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YES!  Our California government is proposing an additional and terrible 
threat to every one of us who uses water!  This is in addition to the SGMA 
mess with our local IWVGA currently threatening to shoved down our threats 
the forcing of making we, the people of IWV pay the bills the GA board has 
accumulated through their spending.  By law (Proposition 4 passed in 1979)  
requires CA government to pay their bills...NOT WE, THE PEOPLE!   
 
Now, the following “HORROR” was just received from Gilbert Garcia, one of our 
very alert IWV residents to which every voter in California must pay attention, but 
also every voter must exercise their voting rights in the upcoming November 3, 
2020, election to ONLY elect the political representatives that will dump any and 
all this kind of “proposed” passage for such not only irresponsible legislation but 
also such dangerous and destructive legislation.  Thank you, Gilbert, for bringing 
this extremely important and timely alert forward to share with us.. 
 

By:  Wayne Western, Jr.  
 The Sun’s Agriculture Pulse contributor, 

 writing on the San Joaquin Valley’s 
 agricultural community and 

 water issues, August 5, 2020, 12:20 pm 
 

Newsom’s Water Plan Previews a Future Calif. That 
Ignores History – at its Peril 

Last week, Gov. Gavin Newsom released the final version of the state’s Water Re-
silience Portfolio. State agencies such as the Natural Resource Agency, California 
Environmental Protection Agency, and California Department of Food and Agricul-
ture have gone through the daunting task of assembling an extensive, multi-faceted 
water plan for the future of California.   It lays out general plans and a path forward 
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on topics such as safer drinking water, groundwater recharge, healthy habitats, fish and environmental restora-
tion, wastewater, storm-water, pollution, sea level rise, changing water quality standards, voluntary agree-
ments, and more. 
 
If implemented, California will look a lot different than it does today.  Newsom’s Water Resilience Portfolio is 
a controlling mechanism to cover-up past agenda-driven failures and ensure zero accountability on many 
fronts going forward.  But, it’s worse than that. 
 
The Water Resilience Portfolio has a few themes running throughout its twenty-eight main pages followed by 
over one-hundred pages of appendices and attachments.  First, everything will be driven by climate 
change.  Second, buckle-up for impending disaster – it’s a recurring theme throughout the document.  Third, 
forget history. Everything will be managed on predictions and forecasts and historical data will no longer be  
used.  Next, surface water will be used for two things only: groundwater recharge and environmental purposes.  
And lastly, the combination of climate change and the threats of high catastrophic probability will be used to 
accomplish exactly what to do with your water, your land, and you.  
 
Within the Portfolio, you will read that “global climate change, already altering our water resources in alarm-
ing ways, likely will escalate over time.”  Our water resources have been altered and it is alarming. But it was 
not accomplished via global climate change. Instead, it has been a man-made effort creating droughts by de-
sign.  Global climate change did not redirect the flow of water from the Delta to the Pacific Ocean.  It was not 
climate change that produced the Central Valley Project Improvement Act, failed Biological Opinions, or set 
forth on the most radical interpretation of the Endangered species Act for over a decade.  
Was it too soon for climate change to rupture the spillway at Oroville? 
 
Is it climate change that drives the obsession to halt progress by groups such as the Natural Resources Defense 
Council, Sierra Club, or the Bay Institute?  Nope, it’s just agenda-driven people.  “Simply put, agricultural 
production will be shaped by limits on available water supply.”   Of course, this is true. 
 
State lawmakers – backed by those same agenda-driven people – have long succeeded at hindering agriculture 
production that coincides with the transfer of surface water.   The human necessity of food is apparently not a 
priority and every drop of surface water will be managed by flows needed for the environment.  “Historical 
patterns can no longer serve water managers as a trustworthy guide around which to plan, so climate sci-
ence and projections have become increasingly important.” 
 
This is – in no uncertain terms – wiping clean the historical slate, coming to a water forum near you!  By their 
own logic, the arguments of California leaders and environmental groups of the past decade should, too, be 
considered irrelevant.  All lawsuits by the State of California against the federal government should be with-
drawn at once since they are based on historical “versions” of their data.  We should expect the constant at-
tempt to adhere to failed science be abandoned immediately if we are to no longer use historical information. 
 
Elsewhere within the Water Portfolio, there calls for an effort and support to recycle or reuse 2.5 million acre-
feet of water per year in the next decade.  Apparently, we have come a long way. It took California around 25 
years to systematically transfer 2.5 million acre-feet of water last time – from people to the ocean. 
 
