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COMMENT Letter For Los Padres National Forest       

By Andy Caldwell 

   Ecological Restoration Project #62369 

   I represent the Coalition of Labor, Agriculture and 

Business of Santa Barbara County.  Our coalition in-
cludes many of the landowners living in and abutting 
the urban rural interface, including members of the 
Santa Barbara County Cattlemen’s Association and 
other agriculturalists throughout the county.  The 
same is true for our sister organizations in both San 
Luis Obispo and Ventura Counties.   

All three counties once had a very strong relationship 
between our local fire agencies and the USFS to man-
age the wildlands, including a Range Improvement 
Association that frequently conducted forest manage-
ment practices that included control burns, fuel 
breaks, forest thinning projects and the like. 

Unfortunately, many of these practices were abated 
and abandoned in deference to a hands-off approach 
allowing mother nature to take its own course.  That 
policy has been nothing less than an unmitigated dis-
aster!  How so? 

It is really hard to argue with California’s estimated 
140 million dead trees!  For that alone is the measure-
ment of the failure of the current approach in place in 
our State.   

These dead trees, not to mention the dead under-
brush, are waiting for a spark because no other relief 
is on the horizon unless this management project is 
allowed to proceed. 

It baffles the mind, and, is an insult to common sense 
to deny that the hands-off approach to forest manage-
ment that has been the normal protocol to manage 
the millions of acres has been nothing less than an 
ecological disaster.  That is, the dead trees and over-
grown brush do absolutely nothing for foraging wild-
life.  Moreover, the fires have been burning so hot 
they end up sterilizing the soil for years thereafter, 
thereby, preventing anything from growing back.  The 
air pollution creates all sorts of problems for both ani-
mals and humans.  And, we should not have to men-
tion how many people have died, how many houses 
have been destroyed, and how much infrastructure 
has been damaged. 

Here in the Los Padres Forest, the death toll of the 
Montecito debris flow is a direct result of these horri-

bly conceived practices to allow Mother Nature to take 
its course.  And let us not forget that upwards of 85 
people, including 60 children, nearly perished in the 
Camp Whittier Fire had it not been for the heroic last-
minute rescue that would have otherwise been the 
worst human loss disaster in our county’s history. 

We are in full support of the project to thin and man-
age our forests by way of any means possible be-
cause we only have two choices.  We either manage 
the forest or we lose it to wildfires.  There is no other 
choice.  The last several decades have proven that 
we have no reasonable alternative than what is pro-
posed in this project.   

We find Forest Service requirements that landowners 
and residents clear brush and vegetation near all 
homes, outbuildings, and structures puzzling while 
that same Forest Service allows wild-land trees and 
brush to grow so densely that they end up dying, and 
thereby, creating the perfect conditions for a firestorm 
that sends sparks and embers two miles over the 
heads of fire fighters resulting in untold loss and mis-
ery. 

The specifics of what needs to be done is self-evident.  
That is, without active management, forests have 
been allowed to grow to a density that is 10x beyond 
the carrying capacity of the land.  That is, too many 

(Continued on page 19) 



Three Courts Rule Against Gov. Newsom, State Govt. In 
Covid Business Lockdown Orders         
By Katy Grimes 
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    Courts ruling that government may 

have overstepped authority when they fol-

lowed Gov. Newsom’s Shut Down Orders 

The third California court in a week has ruled in favor 
of the people of California and the United States Con-
stitution, against the government over state ordered 
Covid lockdowns. California courts are ruling that the 
government may have overstepped its authority when 
they followed Gavin Newsom’s shut down orders, ac-
cording to Constitutional Attorney and U.S. Senate 
candidate Mark Meuser. The cases can move forward 
and begin discovery. 

The Globe spoke with Meuser about these three 
groundbreaking judicial decisions. “Any one of these 
cases is interesting,” Meuser told the Globe. “But 
three in one week is huge!” 

Meuser said the in the San Jose Calvary Chapel 
case, the 1st court ruled that courts can’t sanction a 
church for refusing to shut down since it was later de-
termined that Newsom overstepped his constitutional 
authority in shutting down churches. Meuser said the 
Governor and state government never had the author-
ity to shut down churches. 

In the Orange County nail salon case, the 2nd court 
ruled that since Newsom picked which businesses 
were allowed to remain open in order to “flatten the 
curve,” the government may be liable for the damages 
those businesses suffered as a result of following the 
governor’s order. Meuser said the nail salon lawsuit 
used the “commandeering law” to address when the 
government seizes a business. If government made 
the decision to use your property and fight the emer-
gency, the government has to pay fair market value 
for it. When Gov. Newsom decided which businesses 
would be locked down and which were not, that was 
commandeering the locked down businesses. 

Nail salons sued the governor in May 2020, the Globe 
reported. The Center for American Liberty and Dhillon 
Law Group, representing the Professional Beauty 
Federation of California, salon owner Rosie Ibarra and 
other salon owners, filed a lawsuit against California 
Gov. Gavin Newsom, Attorney General Xavier Becer-
ra, California Public Health Officer Sonia Angel, and 
12 members of the State Board of Barbering and  

Cosmetology, for violating the civil rights, right to due 
process, and the constitutional right to earn a living. 

In the Los Angeles Tinhorn Flats restaurant case, a 
3rd court ruled that businesses are allowed to sue the 
government for targeting them because they were vo-
cal in opposing Newsom’s shutdown orders. 

Meuser said this was a restaurant targeted by govern-
ment for daring to question the constitutionality of the 
lockdown orders, and defying them. The government 
cut off their power and built walls around the outside 
of the business, to keep them closed, and send a 
message to other businesses. 

“Government must enforce the laws equally; they can-
not target those who exercise their First Amendment 
rights,” Meuser said. The restaurant said they were 
targeted and no one else was, by the government, 
which violated their 1st Amendment right to assemble. 

