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Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the City Council/RDA/Planning 
Commission/Public Financing Authority regarding any item on this agenda will be made available 
for public inspection in the office of the City Clerk located at 825 Imperial Beach Blvd., Imperial 

Beach, CA 91932 during normal business hours. 

R E V I S E D  A G E N D A  
 

IMPERIAL BEACH CITY COUNCIL 
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY 

PLANNING COMMISSION 
PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 

 

OCTOBER 15, 2008 
 

Council Chambers 
825 Imperial Beach Boulevard 

Imperial Beach, CA  91932 
 

CLOSED SESSION MEETING – 5:15 P.M. 
REGULAR MEETING – 6:00 P.M. 

 
THE CITY COUNCIL ALSO SITS AS THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY, 
PLANNING COMMISSION, AND PUBLIC FINANCING AUTHORITY 
 

The City of Imperial Beach is endeavoring to be in total compliance with the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA).  If you require assistance or auxiliary aids in order to participate at City Council meetings, 

please contact the City Clerk’s Office at (619) 423-8301, as far in advance of the meeting as possible. 

CLOSED SESSION CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 

CLOSED SESSION 

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8 
 Property: 735 Palm Avenue, APN 626-250-03 
 Agency Negotiator: City Manager 
 Negotiating Parties: North Island Federal Credit Union 
 Under Negotiation: Instruction to Negotiator will concern price and terms of payment 

CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.8 
 Property: 741-849 Palm Avenue, APN 626-250-04, 05, & 06 
 Agency Negotiator: City Manager 
 Negotiating Parties: Sam & Sandra Dimenstein 
 Under Negotiation: Instruction to Negotiator will concern price and terms of payment 

 RECONVENE AND ANNOUNCE ACTION (IF APPROPRIATE) 

REGULAR MEETING CALL TO ORDER BY MAYOR 

ROLL CALL BY CITY CLERK 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

AGENDA CHANGES 

MAYOR/COUNCIL REIMBURSEMENT DISCLOSURE & COMMUNITY ANNOUNCEMENTS 

PUBLIC COMMENT - Each person wishing to address the City Council regarding items not on the 
posted agenda may do so at this time.  In accordance with State law, Council may not take action on 
an item not scheduled on the agenda.  If appropriate, the item will be referred to the City Manager or 
placed on a future agenda. 
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PRESENTATIONS (1.1) 

1.1* PRESENTATION OF PROCLAMATION TO JOSE NESTOR MARTINEZ.  (0410-30) 

* No Staff Report.  

CONSENT CALENDAR (2.1 - 2.8) - All matters listed under Consent Calendar are considered to be 
routine by the City Council and will be enacted by one motion.  There will be no separate discussion of these 
items, unless a Councilmember or member of the public requests that particular item(s) be removed from the 
Consent Calendar and considered separately.  Those items removed from the Consent Calendar will be 
discussed at the end of the Agenda.   

2.1 RATIFICATION OF WARRANT REGISTER.  (0300-25) 
City Manager’s Recommendation:  Ratify the following registers: Accounts Payable 
Numbers 67238 through 67322 with the subtotal amount of $318,497.55; and Payroll 
Checks 40241 through 40294 for the pay period ending 09/25/08 with the subtotal 
amount of $149,838.35; for a total amount of $468,335.90. 

2.2 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6680 – AUTHORIZING THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH TO 
PARTICIPATE IN A REGIONAL WASTE TIRE ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM.   
(0270-70) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

2.3 LETTER OF SUPPORT FOR THE SAN DIEGO ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS 
(SANDAG) APPLICATION FOR PROPOSITION 84 FUNDING TO STUDY SAND 
RETENTION STRUCTURES.  (0220-70 & 0460-20) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Authorize the Mayor to sign the letter of support. 

2.4 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6684 – AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO ENTER 
INTO A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN THE CITY OF SAN 
DIEGO OFFICE OF HOMELAND SECURITY AND THE CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH 
REGARDING URBAN AREA SECURITY INITIATIVE (UASI) GRANT FUNDING.  
(0390-88) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

2.5 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6682 – APPROVAL OF COUNCIL POLICY 408: 
INVESTMENT POLICY.  (0350-95) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

2.6 CASH AND INVESTMENT REPORTS FOR THE QUARTER ENDED JUNE 30, 2008.  
(0350-90) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Receive and file. 