We will research where desalination makes sense, meaning  water transferred to become salt water in the Pa-
cific Ocean will now be returned at a multi-billion-dollar price tag to remove the salt.  Again, this transfer was 
done by people, not global climate change.  Throughout the Portfolio is a constant reference to possible floods 
and flood protection.  With the prediction of more rain and less snow, possible future floods becomes a likely 
topic.  Flood protection becomes a complicated topic with the understanding that dams are a thing of the past. 
Mitigation and preparedness for what Mother Nature will “likely” hand us because of climate change will be 
more about land use changes than it will additional infrastructure.  Farmland, once appreciated for the most 
productive land in America that fed a nation, will see its top priorities  shifted to sequester carbon, become a 
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place for birds to land, fish to swim, and a place to recharge aquifers.   
 
We will be convinced over time through “science” and a political agenda that these benefits far outweigh the 
benefit of growing food.  Your property rights and freedom will be trampled in the name of public safety and a 
changing climate.   
 
Current leadership in California claiming an appreciation for collaboration and science-based management is 
laughable. They have chosen to not collaborate or utilize updated science, consistently.  Instead, they have 
chosen litigation while hypocrisy rules the day.   
 
Newsom’s Water Portfolio calls for a review of state, Federal, and local permitting processes in order to im-
prove those processes.  On June 1, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Andrew Wheeler is-
sued the final rule to modernize the current Clean Water Act following an executive order from President 
Trump.  Leading the charge with yet another lawsuit, California Attorney General Xavier Becerra decried the 
move as so-called “Trump rollbacks.”  It appears an uncontested improvement of bureaucracy as it pertains to 
water is apparently only reserved for Newsom. 
 
While Newsom and Becerra claim the Federal government’s efforts to update processes were not transparent, 
it’s important to note just how vastly different the process looks.  Newsom’s Water Portfolio received 200 
public comments. Trump’s? 125,000. 
 
At its core, the Water Resilience Portfolio is a manifesto of the future of water in California.  It’s a future that 
diminishes or eliminates the personal right to water and transfers it to the public right for water, prioritizes the 
environment above humans on the hierarchy of living things, driven by uncertainty and the presence of fear 
with no accountability.   
 
We will see a future of people being sequestered into pre-planned, pre-ordained locales with micromanaged 
uses of natural resources, eating pre-planned rations of food while their formerly-owned land is being used for 
pre-planned public purposes. 
 
These aren’t “likely” predictions of the future but are likely because of historical fact.  An elected official who 
is willing to decide your menu items will have no problem deciding the use of your water and land. 
 
 
 
 
Again, the following pages contain the CA Constitution’s laws (addressing property taxes and the State must pay their 
own bills) which we, the people passed in 1978 and 1979 plus the voting records of all those in the CA.  We MUST 
dump any and all politicians who voted FOR the State Government Management Authority (SGMA) and rescind 
SGMA immediately to save our state.  Only then can we move forward with any needed clarifications and/or reinsti-
tuting of our long-existing water laws to actually address want is  needed to put water rights back in the hands of we, 
the people and run the State of California and Los Angeles Department of Water and Power OUT OF THE WATER 
BUSINESS  which is destroying our State. 
 
Please pass this Newsletter on to everyone on your email list asking all of them to pass on, and pass on, etc., etc.  We 
must reach millions of CA voters for the November 3, 2020, elections and stop criminal-minded-actions of Newsome 
and all his cohorts that are on a path to destroy all of us plus the State of California. 
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The Original California Proposition 13 
Text of Proposition 13 as originally presented to the voters (June 1978) 
 
PROPOSITION 13, THE AMENDMENT.  That Article XIII A is added to the Constitution to read: 
Section 1. 
 
(a) The maximum amount of any ad valorem tax on real property shall not exceed one percent (1%) of the full 

 cash value of such property. The one percent (1%) tax to be collected by the counties and apportioned 
 according to law to the districts within the counties. 

 
(b) The limitation provided for in subdivision (a) shall not apply to ad valorem taxes or special assessments to     
 pay the interest and redemption charges on any indebtedness approved by the voters prior to the time 
 this section becomes effective. 
 
Section 2. 
 
(a) The full cash value means the County Assessors valuation of real property as shown on the 1975-76 tax bill 
 under “full cash value," or thereafter, the appraised value of real property when purchased, newly con-
 structed, or a change in ownership has occurred after the 1975 assessment. All real property not already 
 assessed up to the 1975-76 tax levels may be reassessed to reflect that valuation. 
 
(b) The fair market value base may reflect from year to year the inflationary rate not to exceed two percent (2%) 
 for any  given year or reduction as shown in the consumer price index or comparable data for the area 
 under taxing jurisdiction. 
 