“The Los Angeles Superior Court is allowing the     

(Continued on page 18) 



Now Is The Time To End Never-Ending Forest Fires!          
By Andy Caldwell 
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  I have some great news!  The forest service has 

(apparently) realized that a hands-off approach to for-
est management is serving no one’s interests, be it 
trees, brush, the watershed, wildlife, or the urban-rural 
interface (read that people!).  Allow me to elaborate.   

By eliminating thinning, logging, fuel breaks, control 
burns and the like, we allowed our wildlands to create 
a density of trees that are up to 10x more than what is 
optimal for a healthy forest ecosystem.  That is, when 
there are too many trees and too much underbrush in 
a forest, the trees find it very difficult to compete for 
sunshine, nutrients, and water.  The trees then be-
come weakened and susceptible to pests and diseas-
es.  They end up dying (California has over 140 mil-
lion dead trees!) and becoming fuel for ravaging forest 
fires.  The same holds true for overgrown underbrush.  
Moreover, the overgrown underbrush eliminates for-
aging habitat for various species that feed on the nat-
ural grasslands that would otherwise thrive, while 
providing enormous fuel-loading for fires.   

This hands-off policy has been an unmitigated disas-
ter.  Millions of acres have burned in resulting in 
scores of deaths with entire communities lost in the 
process.  Moreover, the deadly Montecito debris flow 
which claimed over 20 lives and destroyed so many 
properties is part of a deadly cycle of fires and floods, 
as denuded landscapes create the perfect conditions 
for floods and debris flows.  

Another concern from these out-of-control wildfires 
has to do with air quality impacts which exacerbate 
breathing difficulties in vulnerable populations.  And, 
in an age where so many people are concerned about 
greenhouse gas emissions, these wildfires have com-
pletely eclipsed any ghg reductions.  That is, the car-
bon releases from these fires obliterated any reduc-
tions made by way of regulatory fiat and command 
and control measures. 

The forest service is initiating an environmental review 
process for the proposed new actions.  It would be 
very helpful if you would send in a constructive and 
supportive comment to the Service based on any of 
the comments mentioned in this column, or those of 
your own!  This would be helpful because certain en-
vironmental knuckle draggers in our community, 
namely the Los Padres Forest Watch among others, 
will oppose this commonsense measure.  That is, 
these extremists would continue to risk the loss of 

lives and properties via out-of-control wildfires rather 
than use prescribed-burn measures. 

Here are some excerpts from the forest service no-
tice:  “The Los Padres National Forest (LPNF) is con-
ducting an environmental analysis of the Ecological 
Restoration Project.  The purpose of this project is to 
restore fire-adapted ecosystems, reduce fuels, and 
reintroduce fire on the landscape by prescribed burn-
ing on approximately 235,495 acres of land adminis-
tered by the LPNF, within Kern, Monterey, San Luis 
Obispo, Santa Barbara, and Ventura Counties. The 
project, as proposed, would enhance protection for 
wildland urban interface (WUI) communities and infra-
structure, and improve fire and drought resilience of 
forested landscapes.” 

The notice welcomes interested and affected mem-
bers of the public to comment regarding potential en-
vironmental issues to inform the content of the Envi-
ronmental Assessment (EA) being prepared to evalu-
ate this proposal. Comments received will be used to 
further refine the proposed action and to identify po-
tential issues to be addressed through the environ-
mental analysis process. 

The Service welcomes comments and questions on 
the proposed LPNF Ecological Restoration Project. To 
result in the best outcome, please send your specific 
written comments electronically by August 28, 2022 
to:  https://cara.fs2c.usda.gov/Public//CommentInput?
Project=62369.” 
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The Battle For Our Children And Their Minds            
By Janet Levy  
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   In late June 2021, a video went viral of a father be-

ing tackled and dragged out of a school board meet-
ing in Loudoun County, Virginia by burly cops, his t-
shirt torn, his hands cuffed, his mouth apparently 
bleeding.  Scott Smith, 48, had committed the heinous 
crime of protesting the board's woke policy of gender-
fluid bathrooms because his daughter was sexually 
assaulted in one, at Stone Bridge High School, by a 
boy who "sometimes wears a skirt." 

The sexual assault was later confirmed and the as-
sailant arrested.  He was also charged with one more 
sex crime at another school and is now at a juvenile 
detention center.  But during the meeting, woke board 
members and some parents just wouldn't let Smith 
speak.  Board members said they knew of no assaults 
in trans-friendly bathrooms and that the "predator 
transgender student or person simply does not exist."  
For losing his cool at this blatant denial, the cops, 
says Smith, swooped on him like a "SWAT team." 

Smith now stands vindicated and is suing the school 
district.  The media and reasonable people are hear-
ing him out and criticizing the board's cover-up in pur-
suit of a political agenda.  Smith's story stands out 
starkly, for it shows how leftist woke ideas are being 
quietly but relentlessly injected into schools and how 
those who oppose them risk being silenced, canceled, 
or treated like terrorists. 

The global leftist agenda for the control of young 
minds runs deeper than patriotic Americans might 
suspect.  After a virtual takeover of the humanities 
departments of our universities, the leftists have been 
targeting schools by implementing gender-fluid bath-
rooms and woke curricula without consulting parents.  
And then that last formidable frontier — the American 
family, which they hope to destroy by wresting away 
control of children from parents.  Should that happen, 
American values and American society as we know it 
will self-destruct. 

The bypassing of parents, as an expedient to the con-
trol of young minds, is a major component of the left's 
Great Reset of capitalism, ushered in through the 
CCP-tied World Economic Forum.  And its instrument 
is the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the 
Child (UNCRC) treaty, which has an alarming omis-
sion: it does not recognize any specific parental right 
to make decisions for children.  At the same time, it 

grants governments of ratifying countries broad pow-
ers over schools, children, and families, to be moni-
tored by U.N.-approved expert committees. 

