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he most intractable problem on the South

Coast is our lack of affordable housing. The
League and other housing activists have worked
for years to try to find ways to build more
affordable units. The high cost of land and
building materials make it a mgjor challenge. We
have invited several loca experts to come to our
May Community Forum and describe how they
have been able to build affordable units, and why it
isso difficult. Sister Alicia Martin, Director of St.
Vincent s large affordable housing project adjacent
to Highway 154, will discuss the 10 years of
extremely hard work it took them to build a project
that has divisions for families, seniors, and singles.

Scott Smith, the local director of Peoples Self
Help, will describe the smaller projects that they

have been able to develop over two counties, and
how that has been accomplished. From the Towbes
Group, Craig Zimmerman will discuss why
rental housing is so hard to build, and how some
projects can succeed. And the City of Santa
Barbaras own Robert Pearson, Executive Direc-
tor of Santa Barbaras Housing Authority, will
describe why the city has been able to build award-
winning projects, and why it will have more
trouble doing so in the future.

Thiswill be an opportunity to bring your questions
about affordable housing production to the experts!
We will have the usua excellent parking, and you
can bring a brown bag lunch if you would like.
Coffee and cookies will be provided.

Connie Hannah, First Vice President (Action)
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At the May units, we will discuss the two state propositions on the June 3 ballot. These critically

important measures deal with eminent domain; LWV opposes Prop. 98 and supports Prop. 99 and signed
the ballot arguments. Learn about the issues, and why these two propositions are competing on the ballot.

LWV opposes PROP 98, the California Property Owners & Farmland Protection Act. This deceptive
measure would abolish rent control and harm environmental protection. Californians deserve protection
from eminent domain abuse, but Proposition 98 is a radica proposa that goes too far. Its extreme
provisions would eliminate rent control and other renter protection laws; that is why wealthy apartment
and mobile home park owners have contributed most of the money to quaify Proposition 98 for the
ballot. In addition, Proposition 98 contains language that would make it difficult to protect the
environment and regulate land use, growth and development. This hidden agenda would threaten water
quality, hurt the environment, and thwart regulations that protect our neighborhoods.

LWV supports PROP 99, the Homeowners Protection Act. This measure is areal eminent domain
reform measure that will protect homeowners, without the hidden agendas and adverse consequences of
Proposition 98. Proposition 99 will prohibit the government from using eminent domain to take a hometo
transfer to another private party. It is supported by a broad coalition of homeowners, business, labor,

cities, counties and environmentalists, including the League of Women Voters.
Linda Phillips, President

LVWVSB Channel Voter

1 May 2008



Meeting with our legislators.

One of LWV’s great strengths is that we
work on three levels - local, state, and .
national. Every year, LWV Cdlifornia |

encourages us to interview our state
legislators. Leagues all over the state ask
the same set of questions, based on our
legislative priorities. You won't be
surprised to learn that this year’'s questions |
were all about the budget crisis, in light of
the state’ s huge deficit. k

At the end of March, Marge Gordon and I, and Ann Levin
from LWV Ventura County, interviewed Pedro Nava.
Here isa summary of his responses.

Question 1 was on how to cut the budget: across the board,
or by setting priorities? Nava does not support across the
board cuts, and identified two of his priorities for funding:
education and health care. He is particularly concerned that
cuts to MediCal would begin in July, and patients will be
going to county funded emergency roomsthe most
expensive medical care. Costs will be shifted to the
counties. The same is true for care of the mentaly ill,
especialy the mentally ill homeless who end up in jails;
this is expensive and isn't fair either to them or to the
police.

Question 2 asked about revenue increases and eliminating
"tax expenditures’ (loopholes). Nava would support new
revenues, but achieving them will be difficult. He pointed
out that one structural cause of the deficit is the 2/3 vote
necessary to increase taxes and pass the budget in the
Legidlature. Unless this is changed which would req uire
an initiative Constitutional Amendment he sees no h ope
for increase in taxes. On the other hand, fees require only a
majority vote. Fees, once authorization is passed by
legislature, would be subject to local votes; this revenue
goes to counties.

He would revisit all tax expenditures for usefulness and
effectiveness, and mentioned several loopholes he would
like to see eliminated or reviewed. He also favors better
collection of in-arrears taxes and better tax enforcement,
which could generate $6 billion.

Question 2 continued with a Prop. 13 question: "It has been
pointed out that commercial property is only reassessed
when there is an outright sale of the property, but not when
more than half of the actual ownership of that property has
changed hands. Would you consider changes in the way
commercial property is assessed to trigger reassessment
when such changes in ownership occur?' Nava responded
that commercial property should be reassessed under more

types of changes in ownership. But the
current system was set up under Proposi-
tion 13, and therefore would take a citizens
initiative to change.