Section 3. 
 
From and after the effective date of this article, any changes in State taxes enacted for the purpose of increasing 
revenues collected pursuant thereto whether by increased rates or changes in methods of computation must be 
imposed by an Act passed by not less than two-thirds of all members elected to each of the two houses of the 
Legislature, except that no new ad valorem taxes on real property, or sales or transaction taxes on the sales of 
real property may be imposed. 
 
Section 4. 
 
Cities, Counties and special districts, by a two-thirds vote of the qualified electors of such district, may impose 
special taxes on such district, except ad valorem taxes on real property or a transaction tax or sales tax on the 
sale of real property within such City, County or special district. 
 
Section 5. 
This article shall take effect for the tax year beginning on July 1 following the passage of this Amendment, ex-
cept Section 3 which shall become effective upon the passage of this article. 
 
Section 6. 
 
If any section, part, clause, or phrase hereof is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional, the remain-
ing sections shall not be affected but will remain in full force and effect. 

Page 4 Newsletter No. 13 Friends of Indian Wells Valley, August 24,  2020 



Amendments to Proposition 13 
 

1978 Proposition 8 (or Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 67)  
was an amendment of the Constitution of California relating to the assessment of property values. It was pro-
posed by the California State Legislature and approved by voters in a referendum held on 7 November 1978.  
The amendment was necessitated by the passage of Proposition 13 in June of the same year. Proposition 8 al-
lowed for a reassessment of real property values in a declining market. For this purpose it amended Article 13A 
of the state constitution, which had been added by Proposition 13. Today a reassessment based on a decline in 
market value is called a "Proposition 8" 
 
1986 Proposition 58 
Proposition 58 allows homeowners to transfer their principle residence to children without a property tax re-
assessment, as well as the first $1 million (not indexed to inflation) in assessed value of other real property. It 
passed with 76% of the vote.[69] 
  
1986 Proposition 60 
Proposition 60 allows homeowners over the age of 55 to transfer the assessed value of their present home to a 
replacement home if the replacement home is located in the same county, is of equal or lesser value, and pur-
chased within 2 years of sale. 
 
1988 Proposition 90 
Proposition 90 is similar to 1986 Proposition 60 in that it allows homeowners over the age of 55 to transfer the 
assessed value of their present home to a replacement home if the replacement home is located in a different 
county, provided the incoming county allows the transfer. 
 
1996 Proposition 193 
Proposition 193 extended 1986 Proposition 58 by allowing grandparents to transfer to their grandchildren their 
primary residence and up to $1 million (not indexed to inflation) in other real property without a property tax re-
assessment, when both parents of the grandchild are deceased. It passed with 67% of the vote.[71] 
 
1996 Proposition 218 
Proposition 218, called the "Right to Vote on Taxes Act," is an initiative constitutional amendment approved by 
California voters on November 5, 1996.[72] Proposition 218 was sponsored by the Howard Jarvis Taxpayers As-
sociation as a constitutional follow-up to Proposition 13.  (NOTE:  The following appears in red to emphasize 
limitations for government at any level to impose or raise taxes without the 2/3rds vote of we, the people...This 
includes, of course, our IWVGA) 
The proposition established constitutional limits on the ability of local governments to levy benefit assess-
ments on real property and property-related fees and charges such as those for utility services to prop-
erty.[73] The assessment and property-related fee and charge reforms contained in Proposition 218 were in 
response to California local governments' use of revenue sources that circumvented the two-thirds vote 
requirement to raise local taxes under Proposition 13.[74] 
 
It also requires voter approval before a local government, including a charter city, may impose, increase, 
or extend any local tax.[75] It also constitutionally reserves to local voters the right to use the initiative 
power to reduce or repeal any local tax, assessment, fee or charge, including provision for a significantly 
reduced petition signature requirement to qualify a measure on the ballot.[76]   
 
2000 Proposition 39 
Proposition 39 lowered the required supermajority necessary for voters to impose local school bond acts from 
two-thirds (2/3) of the votes cast to 55%. 

2010 Proposition 26 
Proposition 26 added a constitutional definition of "tax" for purposes of the two-thirds legislative vote require-
ment for state taxes under Proposition 13.[77] 
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The Original California Proposition 4 
 
Proposition 4 was sponsored by Paul Gann and is sometimes referred to as the 'Spirit of 13' Initiative in refer-
ence to Proposition 13, which was approved the previous year of 1978.  In 1979 Proposition 4 amended the Cali-
fornia Constitution to: 

Require the state to reimburse local governments for the cost of complying 
with state mandates. 