The treaty endorses a child's right to privacy, a nation-
al daycare system, and control over school curricula.  
The first two (in the absence of parental rights) allow 
the state to pull children out of the family, and the third 
allows indoctrination with the principles of multicultur-
alism, green ideology, and Critical Race Theory from 
an early age.  Clearly, the treaty is more about power 
over the next generation than what's in the best inter-
est of children and families. 

The biggest advocate for America to ratify the treaty is 
the left-leaning and funded Children's Defense Fund 
(CDF), a non-profit that views the entire gamut of 
problems of "at risk" children — poverty, abuse, drug 
addiction, incarceration, and academic failure — as a 
byproduct of capitalism and pervasive racism.  Since 
its founding in 1973, it has supported a culture of gov-
ernment-dependent poverty. 

(Continued on page 16) 



A Farmer’s Life For Thee?          
By Andy Caldwell 

more costs every step of the way.  The grocer or res-
taurant will make a 3-5% profit on the sale.  In other 
words, they too will make pennies on the dollar unless 
the berries happen to be the loss leader of the week! 

Unfortunately, some local activist groups, including 
CAUSE and MICOP, have been claiming that farmers 
are not “sharing the wealth” and, as such, they have 
been promoting wildcat strikes against growers in the 
region.  Some members of the press have fallen for 
their rhetoric not realizing the vast, vast difference be-
tween gross revenues and profits.   

Nearly all local produce growers are family-owned 
corporations.  There are no stockholders to withstand 
the losses that are piling up.  There is only so much 
these families can take.   

Years ago, a piece by J. Zane Walley was published 
in “Range Magazine”, the title was “There is a Sorrow 
Here That Weeping Cannot Symbolize” a line from 
John Steinbeck’s “The Grapes of Wrath”.   The piece 
spoke of “a rural cleansing” whereby farmers are driv-
en off their land, something that has been happening 
across the country for the past four decades, eclipsing 
even that which Steinbeck wrote about while memori-
alizing the traumatic era of the Great Depression and 
the Dust Bowl.  This crisis is hitting too close to home.  
That is, the pain you feel at the grocery store was first 
felt by farmers.  
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   The Santa Barbara County Ag Commissioner re-

cently issued the Agriculture Production Report for 
2021 which summarizes the acreage, production, and 
gross value of Santa Barbara County agriculture.  The 
report indicates the 2021 crop year was one to be 
“celebrated by our farmers and ranchers”, with a total 
gross production value of $1,918,186,000 surpassing 
the gross production value for the prior year by an in-
crease of $98,988,000, a 5.1% increase.   

Unfortunately, this past year was nothing to celebrate 
because too many farmers and ranchers lost money.  
That is, the crop report later mentions in fine print, “In 
general, U.S. food prices have risen since January 
(2021) while prices received by U.S. producers have 
fallen.”  How so?  It is the difference between gross 
production value (which includes costs!) and profit.  
The values and costs were up, but the profit was 
down.  Look no further than the effects of covid along 
with the inflationary price of labor, fuel, fertilizer, elec-
tricity, equipment, drought conditions, and the like, not 
to mention the enormous cost of regulations!  Most of 
these costs have risen even more in 2022.  After all, 
farmers are consumers too, just like you!  Meanwhile 
the prices farmers receive has mostly remained flat.  
Uniquely, farmers can’t unilaterally raise prices based 
upon rising costs, as market conditions dictate the 
prices received for farm products. 

Here is an example from the strawberry patch, the 
leading ag crop, by orders of magnitude, in our coun-
ty.  Vons is advertising a single 1 lb. strawberry clam-
shell for $3.50 on sale.  The average price a farmer 
gets is $1.88 per clamshell.  But it costs the farmer 
$1.85 to grow, harvest, and transport that clamshell to 
a cooler, and then sell it after paying a commission.  
Thereby, on average the farmer makes a $0.03 profit 
per clamshell.   

Once the product is delivered to the cooler, the sales 
company takes over shipping logistics. The farmer no 
longer owns the product.  Currently, shipping costs 
$12,000 to deliver a truck load of strawberries to the 
east coast, costing $0.50 per clamshell. At this point, 
there are $2.35 in expenses to get the strawberries 
from the field to a retail distribution center.  That is, 
don’t believe that grocers are making $1.15 per clam-
shell!  That long haul truck will drop the berries at a 
distribution center and from there the berries will be 
delivered to your local grocer or restaurant, adding 



Biden Bungles Broadband   
By Steven Greenhut 
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   SACRAMENTO, Calif. — Members of both parties 
agree that assuring high-speed internet access by 
expanding broadband networks in “underserved” com-
munities is a laudable goal that will bridge the digital 
divide. Internet access has become a requisite for 
participating in the modern economy, yet the Federal 
Communications Commission reports that 21 million 
Americans lack access to such service — including 27 
percent of rural residents and 60 percent of health 
care facilities outside of metropolitan areas. 

To address the lingering problem, Congress does 
what it always does. It passed a new law, known as 
the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act. It created 
a laudable new program with an attempt at a catchy 
title — the Broadband Equity, Access and Deploy-
ment program or BEAD. It allocated a significant 
amount of money to implement the program, in this 
case $42.45 billion. It gave spending authority to the 
states. But then it turned it over to the administrative 
state to put the “landmark” plan into place. 

Not surprisingly, the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration — and it’s OK to admit 
that you didn’t even know such an agency existed — 
is bungling its task. The issue goes beyond the usual 
nature of bureaucratic incompetence and centers on 
politics. The NTIA is sidestepping the language of the 
bipartisan law and using its new money and authority 
to take an unusually partisan approach toward broad-
band access. 

Instead of just helping build out networks, the agency 
“is ignoring the deal worked out by Congress and 
pushing ahead with the administration’s agenda,” ac-
cording to tech expert Jonathan Cannon, a colleague 
at the R Street Institute. That includes “a new subsidy 
for the middle class, the growth and incentivization of 
inefficient municipal broadband networks, and ex-
panding regulatory regimes in the name of net neu-
trality.” 