Question 3 asked about Governor Schwar-
zenegger’s proposed Budget Stabilization
Act, which would include automatic reduc-
tions whenever the administration projects
a deficit, and would give the governor
added authority to enforce reductions.
Nava called the act "a mistake"; the budget
must be a collaborative process between the
Legislature and the governor. He especially doesn’tlike the
ability to cut the budget in mid-year if deficits are
projected, which would make school funding impossible.

Question 4 asked about state borrowing and bonds. Nava
strongly prefers using bond funding only for long-term
infrastructure improvements in transportation, harbors,
water projects, etc. It should not be used to fill holesin the
General Fund.

However, he is aso concerned that the poor will suffer
disproportionately from budget cuts. And with the 2/3 vote
requirements, the Legislature may sometimes have to
borrow.

Question 5 requested his own priorities, which are:
1) Education

2) Hedlth care (he is a coauthor of the bill LWV supports,
SB 84)

3) Energy. He would encourage greater conservation and
less reliance on foreign oil. California must continue to
lead on climate change, and develop solar and wind
energy. He authored legislation to set standards for
certification of Carbon Trading to assure honesty of
that market, especially over-the-internet operations.

On April 20, representatives of several groups in the Health
Care for All coalition met with Congresswoman Lois
Capps to discuss healthcare reform. LWV US has not taken
stands on any healthcare hills currently in Congress, though
last year we vigorously supported reauthorization of
SCHIP, the State Children’s Health Insurance Plan, and |
thanked her for her own support for that program. | aso
presented Rep. Capps with LWVUS' healthcare reform
position, and added that we support SB 840 at the state
level, on the basis of our national position. She in turn
discussed severa bills in Congress, and suggested one that
she thought could advance League's overall goal.

Linda Phillips, President
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If you have been a member of LWVSB for more thahart time, you have
probably seen a faded clipping from the April 238%dition of the Santa
Barbara News-Press, describing the founding of L\BV3Jnder the
headline “When Women Voters Were Entertained” ghato of five women
seated at a luncheon table with eight more, inolmdMiss Pearl Chase,”
standing behind them. The photo is unfortunatetydark and grainy to be
reproduced effectively here, but it is includedliwVSB’s 1978 Birthday
Book and in its 198@®nniversary Tribute to the League of Women Votérs
the United Statedor the national League’s 80th birthday. The &atic
describes how officers from the California Leaguesented the organization
to “57 interested women,” who then made the unaosndecision to form
the Santa Barbara League of Women Voters.

Look for more information about our founding in timenths ahead. We have
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If you can devote a very lorfgll
day (6 am to 9:30 p.m.) or_a long
half day (6 a.m. to 1 p.m., or 1
p.m. to 9:30 p.m.) to help staff
the two precincts at Pilgrim
Terrace (649 Pilgrim Terrace
Drive), you will not only be

serving your community but your
stipend will go directly to

LWVSB. Please call Jan O'Dowd

a lot to celebrate this coming year!
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The Annual Meeting will be held this
year onSaturday, June 28at the Holiday
Inn, 5650 Calle Real, in Goleta. Th
Annual Meeting 2008 kit will be mailed
to members this month, so you will hav
time to read it beforehand. The meetin
will start at 9:30 and end around 1:30.
At the business meeting we will elect o
2008-09 Board, review the budget, an
approve the local program. We will als

hear reports on State Council an
National Convention.
We will have an exciting luncheon

speaker (TBA). The Annual Meeting ki
will give further details, including your
reservation slip to send in. So plan t
come! For questions and ride sharing, call
Carole Marks:

to volunteer or to get more
information.

P B BT |

/'0%

In the June 3 primary voters will select party adates for Congress, State
Senate and Assembly. There are also nonpartisas fac Superior Court
Judge and Board of Supervisors in the 1st, 3rd, 4thddistricts. The
League and the Citizens Planning Association coxspieed a forum for the
3rd district candidates on April 30 at the Goletl®y Community Center.

There are also two statewide propositions, 98 &hdofi the ballot. Both
concern eminent domain and are explained in théosed Pros and Cons
from LWVC.

Measure V, the Santa Barbara City College Improvement megassiralso
on the June ballot. It asks voters to approve @Zbmillion bond that will
qualify the college for $92 million in State matebifunds. Most of the
money would go to improvements and upgrades to oanfiacilities. If
passed, the measure would add to property tax $&568100,000 of each
property's assessed value (not its market value).

Many commentators are saying that this electiori thdlve a very low
turnout. Let's prove them wrongote on June 3!

Additional copies of Pros and Cons and Easy Vatemnaw available in the
League office. Please pick some up and help nmghiite them. Thanks.

Susan Shank, Voters Service

At the April Community ForumJohn
Romo (left), President of SBCC, led o
the presentation on Measure V, the Sahta
Barbara City College Improvement
Measure. This measure, which LWVS
supports will appear on the June 3 ball
Diane Rodriguez-Kiino, Director, Office
of Campus Diversity;Pablo Buckelew
Vice President, Continuing Educatio
and Desmond O’Neill, President of th
Board of Trustees, contributed their
perspectives to the discussion.
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