 
“2018 California Constitution, Article XIII B, Government Spending Limitation, Section 6 

SEC. 6.  (a)  Whenever the Legislature or any state agency mandates a new program or higher level of ser-
vice on any local government, the State shall provide for a subvention of funds to reimburse that local gov-
ernment for the costs of the program or increased level of service, except that the Legislature may, but 
need not, provide a subvention of funds for the following mandates: 

(1) Legislative mandates requested by the local agency affected. 

(2) Legislation defining a new crime or changing an existing definition of a crime. 

(3) Legislative mandates enacted prior to January 1, 1975, or executive orders or regulations initially im-
plementing legislation enacted prior to January 1, 1975. 

(4) Legislative mandates contained in statutes within the scope of paragraph (7)) of subdivision (b) of Sec-
tion 3, Article 1. 

(5) Except as provided in paragraph (2), for the 2005-06 fiscal year and every subsequent fiscal year, for a 
mandate for which the costs of a local government claimant have been determined in a preceding fiscal 
year to be payable by the State pursuant to law, the Legislature shall either appropriate, in the annual 
Budget Act, the full payable amount that has not been previously paid, or suspend the operation of the 
mandate for the fiscal year for which the annual Budget Act is applicable in a manner prescribed.  

 

There are some other “exceptions” to requiring CA government to pay for mandated requirements, but we, the 
people did NOT include them in OUR original Proposition 4 which we passed; therefore they are not legally an 
addition since we, the legal voting public must pass by a majority 2/3rds vote any additions or changes to our 
originally-passed Proposition 4. 
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California Government 
Senate & Assembly 

State Groundwater Management Authority 
(SGMA) 

Voting records of both houses appear on the following pages and show this legislation 
passed by “only” 2 votes in each house. 

This legislation has been a disaster for the State of California.  The SGMA has declared at 
least 40 areas within California are in danger of so-called, low-water levels.  This SGMA 
takeover forcing these areas to “legislate” very ineffective and destructive “requirements” 

imposed by “unelected” positions filled by SGMA directives which has filled these positions 
with people unknowledgeable about the world of water and is just as CA State takeover 
which has caused loss of agriculture and ranching throughout the State, small farming 

plus sending an exodus of residents out of the State because of the insurmountable costs of 
this CA State Intervention 

In addition, a large number of lawsuits files by property owners suffering huge damages 
have been filed against the government throughout the State.  Remember, folks...those who 

file the lawsuits pay that bill, but the taxes of the people pay the State’s legal bills.  In es-
sence, we, the people pay twice since we pay the State’s legal bill and we also pay the legal 

bills of any private enterprise that produces food or anything else we purchase because 
those legal costs will ALWAYS be added to the service or product they sell to us. 

ATTENTION... ALL CALIFORNIA VOTERS:  SIGMA HAS TO BE RESCINDED! 
Study the following pages and do the research before you vote in November, 2020! 

RECAP 

No Votes in the Senate:  99% Republicans and 33% Democrats 

No Votes in the House:  99.6% Republicans and 5% Democrats 

 

No matter what is your party affiliation, please research your chosen 
 candidates before casing your votes..  We must make sure we elect only 

those candidates who will rescind SGMA!   
REMEMBER Folks...without water nothing can life! 
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Continued on  page 2 
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Vote Held August 20, 2014 

Continued on next page 2 

Continued from CA Senate SGMA, page 1 
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Vote Held August 20, 2014 
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Continued from CA House SGMA page 1 

Continued on CA House SGMA page 2 

Vote Held August 20, 2014 
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Vote Held August 20, 2014 

Continued from CA House SGMA page 2 
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Our CA Legislators Urging Governor Brown to 
Veto this Disastrous SGMA 

(Governor Brown Signed this Bill on September 16, 2014) 
 

The following communications were sent to Governor Brown soon after this bill past by 2 
votes in the Senate and 2 votes in the House! 

 
 Governor should call a Special Session on Groundwater 

Senator Tom Berryhill of Twain Harte and a bipartisan coalition of legislators call on the Governor to veto Senate 
Bill 1168 (Pavley),  AB 1739 (Dickinson) and SB 1319 (Pavley), the groundwater management bills and convene a 
special session on groundwater management. 
 

Assembly member Frank Bigelow Joins Lawmakers In Urging Governor Brown to 
 Veto Groundwater Legislation 

Water, Parks and Wildlife Committee Vice Chair Frank Bigelow, R-O’Neals, today joined Republican and De-
mocrat lawmakers in sending a letter to Governor Jerry Brown urging him to veto controversial groundwater man-
agement legislation (Assembly Bill 1739 and Senate Bills 1168 and Assembly 1319).   
 