Under the program, the feds provide funds to the 
states, which then provide their share of the dollars to 
private companies and municipalities that will imple-
ment the buildout. Of course, that funding comes with 
lots of strings attached — and that’s where the admin-
istration’s deviousness is on full display. One man-
date, as Cannon added, is for middle-class 
“affordability” — something that could impose broad-
band price regulation in competitive markets. 

At the state level, it’s easy to see where this ap-
proach is headed thanks to the massive infusion of 
federal cash. Looking at the BEAD implementation 
in his home state, Nick Murray of the Maine Policy 
Center explained that Gov. Janet Mills has pledged 
that “every person in Maine who wants to connect to 
the internet will be able to do so by the end of 
2024.” 

That sounds great, but it means that “every camp or 
lake house which does not have a connection to 
gold-rate residential service not only needs that 
speed, but needs a government-owned entity to 
build out a new, wired, fiber-optic access point for 
them,” Murray concluded. It sounds like a spending 
spree that relies heavily on municipal agencies best 
known for their inefficiencies, poor customer ser-

(Continued on page 13) 



How Then Shall We Live?    
By Andy Caldwell 

nates from the bio carbon in trees, plants, and other 
vegetations.  Hence, the futile circular logic which  

(Continued on page 14) 
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   During World War Two, German pastor Martin Nie-

moller had an epiphany which resulted in a confes-
sion.  He realized if the German people would have 
opposed the Nazi’s, even if it resulted in tens of thou-
sands of deaths, they may have saved tens of millions 
of people who subsequently perished in the war.  But, 
as he famously stated, when Hitler came for the com-
munists, the unionists, and the Jews, nobody spoke 
out, because they themselves were none of those 
things.  But, when Hitler came for the everyman, in-
cluding Niemoller himself, there was nobody left to 
speak out because nobody was left.  There is a simi-
lar war of attrition and annihilation going on in Ameri-
ca as we speak.   

 To paraphrase Niemoller, first, they came for the 
manufacturers and industrialists along with all the in-
dustries that procure the raw materials used to create 
the products we use every day.  These businesses, 
which were the backbone of our economy, supposed-
ly had to be closed because they generated emis-
sions or created some other environmental impact via 
the procurement and conversion of the raw materials 
to finished products.  Think of the steel industry, the 
logging industry, and mining.   

The result was two-fold.  The jobs and any pollution or 
other-type impacts generated by such enterprises, did 
not end, they just moved to another nation state.  
What did end was prosperity for millions of middle-
class Americans who made a very comfortable living 
in a blue-collar world.  America never gave up the fin-
ished products, only the means to mine the raw mate-
rials and create the many products we ourselves can-
not live without.   

Next, they came for the energy industry, namely, oil, 
gas, and coal, (not to mention nuclear and hydroelec-
tric).  These main energy sources generate green-
house gas emissions which have been very deftly and 
deceptively labeled as pollution.  But greenhouse gas-
es are not pollution, they are part and parcel of the life 
cycle of the earth.  That is, when so-called experts try 
to make a distinction between bio-carbon (released 
when we breathe) and fossil carbon (released when 
we burn fossil fuels), they end up a human pretzel.  
Fossil carbons, they say, are the carbon stored in fos-
sil fuels.  Yet, they also admit that fossil carbon origi-
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Californians Should Vote No On Prop. 31 And Trust Adults 
To Make Choices For Themselves      
By Jon Coupal 
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   California has a lot of problems and not all of them 

are directly taxpayer related. But, as noted in last 
week’s column, they all interconnect in one important 
way: Control. Our state’s government and its boosters 
think they know better than you. They know better 
how to spend your money. They know better how to 
use your land. They know what’s best for you. And, if 
you disagree, the nanny state will just make it illegal. 

Look no further than Proposition 31 on this Novem-
ber’s ballot. It’s a referendum on Senate Bill 793, the 
state’s total ban on the sale of flavored tobacco prod-
ucts. SB 793 was passed by the Legislature and 
signed into law by the governor in 2020. It prohibits “a 
tobacco retailer, or any of the tobacco retailer’s 
agents or employees, from selling, offering for sale, or 
possessing with the intent to sell or offer for sale, a 
flavored tobacco product or a tobacco product flavor 
enhancer”and imposes a fine of $250 for each viola-
tion of the ban. 

Although the law bans the sale of flavored tobacco 
products to all customers regardless of age, lawmak-
ers named it the “Stop Tobacco Access to Kids En-
forcement Act.” They claimed it was needed to stop 
underage tobacco use — because only kids, appar-
ently, like flavor. To be sure, no one wants children 
smoking or vaping, but it’s already illegal in California 
to sell or give tobacco and vapor products to anyone 
under the age of 21. If prohibition worked, then we 
wouldn’t have a problem. 

It’s also immensely hypocritical. At the same time Cal-
ifornia is lowering taxes on marijuana and debating 
bills in the Legislature to decriminalize psychedelic 
drugs, it is placing bans on menthol cigarettes, fla-
vored smokeless tobacco, and other flavored nicotine 
vaping products that don’t even contain tobacco. 
Those non-tobacco vaping products, mind you, were 
determined by an “expert independent evidence re-
view” published by England’s public health agency to 
be “95% safer” than smoking. 

Be careful what you wish for when altering the Consti-
tution 

Plus, Californians are smart enough to make this deci-
sion for themselves. Our state already has one of the 

(Continued on page 15) 



Let Them Eat Crickets?      
By Andy Caldwell 
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   I recently shared with you the plight of farmers and 

ranchers who are struggling mightily to withstand in-
flation.  That is, although we typically refer to farmers 
and ranchers, not to mention manufacturers and in-
dustrialists, as producers, they are nevertheless also 
consumers.  For instance, they purchase fuel and 
electricity like the rest of us.  Hence, the incredible 
rise in food prices begins with the prices farmers and 
ranchers themselves must pay to plant, grow, and 
harvest food. 

In addition to increased food prices, there are other 
incendiary pressures farmers and ranchers are facing 
that will certainly lead to food shortages, the likes of 
which the modern world has not seen since the era of 
the Great Depression and the Dust Bowl.  

As we are all painfully aware, certain dumb, fat, and 
happy elitists around the world are predicting a human 
extinction-type scenario as it relates to greenhouse 
gas emissions in the atmosphere.  What do these ge-
niuses propose we do to immediately curtail emis-
sions?  They want farmers and ranchers to quit pro-
ducing food!  You read that right.  This effort to limit 
food production comes on the heels of the United Na-
tion’s dire warning of an unprecedented hunger crisis 
the world over. 

The campaign to limit food production is known by 
various names including “The Food System Transfor-
mation” and “Climate Smart Agriculture”.  Either way, 
the results are the same, the onset of man-made food 
shortages where there could, would, and should oth-
erwise be abundance. 

  Mandy Gunasekara, the former Chief of Staff at the 
EPA, and I discussed this phenomenon based upon 
her piece published at Townhall.com- “Not All Farm-
ers Have a Future, a Recipe for Famine”.  The Neth-
erlands, which is the second leading ag exporter in 
the world, told its farmers and ranchers, per EU rules, 
that they needed to either kill their livestock to meet 
the ghg standards or relocate their operations.  Either 
that, or they will be forced to shut down their opera-
tions to achieve a 30% reduction in emissions.  Sri 
Lanka bit that bullet first and as a result of having 
banned fertilizers to protect the soil and diversity, crop 
production fell by an average of 30 to 50% and the 
people are now starving while their economy collaps-
es, and their leaders have fled.   

Unfortunately, that is only half the story!  The genius-
es behind this plan are suggesting, as a substitute to 
beef and other staples, that we eat insects.  That 
bears repeating.  They want us to switch to a “protein 
rich diet of insects”.  I am not making this up.  In fact, 
a representative of the insect food sector came to my 
Rotary club to introduce us to this greenhouse gas-
free, sustainable, and nutritious source of edibles.  As 
Ms. Gunasekara pointed out, Canada is now building 
the world’s largest edible insect farm in their attempt 
to reduce the environmental impacts of food produc-
tion.  Things could be worse, the movie Soylent Green 
(look it up!) was set in the year 2022!  Either way, Bon 
Appetit my friends! 

Finally, allow me to point out the obvious to the oblivi-
ous.  Billions of people in this world are still living in 
extreme poverty.  They don’t know if and when they 
will have their next meal.  Their children in particular 
are suffering terribly from severe malnutrition.  Over 
three million children will die this year as a result.  
Three million.  Truly, these elites from affluent devel-
oped countries, while worried about the hypothetical 
risks from climate change, are doubling down on the 
misery index for billions of people, as they pretend to 
save the planet at the expense of the most vulnerable.  
That is, instead of us exporting food and everything 
we know about growing food, we would rather tell 
them to eat a cricket.  It is the proverbial “let them eat 
cake” on steroids. 
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   Americans opening up their latest energy bill are, in 

some cases, being forced to choose between paying 
it or putting an adequate amount of food on the table. 

The shock and hardships endured by Americans from 
their current energy charges, at home, at the gas sta-
tion, and even in the products they buy is directly due 
to the influence of environmental extremists, who 
have caused massive harm to both personal and na-
tional finances and international relations. 

The reality is that “alternative” energy sources can, 
currently, only provide about 20% of the world’s ener-
gy needs, and that will not change until major techno-
logical innovations occur, which will not happen for 
many years. It is as if, in the year 1776, someone had 
suggested that in a century or so the automobile 
would be invented and proceeded to shoot all the 
horses. 

Despite that reality and that timeline, the extremists 
have successfully assaulted fossil fuels and nuclear 
energy without regard to the harm they are causing. It 
is apparently of no consequence to them that they 
have fueled—pardon the pun—international crises, 
harmed national economies, and devastated family 
budgets.  

The dramatic increase in both your energy bills, and 
the inflationary prices in everything else, are the spe-
cific and direct result of the Biden Administration’s as-
sault on American energy independence at the behest 
of environmental extremists. On day one of his reign, 
Biden killed the Keystone XL pipeline. He then 
stopped energy development in a portion of Alaska, 
and forbade further energy development on federal 
lands. This left the U.S. dependent on foreign nations 
to fulfill our energy. 

It also dramatically started an inflationary cycle. Eve-
rything you eat, buy, or use takes energy to produce, 
manufacture, and transport to you or your store. The 
hike in food prices is as related to energy policy as 
much as the cost of gasoline for your car. 

The leftist politicians who buy into anti-fossil fuel poli-
cies cannot feign ignorance of the devastating impact 
they have on the population. In 2008, Barack Obama 
clearly stated “Under my plan … electricity rates 
would necessarily skyrocket.” He should have added 
that the price of everything else would “skyrocket” as 

well. 

Bureaucrats haven’t been coy about this, either. Also 
in 2008, Energy Secretary Steven Chu’s said he was 
attempting to “figure out how to boost the price of gas-
oline to the levels in Europe.” 

There is no practical way in which, under current tech-
nology, “zero emissions” can be achieved in any real-
istic manner.  A total reliance on solar and wind, even 
if feasible, would require that up to 20% of the entire 
U.S. landmass would have to be covered in solar pan-
els and wildlife-killing wind turbines, an environmental 
disaster in and of itself.  Since solar panels and wind 
turbines have relatively short lifespans, the problem of 
disposing those used and non-biodegradable devices 
will result in a further crisis. 

A Wall Street Journal analysis reports that: 

“Costs will continue to rise if politicians remain bent on 
achieving net-zero emissions globally. Bank of Ameri-
ca finds that achieving net zero globally by 2050 will 
cost $150 trillion over 30 years—almost twice the 
combined annual gross domestic product of every 
country on earth.” 

In addition to massive inflation, extreme environmen-
tal policies are responsible for deteriorating interna-
tional relations. 

(Continued on page 12) 
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The late Senator John McCain once said that “Russia 
is a gas station masquerading as a nation.” Biden’s 
anti-fossil fuel policies are a gift-wrapped present to 
Vladimir Putin. The Kremlin’s aggressive actions to-
wards Russia’s neighbors are fueled by the vast rich-
es it has gained from the sale of energy. As environ-
mental extremists slash energy production in the 
West, Putin gets wealthier, and his uses that wealth to 
build his military. 

Frank V. Vernuccio, Jr., J.D. is the editor-in-chief, 
New York Analysis of Policy & Government and, co-
host of the popular WVOX weekly radio show, “The 
Vernuccio/Novak Report"  

(Continued from page 11) 



Biden Bungles Broadband cont. 

expect actually requires non-neutrality.” In other 
words, a competitive market requires allowing compa-
nies to market different products at different prices in 
different ways. 

Net neutrality stifles market innovation — and discour-
ages broadband investment in underserved areas. 
And, of course, a patchwork of state net neutrality 
rules makes it harder for providers to expand broad-
band service to remote areas. 

Whatever one’s views of that matter, this much is 
clear: The federal government does not require net 
neutrality. It’s being hashed out in Congress, at the 
Federal Communications Commission, and in state 
governments. Instead of letting that debate unfold in 
its proper forums, the Biden administration is using 
BEAD’s broadband expansion effort to impose those 
rules in a backdoor manner. 

That’s wrong, but it’s typical. As a result, the federal 
government will spend billions of dollars yet Ameri-
cans in underserved areas will continue to wait for 
promised broadband service. 

Steven Greenhut is Western region director for the R 
Street Institute. Write to him at sgreenhut@rstreet.org 
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vice, high-cost structures, and large pensions. 

One need only look at my poorly managed home state 
of California to see where this is going in all 50 states. 
As Citizens Against Government Waste explained, 
California quickly jumped on the spending bandwagon 
by passing Senate Bill 156 in 2021, which spends $6 
billion on a government-centric approach. The law 
floats “revenue bonds for the deployment of broad-
band infrastructure by a public entity or nonprofit or-
ganization.” It gives counties new powers to create 
these entities. 

Remote regions in California are indeed lacking ade-
quate broadband service, but a competitive market 
driven by private investment is the solution. Instead, 
Gov. Gavin Newsom boasts that this new law creates 
“a broadband czar position at the California Depart-
ment of Technology, and a broadband advisory com-
mittee with representatives from across state govern-
ment and members appointed by the Legislature.” Let 
me know how that works out. 

The law favors government-owned networks, but they 
“directly compete against established broadband pro-
viders and fail to provide broadband service to un-
served and underserved communities across the 
states,” Citizens Against Government Waste opined 
regarding the California approach. “They increase de-
pendence on government subsidies to keep these 
GONs operating and raise the debt obligations for tax-
payers and local governments.” 

Now what about net neutrality? The concept sounds 
unobjectionable in that it calls for internet providers to 
treat equally all information. As Wired notes, advo-
cates say that “companies shouldn’t be able to block 
you from accessing a service like Skype, or slow 
down Netflix or Hulu, in order to encourage you to 
keep your cable package or buy a different video-
streaming service.” Net neutrality supporters say that 
equal treatment promotes online speech. 

But opponents say net neutrality restricts innovation 
and allows government to impose its heavy hand of 
regulation. As the Cato Institute explains, “the actual 
internet experience that we have come to enjoy and 

(Continued from page 7) 
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denies the cycle of nature. 

Nonetheless, there is a direct correlation between 
one’s energy consumption and one’s standard of liv-
ing.  For instance, witness the satellite imagery of 
North and South Korea at night.  The north is dark 
while the south is lit up like a Christmas tree all of 
which is a function of wealth vs poverty (not to men-
tion freedom!).  Moreover, extremely wealthy people, 
including leading “environmentalists” such as Leonar-
do DiCaprio, have multiple cars and homes, not to 
mention a private plane.  Their energy footprint is or-
ders of magnitude above that of people of average 
wealth.  The point here is that energy use is ubiqui-
tous to life itself in terms of the ability to both produce 
and consume.  When people demagogue the oil in-
dustry, for example, they are blaming the producers of 
that which they themselves consume.  That, my 
friends, is the definition of hypocrisy and duplicity.  
Who can live one day without consuming energy?   

So now, they come for the farmers and ranchers be-
cause of their ecological footprint.  Speaking of the 
cycle of life, what is life without food?   The extremists 
portend that growing fruits and vegetables and raising 
animals threatens the planet.  As I mentioned recent-
ly, they would rather we eat insects in the name of 
“Climate Smart Agriculture”. 

Hence, these enemies of prosperity, economic free-
dom, and common sense have strip-mined us of our 
jobs, energy, and food to save the planet at the ex-
pense of our humanity.  How then shall we live?  

(Continued from page 8) 
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lowest smoking rates in the country. In fact, California 
has lower cigarette use among adults than any state 
other than Utah — where the state’s predominant reli-
gion frowns on smoking. Only the fear of God can get 
you to smoke less than we do in California. 

Youth vaping was down 59% before the ban and 
youth smoking rates are at 1.9% — an all-time low. 

Also, while the issue, as I stated, isn’t directly taxpay-
er related (and why HJTA hasn’t taken a formal posi-
tion on the proposition), a legislative analysis of a ban 
on these products found that it would lead to 
“significant revenue losses” (revenue is government-
speak for tax money) that will exceed $1 billion in the 
next four years. I’m sure the Legislature won’t take 
that sitting down and will try to find more “revenue” in 
higher taxes elsewhere. 

It’s all about control and it’s why voters should just say 
no to Proposition 31. 

Why no? Because this measure is a referendum, 
which is one of the direct democracy powers that Cali-
fornians have had since 1911, along with the power of 
initiative and recall. A referendum empowers voters to 
approve or reject at the polls any act or section or part 
of any act of the Legislature. 

On Proposition 31, California voters will be deciding 
whether to approve (“yes”) or reject (“no”) the law that 
bans flavored tobacco products. 

I’ll be voting no – and I don’t even smoke. 

Jon Coupal is president of the Howard Jarvis Taxpay-
ers Association. 

(Continued from page 9) 
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Hillary Clinton — who famously said "it takes a village 
to raise a child" — interned with the CDF in 1970, 
joined it as an attorney in 1972, and chaired it from 
1986 till 1992, when she became first lady.  Under her 
leadership, the CDF pushed for the adoption of the 
treaty, which potentially pits children against their par-
ents and the family.  She encouraged her husband, 
President Bill Clinton, to sign the treaty in 1995.  The 
signing constitutes a preliminary endorsement and 
does not bind a country to implement the treaty or rati-
fy it in the future.  But it does obligate the government 
to refrain from actions that may undermine the treaty's 
objective and purpose. 

Leftist forces in America have made multiple unsuc-
cessful attempts to achieve ratification, the last by 
Representative Ilhan Omar of the Minnesota Demo-
cratic-Farmer-Labor Party.  Despite the failures, the 
tenets of the treaty are being implemented in spirit.  
Cultural Marxists have managed to change the sys-
tem so much that today, children can do all the follow-
ing without their parents' consent: receive vaccina-
tions, obtain birth control, have abortions, change 
their religion, mimic the opposite sex, be informed 
about sexual deviance, and be promiscuous. 

Examples of these abound across the country and 
include cases of teachers and school staff actively 
subverting parental authority over students.  Children 
are told their parents are unloving or neglectful if they 
don't affirm the students' new gender identity.  Par-
ents have even lost custody of their children for op-
posing a process that can result in sterilization and 
lasting damage.  Concerned parents are treated as 
interlopers "interfering" in their children's develop-
ment, "gender choices," educational path, and so on.  
If they object to the teaching of CRT, transgender rad-
icalism, and inappropriate sexual material, they may 
be arrested, or their children may be removed from 
their home.  They may even be labeled "domestic ter-
rorists." 

This pre-empting of parents has become so strident 
that Virginia gubernatorial candidate Terry McAuliffe 
made a statement last year that would be unthinkable 
a few years ago: "I'm not going to let parents come 
into schools and actually take books out and make 
their own decisions.  I don't think parents should be 
telling schools what they should teach." 

(Continued from page 5) And Attorney General Merrick Garland implied that 
the actions of parents (like Scott Smith) who protest at 
board meetings are "equivalent to a form of domestic 
terrorism."  He even used the threat of the Depart-
ment of Justice and the FBI against parents who pro-
test school curricula defying their values or subverting 
their authority.  He later retracted his inflammatory 

(Continued on page 20) 



 Dear COLAB Members,   

Did you know that lessening the burden of government is a bonafide and legitimate 
function of a charitable endeavor, i.e. a 501c3 tax exempt foundation?  Is that not a 
cause you can believe in and support?  Well, thankfully, COLAB now has its own 
foundation!!! 

COLAB can now raise funds from other foundations, as well as, individuals who don’t 
own their own business!  That means that everyone who contributes to the COLAB 
Foundation can write off their contributions. 

The COLAB Foundation is a public charity formed to procure funding for the Santa 
Barbara County Coalition of Labor, Agriculture and Business (COLAB) and other se-
lect non-profit entities to advance education and science, combat community deterio-
ration and lessen the burden of government. 

Of course, the donations to the COLAB Foundation can only be used to educate the 
public about the work that COLAB and others are doing in our community, but we 
have been educating people all along!  

The COLAB Foundation! 

Donations are tax-deductible as a charitable contribution!  

Please send your contribution to: 

The COLAB Foundation 

PO Box 7523 

Santa Maria, CA 93456 

Or online at: 

http://www.colabsbc.org/COLAB-foundation-form.php 

Donations to the COLAB Foundation are deductible IRC 170 as the foundation 

is an IRS approver 501 C3 charity. 

Our EIN is 81-1088586 
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Tinhorn Flats COVID-19 case against the government 
to continue. The court refuses to dismiss Tinhorn 
Flat’s case that Burbank targeted it because it ex-
pressed its opposition to Newsom’s shutdown orders.” 

“This is another step moving forward in a 1st Amend-
ment cause of action,” Meuser said. 

Back in March 2020 at the onset of the Covid out-
break, the Globe spoke with Attorney Meuser about 
the legality of the government-ordered shutdowns/
lockdowns. Here’s what Meuser said then: 

“On March 11, 2020, Governor Newsom’s of-
fice published the fact that it was California 
Department of Public Health’s policy of pre-
venting gatherings of groups larger than 250 
people “should be postponed.” This was not 
an executive order by the governor, instead it 
was a California Department of Public Health 
policy. This policy does not cite a single law 
that gives the California Department of Public 
Health authority to shut down events of 250 
people or require social distancing of more 
than 6 feet. While these may be good guide-
lines to follow, they are simply policies, they 
are not the law.” 

“To emphasize that this was just a policy and 
not a law, on March 12, 2020, Newsom issues 
his next executive order (N-25-20). This exec-
utive order states that ‘All residents are to 
heed any orders and guidance of state and 
local public health officials, including but not 
limited to the imposition of social distancing 
measures, to control the spread of COVID-

(Continued from page 3) 

19.’” 

“Notice the language of this order. ‘All resi-
dents are to heed any orders and guidance 
…’. If you look up the word heed in the diction-
ary, you will discover that it means ‘to give 
consideration attention to.’ It does not say you 
must obey. Gavin Newsom in his executive 
order utilizing his powers granted him after 
declaring a state of emergency told the citi-
zens of California that Californians should take 
the advice given by the California Department 
of Public Health into consideration when mak-
ing decisions.” 