2.7 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6687 – SUPPORTING THE 2010 CAMPAIGN FOR ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION.  (0460-20 & 0680-85) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 

2.8 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6685 – OPPOSING PROPOSITION 7 (THE SOLAR AND 
CLEAN ENERGY ACT OF 2008) ON THE NOVEMBER 2008 BALLOT.  (0460-20) 

 City Manager’s Recommendation:  Adopt resolution. 
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ORDINANCES – INTRODUCTION/FIRST READING (3.1) 

3.1 ORDINANCE NO. 2008-1076 – TO AMEND CHAPTER 1.18 (ADMINISTRATIVE 
APPEAL PROCEDURES AND TIME LIMITS FOR APPEAL) OF THE IMPERIAL 
BEACH MUNICIPAL CODE REGARDING APPEALS PROCEDURES FOR CERTAIN 
ADMINISTRATIVE DECISIONS.  (0600-95) 
City Manager’s Recommendation: 
1. Receive report;  
2. Mayor calls for the reading of the title of Ordinance No. 2008-1076, an ordinance of 

the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach, California, to amend Chapter 1.18 
(Administrative Appeal Procedures and Time Limits for Appeal) of the Imperial Beach 
Municipal Code regarding Appeals Procedures for Certain Administrative Decisions;  

3. City Clerk reads title of Ordinance No. 2008-1076; and 
4. Motion to dispense first reading and introduce Ordinance No. 2008-1076 by title only, 

set the matter for adoption at the next regular City Council meeting of  
November 5, 2008, and authorize the publication in a newspaper of general 
circulation. 

INTERIM ORDINANCE EXTENDING URGENCY MEASURE – READING & ADOPTION (4.1) 

4.1 ORDINANCE NO. 2008-1078 – AN INTERIM ORDINANCE EXTENDING AN 
URGENCY MEASURE PROHIBITING ADDITIONAL RETAIL ESTABLISHMENTS 
SELLING TOBACCO PRODUCTS AND TOBACCO PARAPHERNALIA DURING AN 
EXTENDED SPECIAL STUDY PERIOD FOR AN ADDITIONAL ONE YEAR.  (0240-35) 
City Manager’s Recommendation: 
1. Receive report; 
2. Mayor calls for the reading of the title of Ordinance No. 2008-1078, an interim 

ordinance extending an urgency measure prohibiting additional retail establishments 
selling tobacco products and tobacco paraphernalia during an extended special 
study period for an additional one year;  

3. City Clerk to read title of Ordinance No. 2008-1078; and 
4. Motion to introduce, read, pass, and adopt Ordinance 2008-1078 by title only.   

ORDINANCES – SECOND READING & ADOPTION (4.2 - 4.3) 

4.2 ORDINANCE NO. 2008-1074 – AMENDING SECTIONS 19.04.415 OF THE ZONING 
ORDINANCE CHANGING THE DEFINITION OF “HOUSEHOLD PETS” AND 
AMENDING CHAPTER 6.04 OF THE ANIMALS ORDINANCE ALLOWING HEN 
CHICKENS WITH RESTRICTIONS AMENDING SECTIONS 6.04.020, 6.04.030, AND 
6.04.130 AND ADDING SECTION 6.04.035.  (0200-95) 
City Manager’s Recommendation: 
1. Receive report;  
2. Mayor calls for the reading of the title of Ordinance No. 2008-1074, an ordinance of 

the City Council of the City of Imperial Beach, California, amending Sections 
19.04.415 of the Zoning Ordinance, changing the definition of “Household Pets,” 
amending Chapter 6.04 of the Animals Ordinance, allowing hen chickens with 
restrictions by amending Sections 6.04.020, 6.04.030, and 6.04.130 and adding 
Section 6.04.035; and 

3. City Clerk reads title of Ordinance No. 2008-1074;  
4. Motion to dispense second reading of Ordinance No. 2008-1074 by title only; and  
5. Motion to adopt Ordinance No. 2008-1074 by title only. 

Continued on Next Page 



Imperial Beach City Council/RDA/Planning Commission/Public Financing Authority  Revised Agenda 
October 15, 2008     4 

ORDINANCES – SECOND READING & ADOPTION (Continued) 

4.3 ORDINANCE NO. 2008-1077 – AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH, CALIFORNIA, AMENDING IMPERIAL BEACH 
MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 13.04 BY AMENDING SECTIONS 13.04.030, 
13.04.040, AND 13.04.170, AND ADDING SECTIONS 13.04.180 AND 13.04.190 – 
SEWERS TO COMPLY WITH STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD 
ORDER NO. 2006-0003-DWQ.  (0830-95) 
City Manager’s Recommendation: 
1. Receive report;  
2. Mayor calls for the reading of the title of Ordinance No. 2008-1077 ; and 
3. City Clerk reads the title of Ordinance No. 2008-1077, an ordinance of the City 