Additional signatures: 
Assembly Republican Leader Connie Conway 
Assembly Republican Leader-Elect Kristin Olsen 
Assemblymember Katcho Achadjian 
Assemblymember Travis Allen 
Assemblymember Frank Bigelow 
Assemblymember Rocky Chávez 
Assemblymember Brian Dahle 
Assemblymember Tim Donnelly 
Assemblymember Steve Fox 
Assemblymember Beth Gaines 
Assemblymember Jeff Gorell 
Assemblymember Adam Gray 
Assemblymember Shannon Grove 
Assemblymember Diane Harkey 
Assemblymember Curt Hagman 
Assemblymember Brian Jones 
Assemblymember Eric Linder 
Assemblymember Dan Logue 
Assemblymember Allan Mansoor 
Assemblymember Melissa Melendez 
Assemblymember Rudy Salas 
Assemblymember Donald P. Wagner 
Assemblymember Marie Waldron 
Assemblymember Scott Wilk 
Senate Republican Leader Bob Huff 
Senator Tom Berryhill 
Senator Anthony Cannella 
Senator Jean Fuller 
Senator Ted Gaines 
Senator Cathleen Galgiani 
Senator Steve Knight 
Senator Mike Morrell 
Senator Jim Nielsen 
Senator Mimi Walters 
Senator Andy Vidak 
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Paul Wenger at the California Farm Bureau Federation: 

Passage of three groundwater-regulation bills by the California Legislature—Assembly Bill 1739 and Sen-
ate Bills 1168 and 1319—threatens a number of negative consequences for family farmers, ranchers and 
other landowners, according to the California Farm Bureau Federation. 

CFBF President Paul Wenger said Farm Bureau has always encouraged the proper management of groundwater, 
“but doing that job efficiently and effectively should have been a priority.” 

“Instead,” Wenger said, “the Legislature took the ‘ready, fire, aim’ approach, rushing these bills through and creat-
ing a massive new regulatory program in the final days of the legislative session.” 

Farmers, ranchers and other landowners in California will be left to pick up the pieces, Wenger said, dealing with 
the consequences of the legislation for years to come. 

“The bills would allow for groundwater to be monopolized to the detriment of urban water users and farmers—
including people who have not created an overdraft problem but who could need access to groundwater in the fu-
ture,” he said. “The same agencies that have been hamstrung by conflicting missions and statutory mandates—
including environmental restrictions of questionable value—will now control all water decisions.” 

In addition, the bills reach beyond efforts to balance inflows and outflows of groundwater basins, creating require-
ments that will lead to confusion and litigation, Wenger said. 

 

Assemblyman Dan Logue Opposes Overreaching Groundwater Regulations 

North State Assemblyman Dan Logue today voted against AB 1739 (Dickinson) and SB 1168 (Pavley), a last min-
ute attempt at regulating California’s groundwater resources. The Assemblyman cast his votes in defense of re-
sponsible ground water management and protection of property rights. 

“AB 1739 and SB 1168 pose a great threat to property owners, farmers and the ag community, especially in the 
North State,” said Logue. “While California does need to work toward establishing responsible groundwater man-
agement, this bill is far too broad and overreaching to truly benefit the state as a whole. There is a difference be-
tween responsibly managing our resources and the State coming in to take control from property owners.” 

AB 1739 and SB 1168 would allow for the creation of groundwater sustainability agencies and grant them the au-
thority to take control of groundwater basins, and impose fees upon those drawing from the basin. By taking con-
trol away from property owners, the bill not only strips their water right but it opens the state up to years of litiga-
tion. 

Logue concluded, “It never fails that at the end of the legislative a cycle, a bill that results in overregulation, over-
reaching or is simply irresponsible, surfaces without transparency. It was only a couple of weeks ago that legisla-
tors came together to pass a bi-partisan water bond with significant input from the public. That is how this issue 
needs to be handled, not with a last minute, partisan overreach. I’m disappointed that these two bills passed, and I 
urge Californians to call the Governor’s and tell him to veto these bills 
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Please share this Newsletter with your friends and acquaintances.   

Also, you may add your replies and/or additional  

information for inclusion in our next edition...send to:  

 lorrysda@gmail.com  

lorrysda@gmail.com 
Telephone:  760-377-5579 

 
 You can download a copy of this and all previous newsletters to read or  

printout for  additional copies which are available on our own webpage at the 
below link:  

  
http://www.sdarabians.com/CAWaterGovernmentInterference.html 

 

Below is  contact information for the editor of this newsletter and our own website..   
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