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WEEKLY UPDATE                                                             

DECEMBER 15 - 21, 2024 
 

 

 

THIS WEEK                                                                                           

SEE PAGE 5 
 

 

PUBLIC FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT FEES UP  

 

WINDFALL FEDERAL GRANT $10 MILLION                           
FOR PEOPLE WHO LOST HOUSING IN THE 2023 STORMS   

DID ANYONE IN SLO COUNTY ACTUALLY LOSE A HOME? 

 

HOMELESS SERVICES FUNDING UPDATE  
 BUT HOW ARE THEY DOING ON THE FIVE YEAR PLAN TO 

REDUCE HOMELESSNESS BY 50% BY 2028? 

 

LOS OSOS HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN                                                         
A HUGE COSTLY BRIBE TO THE COASTAL COMMISSION  

THIS ONE IS BACK FROM LAST WEEK 

  

LAST WEEK                                                                                          
SEE PAGE 13 

  

PENSION TRUST MEETING 
EVERYONE IS BENEFITING FROM RECORD STOCK MARKET 

 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING 
FIRST QUARTER FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT  
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LIABILITY COSTS UP - LOST TOO MANY LAWSUITS? 

 

COUNTY MAXIMUM GROWTH RATE AND ALLOCATION 

FOR NEW DWELLING UNITS FOR CALENDAR YEAR 2025 

A POINTLESS EXERCISE - HARDLY ANY PERMITTED 
 

CENTRAL CALIFORNIA RURAL REGIONAL ENERGY 

NETWORK (CCR-REN)  

HUGE SCAM TO TAX THE ELECTRIC RATE PAYERS AND 

THEN USE THE MONEY TO FEATHER THE NESTS OF LARGE 

CONSULTING FIRMS - A PATRONAGE FEAST 

CONTINUED TO NEXT WEEK 
 

PLANNING AND BUILDING ACTIVITIES PROVIDED 

DIRECTION ON PRIORITY PROJECTS 

ENDLESS WORK FOR STAFF & CONSULTANTS  

 

LOS OSOS HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN                                                         

A HUGE COSTLY BRIBE TO THE COASTAL COMMISSION  
 

REQUEST TO DECLARE THE RESULTS OF THE  

NOVEMBER 5, 2024, CONSOLIDATED GENERAL ELECTION  
CLERK RECORDER & BOARD MAJORITY LAUD 

PERFORMANCE 

 

CENTRAL COAST COMMUNITY ENERGY AUTHORITY 

 

PROFIT MARGIN TIGHTER - RATE INCREASES IN SPRING? 

 

SUPERVISOR ORTIZ-LEGG NOMINATED FOR VICE-CHAIR 

 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION 
MULTIPLE LAWSUITS REFLECT CONTINUING ABUSES 
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APPROVED NEW SALES TAX SCHEME                               

WILL SEEK ENABLING LEGISLATION TO REMOVE CAP  
VERY DISAPPOINTING - THEY EQUATE MORE TAXES 

WITH “QUALITY OF LIFE”   
 

PLANNING COMMISSION   
 

COUNTY EDUCATION OFFICE SEEKS TO GET INTO 

HOUSING BUSINESS FOR TEACHERS                                                                 

A DANGEROUS PRECEDENT - WHAT ABOUT OTHER 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES? 
    

 

EMERGENT ISSUES                                                                          

SEE PAGE 30  
 

 

PAYROLL TAX DEDUCTIONS GOING UP TO PROVIDE 

MORE MONEY TO THE STATE'S DISABILITY 

INSURANCE PROGRAM  

COLAB IN DEPTH                                                                          
SEE PAGE 32 

 

RESCUING CALIFORNIA REQUIRES 

CHALLENGING CRONY ENVIRONMENTALISM 
California’s high cost of living is driven by Democratic policies that 

prioritize environmentalism and government expansion, harming 

businesses and households while failing to address affordability 

BY EDWARD RING 

https://amgreatness.com/author/edwardring/
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SPONSORS 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS                 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, December 17, 2024 (Scheduled) – Last 

Scheduled Supervisor’s Meeting in 2024 

 

 

Item 8 - Request to receive and file the Annual Report for the Public Facilities Fees 

Program for FY 2023-24, and provide any direction as deemed necessary.  The report is 

required annually. It covers  the use of fees assessed for new development that are used to help 

offset the cost of new infrastructure for parks, libraries, and other facilities, as listed in the table 

below. Again, like so many of the fees, the theory is to tax new development was promulgated in 

the 1970’s by academics and government professionals as government costs began to accelerate 

faster than local economic growth. The cost acceleration coincided with the legalization of state 

and local employee unions that resulted in a shift in government spending patterns. Sometimes 

Proposition 13 is blamed for the phenomenon, but as can be seen in the chart, it came well after 

the shift. The red arrow points to when collective bargaining for government employees in 

California was legalized. The green arrow points to when Proposition 13 became operational.  

 
 

The next table below summarizes the status of the funding. 
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Note that because there is so little development in the unincorporated county, the amount 

received (highlighted in yellow)   is not very much when compared to the needs. 
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A significant funding gap in some of the categories for facilities funding is apparent.  

 

The fees levied are outlined in the table below: 

 

 
 

Note that this report does not include roads, government utilities, flood works, bridges, 

transit facilities, public housing, refuse disposal or climate action/CO2 reduction that are all 

funded under separate fee and tax programs. 

 

One of the attachments to this item is County’s FY 2024-25 – FY2028-29 Capital Improvement 

Plan (CIP). The Department of Public Works has improved this document in recent years. 

 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/166357 Control Click. Be patient. 

It’s a big file and will take some time to open.  

 

 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/166357
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Ancient Roman Infrastructure 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Current Detroit Infrastructure 

 
 

 

 

Item 26 - Request to 1) approve a resolution authorizing the acceptance of the Community 

Development Block Grant – Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funds from the California 

Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) for a total amount not to 

exceed $10,938,837; 2) delegate authority to the Director of Social Services or designee to 

execute any agreements, amendments, or related documents for this allocation that do not 

increase the level of General Fund support required by Social Services; and 3) authorize a 

corresponding budget adjustment in the amount of $10,938,837 to increase appropriation 

within Fund Center (FC) 290 – DSS Homeless & Affordable Housing, by 4/5 vote.  The 

County is receiving a windfall $10.9 million. The write up is a little vague with respect to actual 

uses but does state in part: 
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The primary objective of the MHRE Program is the provision of decent, safe, and sanitary 

housing in the areas impacted by the DR-4683 disaster. Additionally, the Program is designed to 

ensure that the housing needs of very low, low-, and moderate-income households and 

vulnerable populations, including individuals who were made homeless as a result of the 

disaster, are addressed to the greatest extent feasible. Furthermore, the Program will not only 

address disaster-related damages but also will mitigate potential future damage.  

 

Was anyone in SLO County made homeless by the 2023 rains? In any case, this allocation is a 

small part of the $6 trillion dollars allocated by the Federal Government in 2021-23. This is 

entirely new debt and has been the principal driver of inflation. You are paying for it all with 

your higher grocery bill, higher energy bills, higher housing costs, and stuff like $50,000 

Chevrolets. Essentially your money is worth way less than it was even 5 years ago.  

 

Meanwhile the Board of Supervisors can dole it out to non-for-profits and contractors and take 

credit for the patronage.  

 

 

Item 31 - It is recommended that the Board receive and file a report on homeless services 

funding and provide direction as necessary.  The report contains many numbers covering a 

variety of subjects, including housing units provided, housing units pending, various social 

service and medical service clients treated, funds, etc. The problem is that it doesn’t tie back to 

the County’s adopted Five Year Plan to cut homelessness by 50% by 2028. At that time the 

County reported that it had about 1450 homeless people at any given time. The Plan contained 

specific tasks and metrics for each year from 2023 to 2028 to meet the targets. Since then Social 

Services has modified the Plan, and it is difficult to determine the outcomes so far. 

 

The author of the Plan, Joe Dvonik, was actually a serious project manager who developed a 

credible Plan. The Board and the then CAO determined to demote the project from the executive 

office to the Department of Social Series. We forecast at that time that the action would dilute 

the effort. Meanwhile, Dvonik resigned and was hired by Santa Barbara County. 

 

The Board should send this report back and get a true picture of where we are in terms of the 

original 1450, (some were sheltered, some were not) and exactly where we are now. The staff 

understands that the equation is x = 1450 ∑ (a sheltered) + (b unsheltered) + (new homeless). 

 

In other words, how are we doing per the adopted plan? 

 

The write up indicates that the County is spending about $26 million per year on the problem. 
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At 1450 homeless cases, this would be about $18,000 per year per individual or family. 

 

 

Much of the report indicates that much more funding will be needed. 
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These tables are very confusing as the mix capital costs with operating costs. Staff should inform 

the Board as to what are the chances of filling a $25 million gap over the next 3 years (the 

remaining time for the 5 year plan). Given the County’s projected FY 2025-26 revenue 

expenditure gap of $18 million, what are the prospects here? 

 

Item 35 - Any Supervisor may ask a question for clarification, make an announcement, or 

report briefly on his or her activities. In addition, Supervisors may request staff to report 

back to the Board at a subsequent meeting concerning any matter or may request that staff 

Place a matter of business on a future agenda. Any request to place a matter of 

Business for consideration on a future agenda requires the majority vote of the Board.  

 

Item 36 - Added item #36 - Request to: 1) approve a Funding Agreement with Southern 

California Edison (SCE) in the amount of $36,339,000 from 2024-2027 to fund the Central 

California Rural Regional Energy Network (CCR-REN) and authorize the Director of 

Planning and Building or designee to execute the Funding Agreement as well as any future 

agreements and amendments that do not result in unbudgeted costs to the General Fund of 

the County of San Luis Obispo; 2) approve a Resolution amending the Position Allocation 

List (PAL) for Fund Center (FC) 142- Planning and Building to add 1.00 FTE Limited-

Term (LT) Administrative Services Manager through December 31, 2027; 3) approve 

contracts for professional services with Willdan Energy Solutions for $320,000; Brandt 

Energy Opportunity for $205,000; Willdan Energy Solutions for $5,700,000 and Rising Sun 

Center for Opportunity for $13,700,000 over the specified terms for the detailed program 

services, respectively, and; authorize the Director of Planning and Building or designee to 

approve any amendments to these contracts provided the costs for such amendments do 

not increase the level of General Fund Support; and 4) approve a related budget 

adjustment in the amount of $36,339,000 for FC 142 – Planning and Building to provide 

necessary authority to support the CCR-REN Programs and the County’s role as the 

Portfolio Administrator, by 4/5 vote. This item will be heard following item #30, Public 

Comment Period. (Planning and Building).  The Item was carried over from last week, as the 
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write-up really didn’t explain the purpose and services of the program. See Item 15 below on 

page 16 for the background. 

 

The additional information provided this week comes in the form of a PowerPoint. The phrasing 

is all about “collaboration, equity, and pragmatic responses to community needs.”  

  

 

During your Board’s consideration of Item 15 relating to CCR-REN on December 10, 2024, 

Board members requested that the item be brought back at this meeting with a brief presentation 

to clarify program structure and offerings. Attachment 1 of this item provides a summary 

presentation of the proposed CCR-REN.  

 

 
 

Another slide suggests that the program provide assistance to isolated communities and 

tradesmen but never explains what the services are: 

 

 

 
 

It is all still pretty vague for a $36 million rake off of your utility payments.  
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LAST WEEK’S HIGHLIGHTS                                                                                            

  

San Luis Obispo County Pension Trust Meeting of Monday, December 9, 2024 (Scheduled) 

 

The Fund should end the year above its 6.75% assumption rate, benefiting from strong stock 

market gains. This will help to reduce recommended increases in the contribution rates to the 

County and employees. November (not yet reported) was a great month for the stock market. 

The DOW hit 45,000 on several days for the first time in history.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, December 10, 2024 (Completed)  

 

Item 3  - Submittal of the FY 2024-25 First Quarter Financial Status Report and request to 

approve various financial actions as detailed in the recommended actions (one or more 

actions require a 4/5 vote).  The Board received the report with little comment or question. 

 

The County is on track to live within its FY 2024-25 adopted budget. The summary states: 

 

Based on the evaluation of the financial information provided by departments for the first 

quarter, most departments report that they anticipate remaining within their budgeted General 

Fund level for the year. Notable issues as of the first quarter are included in Section 1 of the 

Report and include status reports on Sheriff-Coroner, Human Resources, and Human Resources 

– Liability.  
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The insufficiency in the Liability Fund Reserves is disturbing, in that it could signal increased 

lawsuit losses of various types.  

 

At the end of the first quarter, the department is not projecting the need for additional mid-year 

charges or General Fund support by year-end for the Fund Center (FC) 409 – Human Resources 

– Liability Self-Insurance program. FC 409 – Liability is an internal service fund (ISF). Industry 

norms, including guidelines set by the County’s excess insurance carrier PRISM, recommend the 

fund reserve level for excess insurance programs be maintained between 70% (minimum) and 

90% (conservative) confidence levels so sufficient funds are available to pay projected claims. 

Setting and maintaining reserve levels is done in conjunction with annual actuarial studies.  

 

They already had to provide a special $3.4 million appropriation at budget adoption time in June. 

 

As part of the FY 2024-25 Final Budget actions, the Board allocated $3,012,371 of General 

Fund Balance Available to Governmental Funds budgets to provide one-time relief and to help 

offset the $3.5 million mid-year increase in charges. The program is now projected to end the 

year without an operating deficit. The Liability program continues to experience an increase in 

insurance premium costs related to market conditions nationwide and increased claim volume, 

leading to significant increases in administrative and litigation expenditures. It is estimated that 

approximately $3.5 million will need to be added to the FY 2025 26 Status Quo budget to 

address the new ongoing level of expenditures necessary to support the current level of program 

expenditures and to build the reserve balance to the minimum confidence level of 70%.  

 

The Board should set a presentation on the liability fund, liability experience, and the causes. 

Similarly, it should receive a report on workers comp. 

 

 

Item 14 - Request by the County of San Luis Obispo to (1) submit for annual review of the 

County growth rate for new dwelling units for FY 2023-24; (2) submit for annual review of 

the County growth rate for new dwelling units for FY 2024-25; and (3) submit a Resolution 

establishing the County maximum growth rate and allocation for new dwelling units for 

Calendar Year 2025, in accordance with the Growth Management Ordinance, Title 26 of 

the County Code. Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  The 

fees were adopted 3/2, with Arnold and Peschong dissenting. 

 

This is an annual ritual in which the Board sets the annual growth rate for residential units. This 

is an old planning concept that harks back to the 1970’s, when academics and planners 

proclaimed that communities should not grow faster than their resources, such as water, sewer, 
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traffic capacity, parks, schools, etc. Had this been law 30,000 years ago we would still be living 

in caves. Had it been law 10,000 years ago, we would still be living in thatch huts. And had it 

been law 100 years ago, we would still be living in tenements.  

 

It is actually government’s job to make sure these resources are available at a cost that is 

commensurate with the citizens’ ability to pay. In California they have failed miserably since the 

1980’s.  

 

After considerable mental mastication, they came up with the table below: 

 
Of course, they have never hit anything like this. The table below displays the current year score 

card. Note its 12 building permits so far in 2024. 
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They have never even permitted anything like 1,036 per year. 

 

 
Who knows how many of these were actually constructed?  

 

Item 15 - Request to: 1) approve a Funding Agreement with Southern California Edison 

(SCE) in the amount of $36,339,000 from 2024-2027 to fund the Central California Rural 

Regional Energy Network (CCR-REN) and authorize the Director of Planning and 

Building or designee to execute the Funding Agreement as well as any future agreements 

and amendments that do not result in unbudgeted costs to the General Fund of the County 

of San Luis Obispo; 2) approve a Resolution amending the Position Allocation List (PAL) 

for Fund Center (FC) 142- Planning and Building to add 1.00 FTE Limited-Term (LT) 

Administrative Services Manager through December 31, 2027; 3) approve contracts for 

professional services with Willdan Energy Solutions for $320,000; Brandt Energy 

Opportunity for $205,000; Willdan Energy Solutions for $5,700,000 and Rising Sun Center 

for Opportunity for $13,700,000 over the specified terms for the detailed program services, 

respectively, and; authorize the Director of Planning and Building or designee to approve 

any amendments to these contracts provided the costs for such amendments do not 

increase the level of General Fund Support; and 4) approve a related budget adjustment in 

the amount of $36,339,000 for FC 142 – Planning and Building to provide necessary 

authority to support the CCR-REN Programs and the County’s role as the Portfolio 

Administrator, by 4/5 vote.  There were many questions and objections. The Board continued 

the item to next week. See Item 36 above on page 11. 
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The program is a huge scam to tax the electric rate payers and then use the money to feather the 

nests of large consulting firms that in turn fund political campaigns. The write-up is 

incomprehensible and an insult. What does this program do? How long has it been running? 

What are the results? How much energy has been saved?  

 

The write-up states in part: 

 

A Regional Energy Network (REN) is a structure that allows local governments to organize, 

collaborate, and operate as an energy efficiency program administrator to deliver regional-scale 

energy efficiency solutions and program offerings that help customers access workforce 

education and training, energy codes and standards training, as well as energy assessments, 

rebates, incentives and financing options for energy efficient equipment. Comprised of local and 

regional government agencies, a REN is an alternative to Investor-Owned Utility (IOU) energy 

management programs. A REN receives ratepayer funding from the California Public Utilities 

Commission (CPUC) to design and implement regional energy efficiency programs. The 

CPUC’s decisions to create and affirm RENs supports local jurisdictions’ calls for increased 

flexibility, innovation, and autonomy in their ability to administer energy efficiency programs 

that reflect regional needs. RENs are intended to fill gaps where IOUs cannot or will not serve 

customers, and therefore, focus on serving hard to reach customers. This focus includes, but is 

not limited to, rural communities, customers with English as a second language, renters, 

multifamily properties, and low and middle-income communities.  

 

So what has it delivered specifically? 

 

There is not one specific example described in the board letter or the contracts to the consultants 

of what the actual products are for this program. This is outrageous, and the Board should reject 

it immediately. This is a racket. 

 

  
 

Community advocate Eric Greening has provided an excellent summary of more reasons to 

reject this item. (See Below) 
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Item 30 - Addendum to item #30 - Request to (1) receives and files a report on Department 

of Planning and Building activities and provide direction on Priority Projects, as 

necessary; and (2) receive and file the Annual General Plan Progress Report for Fiscal 

Year (FY) 2023-24. (Planning and Building) Staff is replacing the Staff Report and 

Attachment #1 to provide updated information regarding the status of Department 

Initiatives.  The Board mulled over various projects that it would like to add. In the end they 

received the report and told the staff to refine matters, consider the Boards requests, and come 

back in February. 

 

Ominously, a delegation from Cal Poly showed up and requested that the Board update the 

Climate Action Plan from 2016. In an effort to camouflage the Plan back then, its name was 

changed to the “Energy Wise Plan.” The Board has never had a report on Plan performance in 

the ensuing 8 years. Luckily, the Board demurred, citing a lack of available funding and the 

impending FY 2025-26 Budget revenue/expenditure gap. 
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Have the goals forecast here been met?  

 

The table below indicated that the County generated a total of 1.7 million metric tonnes of CO2 

in 2013.  Even if all of it were eliminated, it would have no real impact. Reportedly, the amount 

of CO2 generated by the entire State is 371.1 million metric tonnes per year. SLO County’s 

contribution is less than 1%. Moreover, the State’s regulations on eliminating fossil fuel vehicles 

will wipe out the most significant contribution. Why should the County become distracted by, let 

alone spend money on this issue?  
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Background:  Each year the Board must assess which projects should be undertaken by the 

Planning and Building Department. These include Plan Updates, zoning ordinance 

modifications, implementation projects, and feasibility projects. Additionally, the Department 

has an ongoing workload of permitting, etc. This agenda item is the introduction of the issue for 

the 2025-26 Budget year. The Board will give direction and the Department will return in 

February with more detail.  

 

There is constant State pressure to update various Plan elements, as well as applications from 

private citizens to modify the status of their property. The link below goes to a detailed report on 

the status of these.  

 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/166040  

 

Item 31 - Request for consideration and action on items relating to Los Osos community 

development: 1. Authorize implementation of the Los Osos Habitat Conservation Plan 

(LOHCP), including: i. Direct the Department of Planning and Building (Planning and 

Building) to pursue accrual of mitigation credits for habitat conservation through fee title 

or easement acquisition and restoration projects; ii. Authorize a budget adjustment of up 

to $2,000,000 from General Fund Contingencies for an internal loan to ‘jump start’ 

LOHCP implementation activities, by 4/5th's vote; iii. Adopt a Resolution amending the 

Position Allocation List (PAL) for Fund Center (FC) 142 - Planning and Building to add 

0.50 FTE Senior Planner to implement the LOHCP; iv. Enter into a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) with The Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo County (The Land 

Conservancy) for The Land Conservancy to serve as the LOHCP Implementing Entity and 

authorize the Director of Planning and Building to execute the necessary documents; v. 

Direct Planning and Building to prepare and circulate a Request for Proposals (RFP) for a 

qualified consultant to develop an Adaptive Management and Monitoring Plan for the 

LOHCP; vi. Direct Planning and Building to pursue establishment of an endowment fund 

with the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation (NFWF) for post-permit habitat 

conservation administration, management, and monitoring; and vii. Introduce an 

https://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/iip/sanluisobispo/file/getfile/166040
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Ordinance to establish LOHCP mitigation fees, with hearing date set for February 4, 2025; 

2. Receive and file a discussion on the Growth Management Ordinance, Title 26 of the 

County Code, (GMO) as it relates to the conversion of existing second floor commercial 

area to residential use in Los Osos, and provide direction as appropriate; and 3. Receive 

and file a discussion on the GMO, as it relates to the approximately 75-day period to 

submit complete construction permit applications for properties on the Los Osos Waitlist 

to Build ‘batches’ and provide direction as appropriate. (Planning and Building).  While 

COLAB disagrees with the State and Federal laws that begat this hugely expensive and complex 

regulatory scheme, we underscore that the Planning Department staff has persevered over more 

than a decade in pursuing the matter. The write-up is another great staff job in presenting the 

history, complexity, and recommended policy actions. 

  

In the end, the County built a $200 million sewer treatment plant ($300 million with debt 

service). Additionally, it has spent millions and must spend millions more to operate a State 

mandated Habitat Conservation Plan. In the end, a few vacant lots in Los Osos may be permitted 

for new homes.  
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The PowerPoints below summarize some aspects of the difficult situation: 
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Of course the Los Osos voters continue to support leftist candidates at all levels. They helped 

make their bed and now must continue sleeping in it. In the end, Gibson’s plan to gentrify the 

place is moving right along. 

 

Item 32 - Any Supervisor may ask a question for clarification, make an announcement, or 

report briefly on his or her activities. In addition, Supervisors may request staff to report 

back to the Board at a subsequent meeting concerning any matter or may request that staff 

place a matter of business on a future agenda. Any request to place a matter of 

business for consideration on a future agenda requires the majority vote of the Board.  

 

Item 33 - Added Item # 33 - Request to declare the results of the November 5, 2024, 

Consolidated General Election.  The Clerk recorder summarized the work as follows: 
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The County processed a total of 153,432 ballots, which included VBM, precinct, and provisional 

ballots. At the conclusion of these efforts, the County Clerk-Recorder/Registrar of Voters 

certified the results of the election on Tuesday, December 3, 2024. This certification, 

accompanied by the Summary Report of Final Official Election Results and Statement of Votes 

Cast (Clerk’s File), is now presented to your Board. Pursuant to Elections Code Section 15400, 

the Board is required to declare the results for all offices and measures within its jurisdiction.  

 

Overall and from the standpoint of State and national races, the SLO County voters again 

demonstrated their predilection for national and civilizational suicide. See last week’s update for 

detailed National and State results in SLO County 

 

 

Keep enjoying your mandatory electric car, $6.00 butter, $10 dollar bacon, and your kids and 

grandkids having to move to other states. 

 

 
 

 

Central Coast Community Energy Authority Policy Board Meeting of Wednesday, 

December 11, 2024 (Completed) 11:30 AM 

 

 

Item 7 - CEO Staff Report: Staff proposed review of 2025 rates for potential adjustment. 

The CEO warned that the 3CE may need to raise its rates due to regulatory requirements for 

power reserves, energy cost volatility, and increased PG&E delivery costs. The staff is analyzing 

the matter currently and will make recommendations in March of 2025. Our review of monthly 

financial reports shows that operating margins are slowly narrowing over time.  

 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&url=https://www.pinterest.com/pin/442830575841010185/&psig=AOvVaw0MOWQux1d-kz4eYPmlktxL&ust=1576869206554000&source=images&cd=vfe&ved=0CAIQjRxqFwoTCOC-6em1wuYCFQAAAAAdAAAAABAy
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Not a lot of profit for having $488 million in revenue 

 

They have piled up $259 million in reserves over the past 5 years. Watch this metric to see if it 

begins to erode and causes them to raise rates or eat into the reserves or both. The advantage that 

they were given in timing energy costs at the beginning 5 years ago (vis a vis the mature investor 

owned utilities) will narrow over the years. This will happen as the older utilities amortize their 

original and very expensive green energy contracts and replace them with contemporary more 

competitive versions. 

 

Item 10 - Consider and appoint candidates for Policy Board Chair and Vice Chair. 

Supervisor Dawn Ortiz-Legg has been nominated for Vice-Chair of 3CE in 2025. She could 

accede to Chair in 2026. 3CE bylaws do not require that the Chair be changed each year. With 
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her utility and energy knowledge, she could become Chair and remain for a period of years. SLO 

County should assign an existing staffer with energy and utility knowledge to help her on an  

as-needed basis. The agendas are quite large and the issues complex. It would be advantageous 

for the County to maximize her role. The SLO County Board Chair and CAO should be able to 

figure this one out. 

 

The write-up states in part:  

 

The Nominating Committee unanimously supported the nominations of both Director Keeley and 

Director Ortiz-Legg as Chair and Vice Chair, respectively. Both Director Keeley and Director 

Ortiz-Legg have confirmed their willingness to serve in the capacity for which they are 

nominated.  

 

California Coastal Commission Meeting of Wednesday, December 12, 13, and 14, 2024 

(Completed)  

 

There were no specific actions related to SLO County, its cities, or residents.  There were 

legal cases to be considered in Executive Session that impinge on the County. 

 

 
 

There was also a case related to Vandenberg launches. 

 

Space Exploration Technologies Corp. (Space X) v. California Coastal Commission, 

Govt. Code § 11126(e)(2)(A).  This is Elon Musk’s promised lawsuit related to the 

Commission’s rejection of the application for more launches, partially on the basis that 

Musk supported Donald Trump for President. The poor California resident, who simply 

wants to replace broken steps to the beach and is legally beaten to death by the 

Commission, can’t fight back. Hopefully, Musk will go after them hard. Moreover, with 

Trump in the White House the Air Force will grow some cojones and fight the Commission 

to the death. 

 

The fact that the Commission is politically undermining US Defense during a period when 

we are sliding toward World War III should result in the Commissioners being prosecuted.   

 

 

Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, December 11, 2024 (Completed)  

 

Item 7 - Hearing to consider a request by the San Luis Obispo County Office of Education 

(SLOCOE) for a Land Use Ordinance Amendment (LRP2023-00001) to allow for school 

district housing on a SLOCOE property (APN: 073-221-021). The project is located at 2450 

Pennington Creek Road, on the east side of Highway 1, near the intersection of Gilardi 
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Road and Education Drive in the County of San Luis Obispo. The site is in the San Luis 

Obispo Sub-Area North of the San Luis Obispo Planning Area. 

 

More Socialism 

 

COLAB is covering this item, as it constitutes a new expansion of the role of County 

Government. The County Education Office is seeking amendments to the land use ordinance  to 

create faculty and staff housing. Previously, the State legislature approved laws to permit and 

encourage this activity. At this time no specific project is proposed. If approved, this item would 

include provisions to the Land Use Ordinance that would allow applications for specific permits 

in the future. 

 

On September 26, 2023, the Board of Supervisors (“Board”) authorized processing of the 

SLOCOE request pursuant to the typical analysis. At that meeting, Board expressed their interest 

in the potential to expand school district housing to other local educational agency parcels and 

directed staff to develop a framework that may be expanded to other parcels in the future, but for 

the purpose of this request, would limit school district housing to the project site until otherwise 

directed by Board.  

  

The San Luis Obispo Office of Education (SLOCOE) submitted a request for a Land Use 

Ordinance (LUO) Amendment (LRP2023-00001) to allow for school district housing on a 1.4 

acre portion of a SLOCOE property at 2450 Pennington Creek Road (APN 073-221-021). The 

request stems from difficulty of retaining faculty and staff due to the high cost and limited supply 

of housing in the region and a desire by the applicant to provide affordable housing options for 

current and future employees (Attachment 6). The recommended amendment would allow for 

residential use on the project site, however, any proposed residential development would be 

subject to a separate discretionary review. 

  

The larger policy issue is: Should local governments get into the housing business with units 

provided for their employees? Some universities have offered faculty housing over the years in 

an effort to attract and retain both up-and-coming and experienced professors.  

 

However, easing the County and local school districts into  a “new business” opens a new level 

of  government activity that could spread to other jobs, including public safety, medical 

specialties, engineers, planners, social workers, financial experts and others. Over the years  

more and more housing would be developed and would need to  be managed, maintained, 

insured, receive utility services, etc. Administering the developing personnel issues, including 

selection of who receives the housing, when do they have to move out if fired or laid off, labor 

contract issues, and all the rest. As these groups grow in number, they will become a political 

interest group protecting their status. Labor negotiations will become even more complex and 

costly, especially when the unions assert equity issues.  

 

The teachers and other government employees already receive salaries and benefits that exceed 

those of most of the tax payers who are funding them. They have double protection of civil 

service and unions.    
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The problem is that the State, counties, and cities simply refuse to zone enough land for homes in 

the name of resource unavailability, climate change, and the desire to preserve a leafy and visual 

pleasing environment.  

 

The madness continues.  

 

Go look at the City of Thousand Oaks that was planned and began developing in the 1960’s by a 

private developer  (Bill Janns) who converted the Lynn Ranch  in the Conejo Valley into a new 

city.  There was no CEQA, no ten year permitting process, no design review, etc. It’s much 

better designed than most of the crap that is being so tortuously planned today by governments.  

 

As Will Swaim, of the California Policy Center said on Thanksgiving: 

 

Our Thanksgiving was a bittersweet reminder — lovely and a little painful — about why I 

fight for California. 

 

Unable to build the lives of their dreams in California, each of our children — good, bright, 

hardworking, self-sufficient young adults — has left California to pursue their dreams in 

other places. The cost of buying a house, of subsidizing a state that cares more about the 

“global climate” than the business climate, the challenge of finding schools that actually 

educate children … these had become demanding and all-consuming problems.   

 

 

 
 



 

 

 

30 

 

 
 

 
  

EMERGENT ISSUES 
 

Item 1 - California workers will have a little more money withheld from their paychecks 

starting in January 2025 because of a small tax increase quietly approved by state officials 

to provide more money to the state's disability insurance program. 

A spokesperson for California's Employment Development Department, which administers and 

oversees the program, confirmed the SDI rate will increase from 1.1% to 1.2% in 2025. That 

means a couple or individual with $100,000 in taxable annual wages will have $100 more total 

withheld from their pay this upcoming year, or about $8 a month because of the tax increase, for 

example. 

The change impacts the vast majority of workers across the state, with the exception of those 

who work for certain public agencies or with collective bargaining agreements that do not pay 

into SDI. 

"The State Disability Insurance program is funded by workers. In 2025, the amount of benefits 

an eligible worker can receive will be going up to better support working families so 

Californians can take time off work to recover from injury or illness or care for a loved one," 

said Employment Development Department Deputy Director of Public Affairs Loree Levy in a 

written statement. 

State law allows the EDD and its director, Nancy Farias, to raise the rate based on a complicated 

formula by small amounts. A spokesperson for the department did not say when exactly the 

decision was made. 
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EDD officials at first on Thursday said the increase was associated with a state law that boosts 

disability and paid family leave benefits, which was approved by the state legislature in 2022 

under SB 951. 

Greg Lawson, the Chief of the EDD's Media Services section clarified in an email on Friday 

morning that the law has no impact on the 2025 increase. Under that law, starting Jan. 1, 2025, 

workers who make less than $63,000 a year will get 90% of their pay replaced for disability 

insurance and paid family leave benefits. Higher earners will get 70%. Before the legislation 

took effect, the rates were 60% for higher-income workers and 70% for lower-income workers, 

Levy noted. She said this will help make the programs more accessible to Californians who care 

for an ill family member, assist a military family member or bond with a new child. 

And while the EDD said Friday the law has no impact on the rate increase immediately, the State 

Senate's most recent analysis of SB 951 shows it will start in 2027. The EDD said in the analysis 

that between 2027 and 2030, workers will contribute an extra .1% to .2% per year. 