Council of the City of Imperial Beach, California, amending Imperial Beach Municipal 
Code Chapter 13.04 by amending Sections 13.04.030, 13.04.040, and 13.04.170, 
and adding Sections 13.04.180 and 13.04.190 – SEWERS to comply with State 
Water Resources Control Board Order No. 2006-0003-DWQ;  

4. Motion to dispense second reading of Ordinance No. 2008-1077 by title only; and 
5. Motion to adopt Ordinance No. 2008-1077 by title only. 

PUBLIC HEARINGS (5.1 - 5.2) 

5.1 JIM KENNEDY, PARSONS CORP. FOR OMNIPOINT/T-MOBILE (APPLICANT)/ 
TORREY PINE MERZIOTIS PROPS. (OWNER); REGULAR COASTAL PERMIT  
(CP 080015), CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT (CUP 080016), DESIGN REVIEW CASE 
(DRC 080017), AND SITE PLAN REVIEW (SPR 080018) TO INSTALL A 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY ON A MONOPALM FAUX TREE STRUCTURE 
LOCATED AT 933 SEACOAST DRIVE IN THE C-2 (SEACOAST COMMERCIAL) 
ZONE.  MF 974.  (0600-20) 
City Manager’s Recommendation:   
1. Declare the continued public hearing open; 
2. Receive public testimony;  
3. Close the public hearing; and 
4. Adopt Resolution No. 2008-6681, approving Regular Coastal Permit (CP 080015), 

Conditional Use Permit (CUP 080016), Design Review Case (DRC 080017), and 
Site Plan Review (SPR 080018), which makes the necessary findings and provides 
conditions of approval in compliance with local and state requirements. 

5.2 PROPOSED PROJECT PROPOSALS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2009-2010 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) PROGRAM.  (0650-05) 
City Manager’s Recommendation:   
1. Declare the continued public hearing open; 
2. Receive public testimony;  
3. Close the public hearing; and 
4. Adopt Resolution No. 2008-6686, requesting allocation of the fiscal year 2009-2010 

Community Development Block Grant funds.   



Imperial Beach City Council/RDA/Planning Commission/Public Financing Authority  Revised Agenda 
October 15, 2008     5 

REPORTS (6.1 - 6.3) 

6.1 RESOLUTION NO. 2008-6683 – APPROVING THE SEWER SYSTEM MANAGEMENT 
PLAN – LEGAL AUTHORITY, OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE PROGRAM, 
OVERFLOW EMERGENCY RESPONSE PROGRAM, AND FATS, OIL, AND GREASE 
(FOG) CONTROL PROGRAM ELEMENTS – AS REQUIRED BY THE STATE WATER 
RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD ORDER NO. 2006-0003 STATEWIDE GENERAL 
WASTE DISCHARGE REQUIREMENTS FOR SANITARY SEWER SYSTEMS.   
(0830-95) 
City Manager’s Recommendation:   
1. Receive report;  
2. Review and discuss the Legal Authority, Operations and Maintenance Program, 

Overflow Emergency Response Program, and FOG Control Program SSMP 
elements; and  

3. Adopt resolution.   

6.2 ITEM REMOVED.  

6.3 RESOLUTION NO. R-08-163 – APPROVING THE PURCHASE OF VETERANS PARK 
MONUMENT SIGNS – VETERANS PARK MASTER PLAN – RDA (CIP P03-502).  
(0910-10 & 0920-70) 
City Manager’s Recommendation: 
1. Receive report;  
2. Observe the Civic Center Entrance Monument and confirm that City Council is 

satisfied with the quality of the work; and 
3. Adopt resolution. 

ITEMS PULLED FROM THE CONSENT CALENDAR (IF ANY) 

MAYOR/COUNCIL REPORTS ON ASSIGNMENTS AND COMMITTEES 

ADJOURNMENT 

The Imperial Beach City Council welcomes you and encourages your continued interest and 
involvement in the City’s decision-making process. 

FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE, A COPY OF THE AGENDA AND COUNCIL MEETING PACKET MAY BE 
VIEWED IN THE OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK AT CITY HALL OR ON OUR WEBSITE AT 

www.cityofib.com. 

Copies of this notice were provided on October 9, 2008 to the City Council, San Diego Union-Tribune,  
I.B. Eagle & