing the accounting principles used and significant 

estimates made by management; and evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. The 

independent auditor concluded, based upon the audit, that there was a reasonable basis for rendering 

an unmodified opinion that the County’s financial statements for the fiscal year ended June 30, 2021, 

are fairly presented and in conformity with GAAP. The independent auditor’s report is presented as the 

first component of the financial section of this report.  

 

The actual Auditors opinion states in part:  

In our opinion, based on our audit and the report of other auditors, the financial statements referred to 

above present fairly, in all material respects, the respective financial position of the governmental 

activities, the business-type activities, the discretely presented component unit, each major fund, and 

the aggregate remaining fund information of the County, as of June 30, 2021, and the respective 

changes in financial position, and where applicable, cash flows for the year then ended in accordance 

with accounting principles generally accepted in the United States of America  

 

There are many useful tables within the report detailing ten-year histories of taxes, assessed valuation, 

bonded debt, pension debt, number of employees and other insights into the County’s operations and 

finances. The full Report can be accessed at the link: 
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FY 2020-21 Annual Comprehensive Financial Report (ca.gov)  

 

It’s a 210-page report and will take 15 seconds or so to open.  

 

Item 37 - Submittal of the FY 2021-22 Third Quarter Financial Status Report and request to 1) 

approve various financial actions as detailed in Section 4 of Attachment 1 - FY 2021- 

22 Third Quarter Financial Report (one or more actions require 4/5 votes.  The report indicates 

that the County will end the FY 2021-22 Fiscal Year in balance and in fact generate a General Fund 

Balance of $37.5 million. 

 

In preparation of the FY 2022-23 Recommended Budget, the Auditor-Controller-Treasurer-Tax 

Collector’s Office projected that the County’s General Fund would have a Fund Balance Available 

(FBA) of $37.5 million at year-end, which is included as a funding source for the FY 2022-23 

Recommended Budget.  

Administrator’s Office (ACTTCPA) is forecasting a countywide total of $9.3 million in unbudgeted 

negotiated salary and benefit costs. This accounts only for negotiated salary and benefit costs which 

went into effect by March 31, 2022 (i.e. does not include increases for SDSA employees approved by 

the Board on May 3, 2022).  

 

As stated above, Section 3 of the attached report (Attachment 1) includes a listing of all personnel 

changes approved by the Board of Supervisors during the third quarter. As of the end of the third 

quarter, there have been 137.50 FTE additions and 61.25 FTE deletions to the PAL, a net increase of 

76.25 FTE positions. It is estimated that these position changes have an increased budgetary impact of 

$5,575,691 for FY 2021-22 and $9,027,731 moving into FY 2022-23. It is estimated that these position 

changes have an increased General Fund support impact of $679,419 for FY 2021-22 and $1,521,495 

for FY 2022-23.  

  
 

Matters After 1:30 PM  
 

Item 40 - Introduction of the Proposed 2022-23 Annual County Budget. This item formally 

introduces the FY 2022-23 Recommended Budget to the Board and public, and schedules public 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/142057
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hearings on the Recommended Budget to begin on Monday, June 13, 2022, at 9:00 a.m. We will 

provide further information as the June hearing date approaches. As outlined below and when all 

finances administered by the County are considered, the total plan is $961.7 million, which is not made 

too clear in the document itself. 

 

There is nothing particularly new or dramatic about the Proposed Budget. It is pretty 

much business as usual. The material indicates that they had projected an $8.2 

million gap out of $ 659.2 million in the General Fund Budget but have closed it 

without degrading any services. Apparently, there is an 11 % staffing vacancy rate, 

which on an operating budget which contains $373,272,222 in salaries and benefits, 

could result in a savings of $40,949,940 on an annualized basis. The current FY 

2021-22 Budget is expected to end in June with a $37 million favorable balance. It 

appears that $18 million of that will be applied to balance the new Budget. 

 

Once again, we would suggest that the Board hold a series of special workshops in 

the weeks between now and June 13 to go through the expenditure and revenue in 

detail. The Budget is presented at a very high level of generality, and the Supervisors 

have no idea about what they are really buying for the nearly $1 billion dollars.  

  

 
The basic Budget is $899.6 million. The off -Budget County-dependent districts add another $62.1 

million for a grand total of $961.7 million. It is likely that the County can join the billion-dollar club in 

FY 2023- 24. 

 

  

 

The FY 2022-23 Recommended Budget authorizes total governmental funds spending level of 

$781,358,751, with the General Fund budget recommended at $659,183,988.  

 



15 
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Item 42 - Hearing to consider: 1) adoption of a resolution to place a proposed County Charter 

on the ballot at the November 8, 2022, election for consideration by qualified voters; 2) adoption 

of a resolution setting priorities for filing a written argument regarding a County measure and 

directing County Counsel to prepare an impartial analysis and the County Auditor to prepare a 

Fiscal Impact Statement; and 3) direct staff as appropriate.  The proposed limited Charter is back 

on the agenda for a possible decision to submit it to the voters next November. It would allow the 

voters, instead of the Governor, to fill midterm vacancies on the Board of Supervisors. It would also 

allow the voters to fill midterm vacancies of the County’s constitutionally elected department heads, 

including the Assessor, Auditor Controller, Clerk Recorder, District Attorney, and Sheriff. It does not 

impact any of their duties or powers. This is essentially a measure to improve local control. 

 

 

CHARTER OF THE COUNTY OF SAN LUIS OBISPO                                                                                     
Enacted [date] Effective: [date]  
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SLO Air Pollution Control District (APCD) Meeting of Wednesday, May 18, 2022 (Scheduled) 

 

  
 

Item C-1: Hearing on Proposed Fee Increases.  The staff proposes across the board fee increases 

from 6% to 14.7%. The agency is running out of things to tax. For example, the Morro Bay Power 

Plant, which was a major funder, closed some years ago. Now the closure of the Philipps 66 refinery is 

hitting them.  

 

The APCD Board should reject the fees out of hand and direct the staff to come back with a 

smaller agency and a smaller budget.  The same elected officials who killed the expanded tank car 

facility at Philips should learn to live within their means. The same officials who want to shut down the 

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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dunes riding should learn to live within their means. The same officials who never lifted a finger to 

save Diablo should learn to live within their means.  

 

While property taxes and federal aid will see minor increases, overall revenue is estimated to decrease 

significantly in FY 2022-2023, compared to FY 2021-2022 because of the P66 Refinery Closure.  

 

Where were you when the radicals and NYBYS forced the closure?  

 

 
New fee categories are proposed for several category types where state mandated reporting and 

oversight costs have increased. The following table shows the proposed new fees:  
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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
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
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
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
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
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
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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Some New Fees 

 
 

SLO Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) of Thursday, May 19, 2022 (Scheduled)  

 

The meeting enjoys a light Agenda.  This includes its Budget and a small annexation. There is no 

earth-shaking policy here. 

 

 

LAST WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS 
  

 

No Board of Supervisors Meeting on Tuesday, May 10, 2022 (Not Scheduled) 

 

 

The next regular meeting is set for Tuesday, May 17, 2022. 

 

 

Central Coast Community Energy Authority (3CE) Operations Board Meeting of Wednesday, 

May 11, 2022 - 10:30 AM (Completed) 

 

Item 8 - Adopt Resolution No. OB-2022-01 Delegating to the CEO Certain Contract 

Administration Authority to Resolve Disputes and Potential Delays on Existing Power Purchase 

Agreement and to Enter Specialized Legal Services Agreements for Support (3CE Long Term 

Energy Supply Contracts at Risk).  The Operations Board unanimously authorized the CEO to 

attempt to renegotiate long and short-term renewable energy certificate deals (remember, the real 

electricity comes from PG&E). We watched on Zoom as the city managers and county CEO’s who 

make up the Operations Board looked grim as they heard the bad news. 

 

They were pretty much speechless as once again they are beginning to comprehend the huge scam 

which they have allowed to be foisted on their respective city councils and boards of supervisors.  
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This one will be 10 times worse than when many allowed their governing bodies to adopt pension 

refunding bonds back in the early 2000’s. None of this speaks well for the state of the local government 

administration profession. No one we know has had the guts to say “no” to 3CE except for San Luis 

Obispo County CAO Wade Horton and Santa Maria City Manager Jason Stilwell, who was overridden 

by a divided City Council. These guys should be given  medals and bonuses for not slobbering all over 

the pork laden disastrous green racket. 

 

Eight of 3CE’s “suppliers” are attempting to renege on their contracts. The problem is impacting the 

other community choice energy (CCEs) throughout the state.  

 

Costs for solar panels and other components of clean energy are rising rapidly. Lithium has gone up 

over 40% in the last few months. 

 

The 3CE staff is talking about the need for Federal and State bailouts. Stay tuned – the State legislature 

will probably impose a surcharge on your electric bill to pay for it. 

 

 

Background:  The 3CE business model ultimately relies on the purchase of long term (multi-decade) 

supply contracts, which would ostensibly allow it to purchase electricity at lower costs than PG&E. 

Now it appears that some of these suppliers (termed counterparties) have advised 3CE that they cannot 

meet their delivery obligations in time per the contract requirements. The CEO requested a broad 

delegation of authority from the Board to negotiate with the counterparties to enforce the contracts. He 

also requested a new $200,000 special counsel contract to assist with this issue. 

 

The Board letter both ominously and vaguely stated in part: 

 

BACKGROUND: CCCE entered twelve long terms renewable resource contracts to fulfill CCCE’s 

legislative mandate for Renewable Portfolio Standards (RPS) as well as CCCE’s own board adopted 

100% Clean and Renewable by 2030 goal.  

 

During the past few weeks, CCCE was informed by several counter parties to these long-term 

agreements that, due to several factors, that the projects will not be ready for commercial operation on 

the agreed upon starting date. 

 

The counter requested to meet to discuss their hardship and asked that certain changes will be required 

to the agreement in order for them to proceed forward with project development.  

 

The write-up went on to state: 

 

PPAs and ESSAs
1
 generally require significant lead time for development, engineering, construction, 

and commissioning with each of those areas outside of CCCE’s control and oversight. Unfortunately, 

exigent circumstances have arisen that may require deviations to pre-commercial operation contract 

administration such as assessment of liquidated damages, the re-establishment of construction and 

commercial start dates, delay of full California Independent System Operator (CAISO) deliverability, 

repricing pre-contract term energy deliveries, and/or restructuring telemetry and metering 

configurations.  

 

                                                 
1
 Power Purchase Agreements and Energy Storage Service Agreements 
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And 

  

If left unchecked, the market circumstances, delays, and opportunistic behavior could have significant 

impacts on CCCE regulatory compliance, internal procurement goals, and customer rates. Most 

significantly, the next RPS compliance period covers from 2021 to 2024 and requires 26% of CCCE’s 

portfolio come from long term agreements and carries a $50/MWh penalty for non-compliance. 

Additionally, power scheduled to be delivered in 2022 and 2023 from PPAs and/or ESSAs will be 

replaced at significantly higher prices from the short-term market.  

 

The item did not reveal which vendors have a problem, or how many megawatts of supply are at risk in 

which years. It does did not indicate the dollar value of the contracts at risk or the percentage of supply 

represented. The Board should have demanded this information prior to taking any action. What a sad 

state of affairs, when these municipal professionals don’t even ask the most basic questions. Instead, 

they blither about how great the3CE staff is doing.  

 

 

SLO County Integrated Waste Management Authority (IWMA) Meeting of Wednesday, May 11, 

2022 (Completed)  

  

Item 9 - Third Quarter Budget Review and Preliminary Budget for Fiscal Year 2022/2023.  The 

Budget will increase due to the imposition of the wet garbage mandate (SB 1383) by the State. To pay 

for this increase, the solid waste management fee will increase. The refuse collectors will then pass this 

through to the citizen customers. Your per-can-per-month rate will jump. 

 

 
 

Big increase. 
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Overall, Interim Executive Director Paavo Ogren has improved the structure and clarity of the Budget 

presentation immensely from prior year versions.  

 

California Coastal Commission Meeting of Thursday, May 12, 2022 (Completed) 

 

Item Th8a - U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Modification to previously concurred with 

Consistency Determination CD-0002-21 for the Port San Luis Breakwater Repair Project, Port 

San Luis Harbor Breakwater, San Luis Obispo Count. (Sacred Rock – A Cultural Resource).  

The item was approved with conditions on the consent calendar.  

 

Background:  The Commission had previously approved replacement of some of the stone at the Port 

San Luis Breakwater and raising the height of the breakwater.  Subsequently, it was discovered that 

some of the old decayed stone would be removed. This stone originally was quarried from the Morro 

Rock.  

 

The proposed stone transport project raises a serious Constitutional issue, in that the additional project 

cost is for a religious purpose as outlined below. 

 

The Morro Rock is considered a sacred site by the Northern Chumash and Salinan Tribes. The write-up 

states in part: 

 

Following Commission concurrence and finalization of the 2021 Environmental Assessment, the Corps 

learned that the breakwater repair may result in up to 10,000 tons of displaced existing PSL 

breakwater stone which may not be able to be reincorporated back into the breakwater structure and 

would need to be relocated. While some of the existing stone may be re-used and retained within the 

breakwater, a portion of the stone was found to be too small to meet the current design requirements 

and maintain the hydraulic stability of the breakwater.  
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During the Corps’ tribal consultation process for the PSL breakwater repair, the yak tityu yak tiłhini - 

Northern Chumash Tribe and the Northern Chumash Tribal Council informed the NE-0001-22 

(USACE) Corps that the stone used to build the PSL breakwater was originally taken from Lisamu’ 

(also known as Morro Rock1), a recognized sacred site for the Chumash and Salinan Tribes. The tribes 

consider the existing breakwater stone as sacred, despite its removal from Lisamu’. To prevent further 

adverse effects to cultural resources, the consulting tribes requested that the displaced rock be 

relocated to an area near the PSL Breakwater or near Lisamu’, so as to retain the unity of the sacred 

stone as much as possible. After coordination with tribal groups and resource agencies, the Corps 

determined that relocating the displaced stone approximately 1,500 feet west of Lisamu’ (as shown in 

Exhibit 2) would avoid adverse impacts to sensitive habitat while maintaining the sacredness of the 

stone.  

 

Note: Why is the Corps qualified or allowed to determine the “sacredness” of the stone”? Why is 

the Coastal Commission allowed to consider such a factor in approving a permit? 

 

As a result, the taxpayers will pay to barge the rock back to Morro Rock. 

 

More specifically, during the breakwater repair, a crane-equipped barge would place the displaced 

stone from the breakwater onto a rock barge for transport to the proposed placement site. Two 

tugboats would then tow the rock barge with the displaced stone approximately 20 miles upcoast to the 

placement site offshore of Morro Bay. The rock barge is expected to carry approximately 1,000 tons of 

stone per trip. An estimated 10 roundtrips would be needed to transport all the displaced stone to the 

project site. Once the rock barge arrives at the project site, it would be anchored using two anchor 

stones to hold barge position during placement. Once the barge is accurately positioned using GPS, a 

track loader located on the barge would use a controlled push off method to place the displaced stone 

into the proposed module configurations. The stone would then sink through the water column and 

settle on the sea floor in the designated module locations. Stone would be placed in sets of individual 

modules to maintain cohesion between all stone placed. 

 

You would think that they would it least place the rock so that it would improve the surf break and 

generate a wave that breaks from right to left north of the rock.   

 

Meanwhile, you can contemplate that the Coastal Commission and US Army Corps of Engineers will 

honor the religious belief that the stone is spiritually animated and must be returned to its unified state 

(actually next the Morro Rock). One news article reported that the cost of the overall project was $4.8 

million; however, that was reported before the addition of the rock transport to Morro Bay. 

Accordingly, the cost the additional work is not known to us. 

 

It appears that the rock transport from Port San Luis to Morro Bay is being required on the basis of a 

religious belief - the sacred nature of the stone. Is such a sectarian expense legal under our Federal and 

State Constitutions? What if it were a statue of Saint Junipero Serra instead? 

 



26 

 

  
 

 

  
2
 

                                                        A Sacred Curl at the Rock 

 

Items Th9a and Th10a – These two items were considered together in one hearing. The decision 

to deny the items will have profound negative impact on the future of ocean desalination in 

California. 

 

Item Th9a - Appeal by Orange County Coastkeeper, Surfrider Foundation, Residents for 

Responsible Desalination, and Commissioners Wan and Mirkarimi from decision of City of 

Huntington Beach granting permit with conditions to Poseidon Water for removal of storage 

tanks, conduct remediation, and construction and operation of seawater desalination facility 

within sight of Huntington Beach Generating Station, 21730 Newland Ave., Huntington Beach, 

Orange County.  The staff write-up recommending denial and concurring with the appeal is 204 pages 

long. 

 

Item Th10a - Application of Poseidon Water to construct and operate seawater desalination 

facility at Huntington Beach Generating Station, 21730 Newland Ave., Huntington Beach, and 

intake and outfall structures in waters of the Pacific Ocean offshore of Huntington Beach, 

Orange County. The staff report denying the application is also 204 pages long and is almost a 

duplicate except for the page which sustains the appeal and denying the project.   

At the end of the mammoth day- long session, which extended into the evening, the Commission 

denied the application unanimously after a 10-year effort by the applicant to receive approval. A hostile 

crowd of groaning and booing enviro-socialists cheered the Commission on, even though the Chair 

pretended to command order. 

                                                 
2
 Kanaloa is the Hawaiian God of the oceans and all that live in those oceans. He is symbolized by the squid or by the 

octopus and is typically associated with Kāne and there exists a vast amount of popular and mythical lore in which the two 

gods are named together. Both are invoked by canoe men, Kane for the canoe building, Kanaloa for its sailing.  

They should put the stones 

over here to build a surf reef. 

Then they would get double 

sacred benefit by 

propitiating the Northern 

Chumash Morro Rock Spirit 

and the Surf God Kanaloa. 
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Our central Coast representative to the commission voted along with the rest to kill the project: 

 
“I wish that I didn’t have to take this vote today. I’m not opposed to desalination.” said commissioner Meagan 

Harmon, a Santa Barbara City Councilmember. She pointed to the desalination plant in Santa Barbara as a 

critical part of the city’s supply. But she said desalination has to be cost-effective and environmentally 

sound. “And I don’t think this project and the mitigation package as it’s currently proposed, meets those 

standards.”  

 

Nancy Vogel, deputy secretary for water at the California Natural Resources Agency, spoke on behalf 

of Governor Newsom to defend desalination “where it is cost effective and environmentally 

appropriate,” but she did not say anything in direct support of the project.  

 

Executive Director Jack Ainsworth said their recommendation was not a referendum on the future of 

desalination in California, pointing to more optimistic prospects for another project, the 

proposed Doheny Desalination Facility in south Orange County’s Dana Point.  

 

“Denial of this project does not mean that we’re setting the stage for the denial of all desal facilities or 

other critical infrastructures across the state,” he said. “Every project has a different set of 

circumstances, facts and context.”   

 

Fat Chance! 

 

Summary:  This denial, which killed the project, is extremely dangerous to the future of the State 

because it contains an all-encompassing list of reasons that could prohibit such projects anywhere in 

coastal California. While specific to the Huntington Beach site in some ways, most of the reasons for 

denial could be applied to just about any coastal site, including the San Luis Obispo Diablo site. If the 

Diablo Power Plant is ultimately demolished, an economic development consortium led by Cal Poly 

proposes a new vision of the site as a world class Innovation Park. (See page 29 below for details.)  

 

 

Staff recommends a NO vote. Failure of this motion (to approve) will result in denial of the permit and 

adoption of the following resolution and findings. The motion passes only by affirmative vote of a 

majority of the Commissioners present.  

 

Resolution: The Commission hereby denies a coastal development permit for the proposed 

development on the ground that the development will not conform with the City of Huntington Beach’s 

certified Local Coastal Program. Approval of the permit would not comply with the California 

Environmental Quality Act because there are feasible mitigation measures or alternatives that would 

substantially lessen the significant adverse impacts of the development on the environment. 

 

Background:  Poseidon Water originally proposed the facility within the City of Huntington Beach in 

1998. In 2010 the City approved a conditional use permit (CDP) for the plant. The City’s approval was 

appealed to the Coastal Commission In 2015 the Commission approved a revised plan that contained so 

many expensive requirements that Poseidon withdrew the application before the final vote. A coalition 

of environmental groups has maintained their appeal throughout. 

 

The reasons for current denial of the Huntington Beach proposal are summarized below. The 

implications are devastating. Remember that this is only a summary.    

https://www.hepnermyers.com/meagan-harmon.html
https://www.hepnermyers.com/meagan-harmon.html
https://www.scwd.org/about/district_projects/doheny_desalination/index.php
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The project:  The project killing staff report stated in part: 

 

Poseidon Water (Poseidon) proposes to construct and operate a seawater desalination facility on about 

12 acres of the approximately 54-acre site of the Huntington Beach Generating Station, in Huntington 

Beach, Orange County. The facility would use the power plant’s soon-to-be retired cooling water 

intake to draw in up to 106.7 million gallons per day (mgd) of seawater to produce up to 50 mgd of 

potable water for purchase by, and delivery to, local water districts. Poseidon would then discharge A-

5-HNB-10-225/9-21-0488 (Poseidon Water) 2 approximately 57 mgd of highly saline brine through the 

power plant’s existing outfall pipe, which extends offshore approximately 1500 feet. The project would 

involve demolition and removal of fuel oil storage tanks and other infrastructure formerly used by the 

power plant, cleanup of soil and groundwater contamination at the site, and construction and 

operation of the desalination facility and a water supply reservoir that would serve the facility as well 

as provide an emergency water supply reservoir for the City. It would also involve installing and 

operating pipelines to deliver water to the local and regional water distribution systems in Orange 

County. Poseidon proposes to operate the facility for approximately 50-60 years. 

 

Some of the reasons for denial (remember, 204 pages worth) are listed here. For more detail on each of 

these see last week’s Update at the link: COLAB San Luis Obispo County (colabslo.org)  

  

1. Coastal Hazards: Flooding, Sea Level Rise, Seismic Hazards 
 

2. Marine Life and Water Quality Poseidon’s project would also harm marine life and water quality 

by pulling in about 106.7 million gallons of seawater per day (“mgd”) through a screened intake 

pipe and discharging approximately 57 million gallons of high-salinity brine per day into the ocean 

using high-velocity diffusers:   
 

3. Environmental Justice  
 

4. Wetlands and Environmentally Sensitive Habitat  
 

5. Coastal-Dependent Override Provision 

 

6. Energy costs  

 

7.  Violations of the Coastal Act and/or Huntington Beach LCP  
 

8. State Ocean Plan Amendment to Retire Once-Through Cooling Systems  
 

9. Coastal Commission’s 2018 Sea Level Rise Policy Guidance 

 

10. Coastal Commission’s 2021 Critical Infrastructure Guidance:  
 

11. Tribal Opposition: The Tribal representative said Gabrielino-Tongva Tribal Chief Antony Morales 

does not support the project. The official said he believes Poseidon, as a private company, does not  

12. Geologic Hazards:  

 

13. Tsunami  
 

https://www.colabslo.org/weekly_alerts.html
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14. Sea Level Rise  
 

15. Marine Life:  
 

16. Discharge Contaminants  
 

17. Acidification effects 

 

18.Energy and Global Warming Impacts  
 

Large Scale Desalination DOA in California 

 

As noted at the beginning of this discussion, the precedents established here could render any proposal 

for large scale desalination within California DOA from the start. Imagine, if one of the proposals for 

industrial scale desalination at Diablo were subjected to these provisions. 

 

Will the Coastal Commission reject  the World Class Clean Tech Park proposed for the existing Diablo 

Plant site? 

 

The economic development not-for-profit REACH summarized the proposal in part: 

 

Where the Diablo Canyon Power Plant sits on California’s Central Coast, we see a new future as a 

hub of clean energy innovation. We see a research and development campus where industry and 

academia can hatch and collaborate on emerging renewable technologies. We see an expansion of 

existing desalination capabilities, a harbor for blue economy activity, a community center for 

Chumash heritage education and celebration, and a critical platform for enabling California to 

harness the wind energy right off our coast.  

 

Put simply, this unique industrial site offers unrivaled energy assets for pioneering the next chapter 

of our state and nation’s energy independence and resilience. With high-power transmission lines 

(500 kV and 230 kV) connecting to the state’s electricity grid, extensive existing facilities, and 

proximity to the offshore wind development coming to the waters off our coast, this site can 

accelerate global clean-energy innovation — all while creating jobs and economic benefit for 

Central Coast residents and retaining the vast surrounding lands for conservation and tribal 

stewardship. 

   

https://reachcentralcoast.org/offshore-wind/
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Note that the project contains a proposal for desalination as well as the use of the site for the landing of 

the undersea transmission cables from a proposed large scale offshore wind farm. 

 

EMERGENT ISSUES 
 

Item 1 - COVID:   

   
 

2 (2 ICU)**SLO County Residents with COVID-19 in Hospital 

  
Item 2 - New Friends of the Dunes Lawsuit demands $1 million form SLO APCD.  The article 

below details the issues. The obsolescent and self-serving agency just keeps getting into deeper and 

deeper trouble over the ill-fated effort to shut down the dunes. 

 

Group files lawsuit to recoup more than $1 million from SLO 

County agency 

May 9, 2022 

By KAREN VELIE 
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A group filed a civil lawsuit last week against the San Luis Obispo County Air Pollution Control 

District (APCD) for the “illegal use” of more than $1 million from the California’s Off-Highway 

Vehicle Trust Fund. 

Friends of Oceano Dunes is suing the APCD and its board members for the illegal expenditure of funds 

earmarked for the support of off-highway vehicle recreation. The trust is funded through fees and taxes 

from off-highway vehicle usage. 

The California Code of Civil Procedure “permits a taxpayer to bring an action to restrain or prevent 

an illegal expenditure of public money,” according to the lawsuit. “Friends’ members are taxpayers in 

this state, and the expenditure of public funds under a void contract constitutes waste under the 

statute.” 

A 2021 court ruling invalidated the APCD’s 2014 agreement to implement its dust rule. Formally 

called Rule 1001, the dust rule required state parks to reduce the particulate matter blowing from the 

Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area or face fines of $1,000 per day. 

The court found the APCD’s agreement violated public policy because the agency adopted the 

agreement out of view of the public and without public input. The court also ruled that APCD staff 

didn’t have the authority to change Rule 1001 requirements, without direction from the agency’s full 

board of directors. 

The ruling appears to allow State Parks the ability to seek reimbursement from the APCD for monies 

expended under the void agreement, which Friends is saying exceeds $1 million. Even though State 

Parks is mandated to support off-highway vehicle usage at the Oceano Dunes, its administration 

generally takes a passive stance at what has become a politically charged issue. 

On Jan. 26, Friends’ attorney Thomas Roth sent a letter to the APCD demanding the agency refund all 

monies collected under the 2014 dust rule. 

In the APCD’s response, attorney Jeff Minnery argues that Friends did not provide proof of how much 

money State Parks paid the APCD or that the money was paid because of the consent decree. Minnery 

then asserts that monies garnered through the voided agreement were legitimate. 

“Prior to the Stipulated Order of Abatement, State Parks reimbursed the APCD for costs incurred for 

monitoring required by Rule 1001,” according to Minnery’s letter. “The District is entitled to recover 

costs of its regulatory compliance programs.” 

Roth then renewed his demand that the APCD return all funds paid under the void consent decree and 

that all payments under the agreement cease and desist immediately, in a March 15 letter. 

“Monies paid under a void agreement are ultra vires and must be returned,” Roth wrote in his letter. “A 

taxpayer may sue pursuant to statute and common law to recover monies on behalf of taxpayers and the 

state when payments have been made by the state under a void agreement.” 

In its lawsuit, Friends is asking the court to order the return of all funds State Parks paid under the void 

agreement, for a cease and desist of new payments, and for court costs and attorneys’ fees. 

Friends of the Oceano Dunes is a not-for-profit corporation expressly created to preserve camping and 

off-highway vehicle recreation at the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area. Friends 

represents approximately 28,000 members and users of the Oceano Dunes. 

During the past six years, Friends has successfully sued the California Coastal Commission, the 

California Air Resources Board and the APCD approximately 10 times over the agencies’ regulatory 

actions related to the Oceano Dunes State Recreational Area 
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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 

 

A MESSY NECESSITY 

President Biden’s $6 billion nuclear bailout aims to patch up an industry 

damaged by bad energy policies. 
BY JAMES B. MEIGS 

 

 

Last month, the Biden administration began implementing its plan to spend $6 billion bailing out 

financially troubled U.S. nuclear power plants. “We’re using every tool available to get this country 

powered by clean energy by 2035, and that includes prioritizing our existing nuclear fleet,” Secretary of 

Energy Jennifer Granholm said in a statement. The measure, a relatively tiny part of Biden’s $1 trillion 

infrastructure package, didn’t get much attention when that bill passed Congress last year. But now that 

the Department of Energy has launched the program, opponents are speaking up. The environmental 

group Beyond Nuclear calls the move a “misguided but predictable decision.” Taxpayers for Common 

Sense decries providing “more bailout money for an already failing industry.” 

 

The critics have a point. As a rule, direct federal subsidies to specific industries are inefficient, prone to 

abuse, and unfair to competing businesses (not to mention a burden to taxpayers). Those concerns 

apply to the Department of Energy’s new Civilian Nuclear Credit (CNC) program as well. Still, 

considering the grim alternatives, the CNC program might turn out to be one of the rare bright spots in 

the Biden administration’s energy policy. How could enacting a clumsy, taxpayer-funded bailout be 

considered a sensible move? Only because the rest of U.S. energy policy is such a mess. 

 

Today, nuclear reactors generate 19 percent of electricity produced in the U.S. Despite decades of 

subsidies, wind and solar power account for only 12 percent. While the output from wind and solar 

facilities varies unpredictably, nuclear plants produce reliable base-load power. Most of the plants in 

operation today could continue to run safely and efficiently for decades to come. “Nuclear plants 

operate with very high reliability,” Adam Stein, an energy analyst at the eco-pragmatist Breakthrough 

Institute think tank, told me in an email exchange. And, contrary to the widely held belief that nuclear 

energy is “too expensive,” these plants produce electricity at rates well below the U.S. average. “This is 

not a dying industry,” Stein concludes. 

 

So why do nuclear plants need a federal subsidy? The answer lies partly in America’s history of 

counterproductive energy policies. After the 1979 Three Mile Island accident, regulations ramped up 

far beyond what was necessary to ensure safety. Today, it is almost impossible to build new nuclear 

plants, and even existing facilities face annual regulatory burdens of roughly $60 million per plant. At 

the same time, the federal government provides large tax credits and other advantages to competing 

energy sources, particularly wind and solar power. The nuclear industry, often decried for its supposed 

dependence on government subsidies, receives a relative pittance. According to a 2020 analysis by 

Robert Bryce, a stunning contrast emerges when one measures the tax breaks against the quantity of 
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energy produced. Counted in terms of subsidy dollars per megawatt-hour, Bryce concludes, “the 

American solar industry got roughly 250 times as much in federal tax incentives as the nuclear sector.” 

Wind power received subsidies about 160 times greater than those granted to nuclear producers. 

 

No wonder nuclear plants face headwinds. States add additional burdens, in particular “renewable 

portfolio standards” that force utilities to buy large shares of their electricity from renewable sources. In 

most cases, these RPS rules exclude nuclear power (which, though it is zero-carbon, is not technically 

“renewable”). Low natural gas prices over the past decade have been another challenge for nuclear 

operators. (In that case, at least, the culprit is market innovation, not government policies.) But perhaps 

the most insidious threat to nuclear power comes down to the variable nature of the electricity 

generated by wind and solar. Solar panels produce full power only on sunny days, and on average, wind 

turbines spin at optimal rates about a third of the time. One would think this “intermittency” would 

make renewable sources anemic competitors to the robust power provided by nuclear plants. But, while 

wind and solar can’t feasibly replace today’s dependable electricity sources, their on-again, off-again 

power can fatally undermine the economics of some nuclear plants. 

 

Perhaps the best way to explain this paradox is through an analogy: Imagine you run a large, 24-hour 

restaurant; let’s call it the “Atomic Diner.” Since you have a sizable mortgage—and need to keep 

workers on site at all hours—your fixed costs are high. But thanks partly to big breakfast and lunch 

crowds, your restaurant is profitable. Now imagine a fast-food stand opens up next door; call it “Solar 

Burger.” It’s usually closed; in fact, no one knows in advance which days it will be open. But when it is 

serving, the restaurant cranks out hundreds of burgers an hour. What’s more, thanks to special tax 

credits and low fixed costs, Solar Burger can sell its sandwiches for pennies. Sometimes it even pays 

customers to take them away. 

 

Imagine the state of your business now. Several days a week, Solar Burger happens to open during your 

lunch rush. Suddenly, your tables are empty while your customers scarf down the nearly free food next 

door. Even if Solar Burger opens only sporadically, that’s enough to wipe out your profit margin. The 

Atomic Diner soon flirts with bankruptcy. 

 

This is the scenario facing many nuclear plants. During periods of peak wind and solar generation, 

electricity prices collapse. Some states even let producers pay customers who are willing to absorb 

power no one else wants. (How do energy companies make money selling at these “negative prices”? 

Tax credits.) Nuclear plants can’t easily shut down or send workers home during surges in renewable-

power generation, so they are forced to operate at a loss—one of the factors that has forced the 

premature closure of 12 nuclear plants since 2013. According to the Department of Energy, seven more 

plants are marked for shutdown over the next four years, and as much as a quarter of the U.S. nuclear 

fleet faces economic challenges. Most of these plants are not the victims of bad management or 

outdated technology. They are threatened by “renewables-first” energy policies that put nuclear power 

at a huge disadvantage. 

 

Note the irony here: while wind and solar produce enough electricity to make some nuclear plants 

unprofitable, they don’t make nearly enough to replace the carbon-free power lost when the plants shut 

down. Take the example of New York’s Indian Point nuclear plant. Former governor Andrew Cuomo, 

working with Hudson Riverkeeper and other green activists, forced the early shutdown of the plant in 

2021. That single plant produced about two and a half times as much power as all the state’s existing 

wind and solar facilities combined. When its reactors went silent, utilities turned to gas-fired power 

plants to fill the gap. Only environmentalists were surprised when New York State’s grid-related 
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carbon emissions shot up 15 percent. Electricity prices are now skyrocketing as well. Since more gas is 

now being used to make electricity, other gas customers face shortages. 

 

This pattern—higher emissions coupled with higher consumer prices—has been repeated in every 

region where nuclear plants have closed prematurely. The push to replace reliable nuclear power mostly 

with wind and solar compounds the problem. While renewable energy can make meaningful 

contributions to clean-power generation, the grid today can’t operate primarily on these intermittent 

sources. (A mostly renewable power grid would require technology capable of storing huge amounts of 

energy at a reasonable cost. That goal remains far outside our reach for now.) California, home to the 

country’s most aggressive green-energy policies, faced rolling blackouts in 2020 when grid operators 

couldn’t cope with the wild swings in renewable-power output. In other words, the renewables-first 

approach isn’t just inefficient, it’s backfiring. 

 

While some environmental groups have lately become more supportive of nuclear power, others, 

including the Sierra Club and Friends of the Earth, still agitate for more plant closures. Anti-nuclear 

activists and politicians typically argue that burgeoning wind and solar facilities will quickly replace 

the clean power lost when nuclear plants shut down. As we’ve seen in New York and other states, 

that’s simply not true. But even if it were the case, how would spending billions to replace one zero-

carbon energy source with another make either economic or environmental sense? “This is what I call 

‘treadmill decarbonization,’” says Breakthrough Institute analyst Stein: “We’re running in place instead 

of making progress.” 

 

The nation’s leading power companies aren’t helping much. Entergy, the former owner of New York’s 

Indian Point, has announced plans to gradually close or sell off its five remaining nuclear plants. While 

the company blames economic conditions, political considerations presumably also play a role in 

shutdown decisions: keeping nuclear plants online requires periodic equipment upgrades and other 

investments. Business leaders don’t want to risk such expenditures if they think activists and politicians 

might later pull the rug out from under them. Political uncertainty is a major risk factor for businesses 

whose investments need to pay off over decades. 

 

The Biden plan is meant to give these challenged plants a chance to keep operating—at least until a 

better regulatory model emerges. The first tranche of CNC payments will “prioritize reactors that have 

already announced their intention to cease operations,” according to the Department of Energy. Later 

cycles will include a broader group of plants facing monetary hardship. Clearly, offering direct 

subsidies to businesses that claim to be financially stressed can create perverse incentives. By funneling 

cash to those plants and not others, the program risks effectively penalizing the power companies that 

run their operations most efficiently. 

 

But our over-regulated energy sector is already a maze of perverse incentives. Existing policies 

encourage unreliable energy production and penalize reliable nuclear plants, threatening to undermine 

the integrity of the U.S. grid even as they burden ratepayers and taxpayers. The Biden administration 

isn’t alone in concluding that saving at-risk plants requires drastic action. Several states, including 

Illinois and New Jersey, already subsidize nuclear power. Even as New York pushed to close Indian 

Point, it also launched a program to subsidize three upstate plants. From the perspective of pro-nuclear 

activists, these programs simply offer nuclear power the same kind of financial incentives that states 

routinely grant to renewable-energy suppliers. 

Free marketeers, of course, see such subsidies as a form of crony capitalism, and they’re not all wrong.  
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“Subsidizing nuclear power is poor public policy,” writes American Enterprise Institute economist 

Mark J. Perry. “The nuclear industry knows that its days are numbered.” If the nuclear industry were 

falling behind in a genuinely free market, this assessment would be correct. But our current energy 

regime places unique regulatory burdens on nuclear producers. At the same time, wind and solar benefit 

from a kind of green crony capitalism, one that involves not just government policies but also the 

investment community’s focus on ESG (Environmental, Social, and Governance) criteria in making 

financing decisions. 

 

Some advocates say that nuclear power should get higher subsidies across the board. A better approach 

would be to reduce the disproportionate aid flowing to wind and solar and let all clean energy sources 

compete on a level playing field. Such a complete rethink of renewable-energy policies probably won’t 

fly in states such as California and New York, or in the Biden White House. But Biden’s bailout plan at 

least attempts to stave off the imminent closure of the country’s most at-risk plants. In the short term, 

the move could help save our power grid from losing 7 gigawatts of clean energy. Still, bailouts are not 

a long-term solution. We need more comprehensive reform. 

 

It’s too soon to know if the bailout plan’s provisions will be flexible enough to help power companies 

keep their endangered plants running. But the program is already nudging some states to reassess the 

importance of their nuclear plants. In Michigan, Governor Gretchen Whitmer wants to tap into the fund 

in a last-ditch effort to save that state’s Palisades nuclear plant, which its owner, Entergy, plans to shut 

down later this month. In California, anti-nuclear environmentalists and politicians have long backed a 

plan to shutter Diablo Canyon, the state’s only remaining nuclear facility. But in a stunning about-face, 

Governor Gavin Newsom recently announced that he wants to keep it open. It’s unclear whether Diablo 

Canyon would qualify for the bailout funds (it’s being forced to close mostly for political rather than 

financial reasons). But Newsom’s sudden conversion represents a political sea change for the state, and, 

as Bryce writes, “a massive win for rational climate policy and the pro-nuclear movement in the United 

States.” 

 

The Biden administration isn’t known for challenging its progressive base, so it deserves some credit 

for wholeheartedly endorsing nuclear power as a vital part of our energy mix. Still, Biden’s energy 

policies recommit to some of the same mistakes that helped create the nuclear-power dilemma in the 

first place. In addition to its relatively paltry $6 billion for nuclear plants, the 2021 Infrastructure 

Investment and Jobs Act includes $65 billion for power-grid upgrades, partly to help utilities handle the 

anticipated increases in renewable power. The grid needs these upgrades, but they should be paid for by 

the private sector. A better approach would be to roll back the regulations that make infrastructure 

projects so slow and expensive to build. 

 

The administration is also pushing a grandiose scheme to line the East Coast with the world’s biggest 

network of offshore wind farms. The project would be “catalyzed” through lavish tax credits and other 

subsidies. But the power produced by the gargantuan turbines could wind up costing two or three times 

more per megawatt-hour than electricity from today’s nuclear plants or other sources. That multibillion-

dollar burden would fall on ratepayers. In a devastating new report, Manhattan Institute adjunct fellow 

Jonathan A. Lesser exposes both the “dismal economics” and the engineering absurdities of the plan. 

American energy policy has evolved into a tangled web of regulations, tax credits, incentives, and 

disincentives—all of which drive up prices even as they do surprisingly little to bring down carbon 

emissions. Indeed, as we’ve seen, the renewables-first approach favored by progressives can even drive 

up emissions if it forces nuclear plants to close. 

 



36 

 

Biden’s bailout is a clumsy way to address that dilemma. Providing direct subsidies to nuclear power 

producers is a messy, wasteful way to protect our power grid. Let’s hope it’s temporary. But given 

today’s political realities, it might be the least bad option on the table, helping some vulnerable plants 

stay alive until another, more market-oriented administration can start untangling our energy mess. 

 

James B. Meigs is cohost of the How Do We Fix It? podcast. This article first appeared in the City 

Journal on May 7, 2022. 

 

CALIFORNIA PREPARES FOR ENERGY 

SHORTFALLS IN HOT, DRY SUMMER  
BY KATHLEEN RONAYNE 

 

SACRAMENTO, Calif. (AP) — California likely will have an energy shortfall equivalent to what it 

takes to power about 1.3 million homes when use is at its peak during the hot and dry summer months, 

state officials said Friday. 

 

Threats from drought, extreme heat and wildfires, plus supply chain and regulatory issues hampering 

the solar industry will create challenges for energy reliability this summer, the officials said. They 

represented the California Public Utilities Commission, the California Energy Commission, and the 

California Independent System Operator, which manages the state’s energy grid. 

State models assume the state will have 1,700 fewer megawatts of power than it needs during the times 

of highest demand — typically early evening as the sun sets — in the hottest months when air 

conditioners are in full use. 

 

One megawatt powers about 750 to 1,000 homes in California, according to the energy commission. 

Under the most extreme circumstances, the shortfall could be far worse: 5,000 megawatts, or enough to 

power 3.75 million homes. 

 

 “The only thing we expect is to see new and surprising conditions, and we’re trying to be prepared for 

those,” said Alice Reynolds, president of the California Public Utilities Commission, which regulates 

major utilities such as Pacific Gas & Electric. 

Climate change is driving a megadrought in California, which this year saw the driest January through 

March on record. Last summer the state for the first time shut off hydropower generation at the Oroville 

Dam because there wasn’t enough water. It’s up and running again, but the shutdown cost the state 600 

megawatts of power, officials said. 

 

Large hydropower projects generated nearly 14% of the state’s electricity in 2020, according to the 

independent system operator. Renewable energy sources, chiefly solar, accounted for 34.5% and 

nuclear power made up 10%. 

 

Amid expected shortfalls this summer the state — and residents — have multiple tools to avoid 

blackouts. Power can be purchased from other states and residents can lower their use during peak 

demand, but power shortages still are possible during extreme situations, officials said. Reynolds urged 

people to consider lowering their energy use by doing things like cooling their homes early in the day 

then turning off their air conditioners when the sun goes down. 

 

https://apnews.com/article/business-environment-and-nature-california-e1ba2e38caafb44bf893a2f05a18edb7
https://apnews.com/article/business-environment-and-nature-california-e1ba2e38caafb44bf893a2f05a18edb7
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In August 2020, amid extreme heat, the California Independent System Operator ordered utilities to 

temporarily cut power to hundreds of thousands of customers. 

Mark Rothleder, senior vice president for the system operator, said the state would be more likely to 

experience blackouts again this year if the entire West has a heat wave at the same time. That would 

hinder California’s ability to buy excess power from other states. Wildfires could also hinder the state’s 

ability to keep the power on, he said. 

 

California is in the process of transitioning its grid away from power sources that emit greenhouse 

gases to carbon-free sources such as solar and wind power. As old power plants prepare for retirement, 

including the Diablo Canyon Nuclear Power Plant, the state has fewer energy options available. By 

2025, the state will lose 6,000 megawatts of power due to planned power plant shutdowns. 

Ana Matosantos, cabinet secretary for Gov. Gavin Newsom, declined to share details about what other 

actions the administration might take to ensure reliability, only saying Newsom was looking a “range of 

different actions.” The Democratic governor recently said he was open to keeping Diablo Canyon 

open beyond its planned 2025 closing. 

 

Meanwhile, supply chain issues caused by the pandemic are slowing down the availability of 

equipment needed to stand up more solar power systems with batteries that can store the energy for use 

when the sun isn’t shining. 

 

The state officials also pointed to an investigation by the U.S. Department of Commerce into imports of 

solar panels from Southeast Asia as something with the potential to hinder California’s move toward 

clean energy. 

 

California has set a goal of getting 100% of its electricity from non-carbon sources by 2045, with 

certain benchmarks along the way including 60% by 2030. Already the state sometimes exceeds that 

target, particularly during the day. How much power comes from renewable sources varies based on the 

time of day and year as well as what’s available. 

 

Recently the system operator said it hit a record of getting more than 99% of energy from non-carbon 

sources around 3 p.m., though that only lasted for a few minutes. 

Solar power by far makes up the largest share of renewable power, though it peaks during the day and 

drops off significantly at night when the sun goes down. The state is ramping up battery storage so 

solar power can continue to be used when its dark, but the state’s capacity is still significantly lacking. 

Pacific Gas & Electric, which serves about 16 million people in California, has added more battery 

storage since the 2020 power outages and is working on programs to reduce the energy load during 

peak demand, spokeswoman Lynsey Paolo said in a statement. The company is conserving water in 

reservoirs it relies on for hydropower and telling customers how they can reduce demand, she said. Her 

statement did not mention Diablo Canyon, which the utility operates. 

Southern California Edison, another major utility, is working to procure more power, complete its own 

battery storage project and incentivize customers to use less energy, spokesman David Song said. 

“Southern California Edison understands how much our customers depend on reliable electricity that is 

delivered safely, especially during the summer months when customers rely on electric service for air 

conditioners and fans during extended heat waves,” he said. 

This article first appeared nationally as an Associated Press item on May 6, 2022, and was then sent 

out by Flash Report on May 7, 2022. Kathleen Ronayne is an Associated Press Reporter based in 

Sacramento. 

  

https://apnews.com/article/virus-outbreak-ap-top-news-san-francisco-ca-state-wire-utilities-78364b669c0a714d2ca7107886510f5e
https://apnews.com/article/business-environment-california-gavin-newsom-canyons-569f9b630a31b75ea1e80f0854679faa
https://apnews.com/article/business-environment-california-gavin-newsom-canyons-569f9b630a31b75ea1e80f0854679faa
https://apnews.com/article/climate-biden-science-business-environment-7ffde796e44ccca24d0e2eecd3abfef4
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THE EXASPERATED AMERICAN 

Will the voters channel their furor at this regime of lies into an 

unprecedented turnout at the polls in November?  
By VICTOR DAVIS HANSON  

 

A large majority of Americans now have no confidence in Joe Biden and his administration, which 

often polls below 40 percent, with negatives nearing 60 percent. 

Despite the 15-month catastrophe of his regime, the level of his own unpopularity remains 

understandable but still remarkable. After all, in 2020 voters already knew well of his cognitive deficits 

and the radicalism of his agenda. They saw both clearly starting in 2019 and during the 2020 

Democratic primaries, the primary debates, and the general election. 

So what did Biden’s voters imagine would happen when a cognitively challenged president, controlled 

by hard-Left subordinates, entered office—other than what he has done? 

Now, as then, the media is fused to the progressive agenda and does—and did—its best to turn a non-

compos mentis Biden into a bite-your-lip centrist empath in the Bill Clinton “I feel your pain” mode. 

The American people know that on every occasion their president speaks, he will slur his words at best. 

At worst, he will have little idea where he is, where he has been, or what he is supposed to be saying or 

doing. When he is momentarily cognizant, he is at his meanest, or he simply makes things up. 

Our new normal of a mentally incapacitated president is not entirely new in American history—

Woodrow Wilson was an invalid during the last months of his presidency. But Wilson’s condition was 

well hidden. Quite novel is the idea that the American people know the man in the White House is 

cognitively disabled and simply expect him to confirm that bleak diagnosis each time he opens his 

mouth. 

If Donald Trump exaggerated, Biden flat out lies daily. His most recent untruth was his assertion that 

the MAGA movement represents “the most extreme political organization that’s existed in American 

history.” Biden cannot really believe that roughly half the country is now more dangerous than Antifa, 

Black Lives Matter, the Weathermen, the American Nazi Party, the American Communist Party, and 

the Ku Klux Klan. And this comes from the mythically moderate “good old Joe from Scranton”? 

The bullied people also know the Biden problem has no remedy. The 25th Amendment that Democrats 

and the Left raised nonstop in efforts to remove Trump—from the Rosenstein-McCabe wear-a-wire 

embarrassment and former Yale psychiatrist Bandy X. Lee’s congressional tomfoolery to the incessant 

Montreal Cognitive Assessment demands—won’t apply to Biden. 

Either the media will continue to rebrand his incapacity as Ciceronian eloquence or it will privately 

gloat that Kamala Harris is so off-putting, so uninformed, so unpopular that the people would prefer an 

amnesiac Biden to a nonimpaired Harris. The truth is, the three doyens of Democratic progressivism—

Joe Biden, Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.), and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.)—all 

struggle with cognitive decline and rely heavily upon the media and the Democratic Party’s political 

https://thehill.com/homenews/administration/429960-mccabe-said-justice-dept-discussed-25th-amendment-confirms-rosenstein/
https://thehill.com/homenews/administration/429960-mccabe-said-justice-dept-discussed-25th-amendment-confirms-rosenstein/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2021/12/04/kamala-harris-staff-departures/
https://www.cnn.com/2021/11/14/politics/kamala-harris-frustrating-start-vice-president/index.html
https://www.newsweek.com/joe-biden-kamala-harris-approval-rating-compares-1700379
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attack machine to enjoy asymmetrical exemption. (Though, in Feinstein’s case, her support is 

wavering.) 

Americans feel there is no remedy for this downward spiral until November. To get a sense of their 

dilemma, imagine a Richard Nixon in 1973 caught lying during Watergate but with Spiro Agnew 

waiting in the wings without a trace of scandal—except with one difference: the current media is now 

attacking not the president’s shortcomings, but the president’s critics who point them out. 

Even if the Republicans were to win a 60-vote majority in the Senate, they would hesitate to impeach 

Biden simply because Harris is a more frightening prospect. And some Marquess of Queensberry 

centrist RINOs would not wish to codify the Democrats’ new standard of impeaching an opposition 

president the minute he loses the House of Representatives in his first midterm. 

Most of the country has awakened to the fact that the Trump-Russia collusion story was essentially a 

Hillary Clinton campaign effort to destroy a political opponent, a presidential transition, and a 

presidency. And they know Clinton will never be indicted for her conspiracies and racketeering even if 

her minions rat her out to seek reduced charges for themselves. 

That hoax was followed by an impeachment vote over a phone call based on two more lies: 1) the 

Biden family was neither corrupt nor used Joe Biden’s office as vice president and his future political 

career to leverage payments from Ukraine, and 2) Donald Trump canceled military aid to Ukraine 

rather than sent them critical Javelin anti-tank missiles put on hold by the Obama Administration. 

Americans know Google, Facebook, and Twitter censors were all enlisted in the effort to destroy a 

former president and his outspoken supporters. And they know there is no real remedy unless two or 

three more enlightened billionaires follow Elon Musk’s lead. 

If Roe v. Wade were to be repealed, many Americans in red states will remain appalled that some blue 

states will allow abortions, especially late-term abortions after 22 weeks. But nearly all will accept the 

rule of constitutional democracy and thus the states’ rights to make their own laws that do not conflict 

with federal legislation as passed by Congress and signed by the president. 

These red-state citizens know the opposite is certainly not true: blue state officials will do all they can 

to attack those who disagree with them, who consider abortion the destruction of human life in the 

womb. Expect more California-style official travel bans. 

Americans know that the Department of Homeland Security’s new “Disinformation Governance 

Board” will, by design, be run by an arch-disinformationist Nina Jankowicz. The board’s entire purpose 

is to coordinate with the media to brand oppositional expression as “hate speech” and “mis-, dis-, and 

mal-information” so that critics preemptively self-censor and moderate their opposition. 

In this regard, they know that the Biden regime awards positions of great power in the U.S. government 

to those who do the very opposite of the intended offices’ purview. The goal is pure nihilism. 

Thus, a mythographer and propagandist will adjudicate “truth.” A homeland security secretary will do 

his best to make the border entirely insecure. The secretary of transportation will see to it that freeways 

and bridges are not built. The department of energy’s task will be to ensure less energy is produced and 

https://abc7news.com/senator-dianne-feinstein-health-losing-memory-democrat-colleagues/11748382/
https://abc7news.com/senator-dianne-feinstein-health-losing-memory-democrat-colleagues/11748382/
https://amgreatness.com/2019/05/25/lets-call-the-russian-collusion-hoax-what-it-really-is/
https://www.npr.org/2021/06/29/1011253354/california-bans-state-travel-to-florida-and-4-other-states-lgbtq
https://nypost.com/2022/05/05/gop-wants-nina-jankowicz-to-shed-light-on-twitter-facebook-coordination/
https://www.cisa.gov/mdm
https://www.cisa.gov/mdm
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its transportation is more expensive and more dangerous than ever. And the secretary of defense will 

oversee the most humiliating retreat in modern American history in Afghanistan as he cites our chief 

existential threat to be either climate change or “white supremacists.” 

The people know the Left eventually always loses the support of the voters. But leftists still believe 

they can achieve and retain power, given that they control America’s cultural and informational 

institutions. 

The Left remains hell-bent on radically changing the demography of the United States. And it always 

manufactures new hysterias—from the claim that Trump was “100 percent responsible” for every 

American death during the COVID-19 pandemic, to border officers “whipping” innocent illegal aliens, 

to Vladimir Putin single-handedly causing sky-high gas prices and the worst inflation since the 1970s. 

Each week brings another prairie fire hysteria. No sooner than it is exposed and refuted, and the Left is 

on to another conflagration. 

Americans have a rough idea that the tragic death of George Floyd was not proof of an epidemic of 

lethal police shootings of black males. Yet that single death set off the entire woke conflagration of 

2020 and, with the hysterias of the lockdowns, has nearly wrecked the country. 

Yet in 2021, out of more than 10 million arrests in the United States, police shot about six unarmed 

black men. The same year, 346 police officers were shot, 63 fatally—to left-wing indifference. 

Moreover, roughly 8,000 blacks were murdered mostly by other blacks—to callous media and political 

silence. Thousands of lost black lives mattered little—except the fewer than 1 in 1,000 of that total who 

were tragically and lethally shot while unarmed by police. 

Finally, Americans were angry at the rioting inside the Capitol on January 6, 2021. But they cannot 

forgive the needless lies surrounding that illegal act in an effort to fabricate an insurrection out of a 

spontaneous buffoonish riot. 

So they recoil at the lies about Officer Brian Sicknick’s death. They are baffled about the silence 

surrounding the number of FBI informants among the January 6 protestors. They are angry about the 

lies surrounding the lethal shooting of an unarmed Ashli Babbitt. They don’t understand the refusal to 

release all videos or communications pertinent to the government’s reaction to the riot. And they do not 

fathom the disproportionate treatment of those charged with unlawfully entering the Capitol versus 

those 14,000 arrested during the summer of 2020, when rioting led to more than 35 deaths, some 1,500 

police officer injuries, and $2 billion in property damage and massive looting. 

They shake their heads when Senator Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.) directly threatened two Supreme Court 

judges by name outside the court, ginning up an angry protest group at the doors. They are baffled that 

the White House press secretary sees nothing wrong with disseminating the private addresses of 

Justices in order to ensure mobs of protestors show up at their homes to intimidate them. 

Of course, exasperated Americans are furious over the open border. They are angry their lives are being 

insidiously destroyed by the Biden inflation and energy prices. They are humiliated by the Biden 

debacle in Afghanistan and angrier still over his spiking crime wave and his mean-spirited senility. 

They resent Biden’s efforts to blame all these self-inflicted miseries on Donald Trump, or the “Putin 

price hikes” or the inability of a presidency to do anything about supposedly organic forces beyond his 

purview. 
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But behind the popular furor is a sense of impotence in the face of the untruth they are assaulted with 

day after day. In other words, bullied Americans are angry that people who control the nation’s 

institutions deliberately mislead them and do so because they hate them. 

Let us hope that they channel this historic exasperation in November in a manner we have never seen 

before in the modern era. 

Victor Davis Hanson is a distinguished fellow of the Center for American Greatness and the Martin 

and Illie Anderson Senior Fellow at Stanford University’s Hoover Institution. He is an American 

military historian, columnist, a former classics professor, and scholar of ancient warfare. He has been 

a visiting professor at Hillsdale College since 2004. Hanson was awarded the National Humanities 

Medal in 2007 by President George W. Bush. Hanson is also a farmer (growing raisin grapes on a 

family farm in Selma, California) and a critic of social trends related to farming and agrarianism. He 

is the author most recently of The Second World Wars: How the First Global Conflict Was Fought and 

Won, The Case for Trump and the newly released The Dying Citizen. This article first appeared in the 

May9, 2022 Hoover Institution Daily Update. 

 

ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 

 

https://www.amazon.com/Case-Trump-Victor-Davis-Hanson/dp/1541673557
http://www.amazon.com/Dying-Citizen-Progressive-Globalization-Destroying/dp/154164753X
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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ANDY CALDWELL SHOW NOW LOCAL IN SLO COUNTY 

Now you can listen to THE ANDY CALDWELL SHOW  
in Santa Barbara, Santa Maria & San Luis Obispo Counties! 

 
We are pleased to announce that The Andy Caldwell Show is now broadcasting 
out of San Luis Obispo County on FM 98.5 in addition to AM 1290/96.9 Santa 

Barbara and AM 1240/99.5 Santa Maria 

    
 

The show now covers the broadcast area from Ventura to Templeton -  
THE only show of its kind on the Central Coast covering local, state, national and 

international issues! 
3:00 – 5:00 PM WEEKDAYS You can also listen to The 

Andy Caldwell Show LIVE on the Tune In Radio App and previously aired shows 
at:  3:00 – 5:00 PM WEEKDAYS You can also listen to The Andy Caldwell Show 

LIVE on the Tune In Radio App and 
Previously aired shows at: 

 COUNTY UPDATES OCCUR MONDAYS AT 4:30 PM 
 

MIKE BROWN IS THE REGULAR MONDAY GUEST AT 4:30 

SUPPORT COLAB!    

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wv6B06qB7-ZnuXLgl1J0yIlTxOCY2PpdIElhtHAOK7v28eOOR5ibwpsPhlADImlvI-uFwWHWoo5J8L6SjyU7BKPzq1QzctWsfSGTQKNxMu5qz7mNq5BrtredjlioxdwcH-uYII8Mf7zi4zM9Tn5eVYOqxcvLzO9NDU2HsXhVms-ujpBr7ePDPQ==&c=4iCWmBKlTqfjKqciNrC0lh0RDf6r1VX_zO0UzoGMmrmOersLVBf-tQ==&ch=vn-4cYs7ynIPFDXBZWt6iLor7Y6BYqppfzW_y4OhA2qsbDufB_ayGg==
http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001wv6B06qB7-ZnuXLgl1J0yIlTxOCY2PpdIElhtHAOK7v28eOOR5ibwpsPhlADImlvI-uFwWHWoo5J8L6SjyU7BKPzq1QzctWsfSGTQKNxMu5qz7mNq5BrtredjlioxdwcH-uYII8Mf7zi4zM9Tn5eVYOqxcvLzO9NDU2HsXhVms-ujpBr7ePDPQ==&c=4iCWmBKlTqfjKqciNrC0lh0RDf6r1VX_zO0UzoGMmrmOersLVBf-tQ==&ch=vn-4cYs7ynIPFDXBZWt6iLor7Y6BYqppfzW_y4OhA2qsbDufB_ayGg==
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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 FORUM 

 

 
 

DAN WALTERS EXPLAINS SACTO MACHINATIONS AT A COLAB FORUM 

 

     
AUTHOR & NATIONALLY SYNDICATED COMMENTATOR BEN SHAPIRO APPEARED 

AT A COLAB ANNUAL DINNER 

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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NATIONAL RADIO AND TV COMMENTATOR HIGH HEWITT AT COLAB DINNER 

 

   
MIKE BROWN RALLIES THE FORCES OUTDOORS DURING COVID LOCKDOWN 

 

    

 

JOIN OR CONTRIBUTE TO COLAB ON THE NEXT PAGE 

Join COLAB or contribute by control clicking at: COLAB San Luis 

Obispo County (colabslo.org) or use the form below: 

 

 

https://www.colabslo.org/membership.asp
https://www.colabslo.org/membership.asp
https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=imgres&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwiVqOPwpNTdAhWPCDQIHaC7AVYQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://www.washingtonpost.com/people/hugh-hewitt/&psig=AOvVaw2KgvCuZhnzSimJIDCbQjwj&ust=1537900749442226
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