EDD officials said Thursday it would post more information about the program on the State 

Disability Insurance webpage later that day after KCRA 3 asked on Wednesday evening when 

the agency planned to inform taxpayers about the SDI tax increase. 

The EDD did not do much to notify the public outside of posting the update on its website until 

KCRA 3 began asking about the change this week. The EDD, which issues numerous press 

releases, had yet to mention the change to journalists who cover the agency. The department also 

never posted about it on social media, which it posts to almost daily. A spokesperson for the 

EDD said the change was posted on its website by October 31. Taxpayer advocacy organization 

CalTax, first noticed the change on the website and posted about it publicly on X. 

"The SDI is a very important program, it needs a tax to fund it, there's no question there," said 

David Kline, the vice president of communications and research for CalTax. "The issue is when 

money is coming out of your paycheck, you need to know." 

Kline noted before the start of 2024, there was a cap on how much of a worker's pay was subject 

to this tax, but SB 951 of 2022 removed the cap and caused a large tax increase on higher-

income Californians. State Sen. Maria Elena Durazo, who wrote SB 951, was not available for 

an interview on Thursday and did not comment on this story. 

Before he was elected as Speaker of the Assembly, Robert Rivas coauthored the legislation. At 

the start of the legislative session earlier this month, Rivas vowed focus the Assembly's attention 

on California's cost of living and affordability issues. As of Friday, Rivas had not responded to a 

request for comment. 

"Once again, California workers are paying the brunt of the fiscal policies of the majority party," 

said Assemblyman Joe Patterson, R-Rocklin, in an interview with KCRA 3. "This comes just 

within days of the majority party and their leaders saying, 'Hey, we want to reduce costs,' so that 

https://edd.ca.gov/en/disability/
https://x.com/CalTax/status/1866645833254572362
https://x.com/CalTax/status/1866645833254572362
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doesn't seem to be the trajectory that they're on. It seems to be somewhat of a broken promise 

from what they said just a couple weeks ago."’ 

Ashley is KCRA 3’s California Capitol Correspondent. She began covering California politics 

and government toward the end of Gov. Jerry Brown’s administration in 2018. A proven news 

breaker, Ashley has been the first to report several developments out of the state capitol, 

including Gov. Gavin Newsom’s decision to end California’s historic statewide stay at home 

order in response to the coronavirus pandemic. KCRA TV – December 12, 2024   

  

COLAB IN DEPTH                                                                                                                          
IN FIGHTING THE TROUBLESOME LOCAL DAY-TO-DAY ASSAULTS 

ON OUR FREEDOM AND   UNDERLYING IDEOLOGICAL, POLITICAL, 

AND ECONOMIC CAUSES 

 
 

 

 

RESCUING CALIFORNIA REQUIRES 

CHALLENGING CRONY ENVIRONMENTALISM 
California’s high cost of living is driven by Democratic policies that 

prioritize environmentalism and government expansion, harming 

businesses and households while failing to address affordability. 

BY EDWARD RING 

The Speaker of the Assembly in the California state legislature, Robert Rivas, recently said, 

“California must not fixate on Trump and forget about affordability.” 

Fat chance. California has been under the absolute control of Democrats for a generation. It’s 

their policies that have made the state unaffordable. 

https://amgreatness.com/author/edwardring/
https://www.sacbee.com/news/politics-government/capitol-alert/article296455129.html
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By now, the only people who deny that California’s state government policies are hostile toward 

working families and businesses, small and large, are the people running the state government. 

California is run by activist state bureaucrats, the unions that are funded by their membership 

dues, and the politicians that are elected and controlled by these unions. This is a racket. An 

entirely legal, yet entirely corrupt and self-serving system that is designed to grow government, 

harass businesses, kill good jobs, assess punitively high taxes, and elevate the cost of living to 

the point where people either become dependent on government assistance, flee to friendlier 

states, or are so rich they don’t care. 

The reason this system isn’t successfully challenged and broken is because surrounding this core 

coalition are commercial and nonprofit special interests that benefit from the status quo. A prime 

example of this is the homeless industrial complex, a network of state and local bureaucracies, 

subsidized developers of “supportive housing,” and “nonprofit” providers of services to the 

homeless. They have collected tens of billions of dollars from taxpayers to implement 

demonstrably failed policies, and as California’s homeless population continues to grow, they 

collect additional billions. 

But by far the most harmful special interest in California, allied with and benefiting from laws 

passed by a corrupt state legislature, is what can be broadly described as Environmentalism 

Incorporated. This is a loosely organized but incredibly powerful network of businesses, 

litigators, well-funded activist groups, activist judges, lobbyists, PR firms, and captured 

regulatory agencies and politicians. In the name of protecting the environment, and more 

recently, fighting the “climate crisis,” they now interfere with every imaginable type of 

economic activity. 

This fact, that environmentalist legislation and regulations have harmed California’s economy, 

disproportionately affecting low-income households and small businesses, is not to suggest that 

environmentalism isn’t important. But when it becomes a tool to expand government, harass 

productive businesses while subsidizing so-called green businesses, and restrict vital economic 

activity, including home building, farming, ranching, mining, logging, drilling for oil and natural 

gas, operating refineries, upgrading roads and highways, maintaining a cost-effective shipping 

infrastructure, or building reservoirs, aqueducts, and water treatment plants, then 

“environmentalism” must be challenged. 

There is no moral imperative used to justify policies in California today that have done more 

harm to ordinary Californians than environmentalism. It has been corrupted, and it is out of 

control. 

The Democratic leadership in the California Legislature claims they’re concerned about the high 

cost of living and difficulty doing business in the state. But these politicians have no idea how to 

make California affordable again. The policies they are likely to come up with will only benefit 

the machine they serve. More subsidized “affordable housing” projects, another attempt at rent 

control, promises to “investigate” rising energy costs. New ways to regulate refinery and utility 

profits to prevent “price gouging.” More “renewables” to achieve “net zero.” 

https://amgreatness.com/2019/07/13/americas-homeless-industrial-complex/
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Everything California’s Democrats propose to supposedly deliver affordability is just an 

extension of failed policies they’ve already tried. The result is only to empower quasi-

monopolies that can withstand regulatory assaults while destroying businesses that lack the 

economies of scale required to comply. The result is managed scarcity with higher prices, a 

situation where the mega-corporations that are left standing take the demand-driven windfall 

profits from higher prices and split them with the state. 

Crony capitalism. Crony environmentalism. That’s what Democrats stand for in California. 

The foundation of affordability is energy, and California’s Democrats have made energy scarce 

and expensive. Shutting down the San Onofre nuclear power plant, decommissioning natural 

gas-fired generating plants, and driving oil refineries out of business or forcing them to convert 

to carbon-neutral “biofuel” were the result of policy choices. All of these energy-producing 

assets could have been repaired, retrofitted, or replaced, or even just shut down at a more 

measured pace. Instead, biased analyses and climate crisis fearmongering were used to pressure 

these accelerated shutdowns and conversions, which is why Californians pay the highest rates 

for electricity and have the highest-priced gasoline in the lower 48 states. 

With expensive energy, everything else ends up costing more. Businesses and households are 

impacted directly when their electricity bills go up, but everything else they consume also 

requires energy, driving those costs up as well. From the cost of pumping and treating water to 

the cost of gasoline and diesel fuel for shipping, higher costs for energy ripple throughout the 

economy. 

It’s not just energy that’s scarce, thanks to environmentalist policies. The price of food is 

elevated because California’s farmers no longer get enough irrigation water. The price of 

housing is elevated because environmentalist restrictions against “sprawl” (in a state that is only 

5 percent urbanized) prevent most home building outside of existing cities. The price of lumber 

and aggregate is elevated because environmentalists have all but destroyed California’s timber, 

milling, and quarrying industries. Everything has to be imported in a state rich in natural 

resources. 

Ultimately, the businesses left in California that need to fight back have to recognize one hard 

reality. To overcome the overwhelming power of the environmentalist lobby, they have to be 

willing to challenge the “climate crisis.” For at least 20 years, “climate crisis” has been the 

rhetorical weapon that has been wielded without a serious challenge to its legitimacy. In private, 

beleaguered business leaders in California almost universally contend that the whole climate 

movement is based on overhyped theories used to justify policies that are far out of proportion to 

their urgency. 

It is possible to make California affordable again. But what Democrats are doing today will not 

help. They will only expand government and empower the largest, most politically connected 

corporations and nonprofits. The solution is to assert, without reservations, that today’s 

environmentalism and climate crisis policies are not based on “settled science”; they are often 

actually harmful to the environment, and they are not economically sustainable. Only from that 

https://www.utilitydive.com/news/report-nrc-missed-chance-to-spot-problems-at-san-onofre-nuclear-plant/319439/
https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2020-09-01/california-gas-plants-stay-open-time-runs-low-for-climate-action
https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2020-09-01/california-gas-plants-stay-open-time-runs-low-for-climate-action
https://www.latimes.com/environment/story/2020-09-01/california-gas-plants-stay-open-time-runs-low-for-climate-action
https://www.eia.gov/todayinenergy/detail.php?id=63944
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2024/05/Petroleum-Refinery-Transition-to-Renewable-Fuel-Production_rev.-1.8.24.pdf
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2024/05/Petroleum-Refinery-Transition-to-Renewable-Fuel-Production_rev.-1.8.24.pdf
https://calepa.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2024/05/Petroleum-Refinery-Transition-to-Renewable-Fuel-Production_rev.-1.8.24.pdf
https://www.eia.gov/electricity/monthly/epm_table_grapher.php?t=epmt_5_6_a
https://gasprices.aaa.com/state-gas-price-averages/
https://calmatters.org/commentary/2023/03/water-crisis-imperial-valley-farms/
https://www.newgeography.com/content/007707-california-most-urban-and-densest-urban-state
https://www.newgeography.com/content/007707-california-most-urban-and-densest-urban-state
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premise do genuine reforms become politically possible. Only then can competitive productivity 

and supply-driven affordability be given back to California’s businesses and households. 

  

Edward Ring is a senior fellow of the Center for American Greatness. He is also the director of 

water and energy policy for the California Policy Center, which he co-founded in 2013 and 

served as its first president. Ring is the author of Fixing California: Abundance, Pragmatism, 

Optimism (2021) and The Abundance Choice: Our Fight for More Water in California (2022). 

This article first appeared in the American Greatness of December 11, 2024.  

 

 

 

       

ANNOUNCEMENTS   

ANDY CALDWELL SHOW NOW LOCAL                      

IN SLO COUTY                                                                            
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 -  

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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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  
 

 COUNTY UPDATES OCCUR MONDAYS AT 4:30 PM 
MIKE BROWN IS THE REGULAR MONDAY GUEST AT 4:30! 

 
 

SUPPORT COLAB 

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

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
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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VICTOR DAVIS HANSON ADDRESSES A COLAB FORUM 
 

  
 

DAN WALTERS EXPLAINS SACTO MACHINATIONS AT A COLAB FORUM 

     
AUTHOR & NATIONALLY SYNDICATED COMMENTATOR/RADIO HOST 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 RALLIED 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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