In December 2020, the Globe reported: 

“Gov. Newsom and California Department of Public 
Health Secretary Dr. Mark Ghaly have failed to pro-
vide the ‘science’ and/or ‘data’ they are using as they 
claim activities like outdoor dining, bars, and hair and 
nail salons are responsible for spreading coronavirus.” 

“’We want to nix mixing. Full stop.’ Newsom said at 
his press conference Thursday. The governor claims 
‘Our ICUs are climbing quickly toward their capacity. 
Our death rate is rising…’ says the governor who only 
weeks ago attended a swanky dinner in Napa Valley 
with 22 other people. He obviously didn’t believe that 
‘more lives would be lost’ by his attendance at the  
dinner.” 

Katy Grimes is Editor of the California Globe, is a long
-time Investigative Journalist covering the California 
State Capitol, and the co-author of California's War 
Against Donald Trump: Who Wins? Who Loses? 
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trees and too much underbrush robs the ability of 
healthy trees to compete for sunshine, nutrients and 
water.  They become weakened, susceptible to 
drought, pests, and disease, and eventually die.  It is 
our responsibility to put an end to this cycle of fires, 
floods and fools by going back to the practices of old, 
including the practices of the Chumash who success-
fully managed these lands for thousands of years by 
way of prescribed burns and other management tech-
niques including mosaic clearing. 

Moreover, if you believe that droughts are a product of 
climate change, it only makes sense to thin our for-
ests to allow the ecosystem to adapt sans horrific out-
of- control fires.  That is, thinning our forests will allow 
the ecosystem to maximize the use of the water avail-
able from rain and the underground aquifers.  Moreo-
ver, as local historians will tell you, burning excess 
growth will mitigate the effects of drought because the 
ecosystem will return to its natural balance rather than 
having excess trees and brush deplete the aquifer. 

We also believe that the Forest Service via this pro-
ject needs to address all the regulatory obstacles that 
stand in the way of a healthy forest system.  This 
would include any prohibitions against mechanized 
clearing or the use of any tools necessary to get this 
job done in a timely manner.  That is, we need to cre-
ate firebreaks, allow mechanized thinning, allow the 
burning of debris piles, and regular and routine burns 
and re-burns in a timely manner to break the current 
cycle.  Moreover, allowing roads to be built that run 
through the forest has two benefits.  The road acts as 

(Continued from page 2) 
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a fuel break and it also creates the means for fire 
fighters to get to the heart of the wildland fire in order 
to fight the same. 

Regarding fuel breaks, isn’t it amazing that once a fire 
starts, we rapidly create as many fuel breaks as pos-
sible to slow the spread of the fire?  Does it not make 
sense to create these breaks before the fire begins to 
achieve the same end, manageable fuel loads? 

Furthermore, the United States Forest Service needs 
exemptions from the California Air Resources Board, 
the Endangered Species Act, and other regulatory 
impediments that are counterproductive to all con-
cerned as it affects the goals of these projects.  That 
is, wildfires exceed air quality standards more so than 
forest management techniques.  And more wildlife 
dies during a wildland fire than a controlled burn that 
otherwise limits the damage to wildlife habitat and 
wildlife in general. 

Finally, it is absurd for anyone concerned about 
greenhouse gases to consider allowing millions of 
acres throughout California to burn in an uncontrolled 
manner every decade rather than lessening the fuel 
load and the subsequent release of these gases into 
the atmosphere. 

We ask that this project move forward for the sake of 
our forests, our wildlife, the habitat, the watershed, the 
soil, and the people who would rather enjoy the forest 
instead of watching it be continuously destroyed by 
wildland fires. 

Sincerely, 

Andy Caldwell 

Executive Director 
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rhetoric, but the point was made: dissenting parents, beware. 

Fortunately, parents are rising against the tyranny and the injection of woke agendas, even running for office to 
realign schools with the true objectives of education.  In Wisconsin, parents are suing the Kettle Moraine 
School District to challenge the policy allowing students to change their names and pronouns at school without 
parental consent.  One couple, whose daughter is battling depression and anxiety, found that, without their con-
sent and over their objections, teachers were using a male name and male pronouns for their daughter. 

In Iowa, the Linn-Mar School Board voted for a "parental exclusion policy" to codify five-year-old practices of 
not disclosing a student's transgender status to parents, asserting that gender identity decisions will be made 
solely by students and school administrators.  Parents are suing the board over this. 

Virginia, where Scott Smith stood up for his sexually assaulted daughter, seems to be a bustling battleground.  
Public schools there use inappropriate sexualized material, survey students about their sex lives, and allow 
males to use girls' bathrooms and locker rooms.  It's also where brave parents and teachers are fighting back. 

At the meeting at which Smith was arrested, police also arrested Jon Tigges for refusing to leave without hav-
ing his opposition to the teaching of CRT heard.  He says what's happening in Loudoun is a "microcosm of 
what's happening across the country."  Loudoun County also suspended a popular gym teacher, Tanner Cross, 
for refusing to use preferred pronouns for his trans students on religious grounds.  He has since been reinstat-
ed after suing the board. 

The overreach and deceitful practices of our woke educational system constitute a clear violation of the equal 
protection clause of the 14th Amendment, as well as an infringement of the 1974 Family Educational Rights 
and Privacy Act, granting parents rights to their children's school records.  Besides traumatizing our children, 
such indoctrination and the usurpation of parental rights subvert the family, the nation, and its Judeo-Christian 
values and ideals.  But that won't happen as long as parents like Scott Smith and teachers like Tanner Cross 
are around.  They deserve our utmost admiration and respect.  

Janet Ellen Levy, Writer, Public Speaker, and staunch Advocate for the preservation of Constitutional freedoms  

(Continued from page 16) 


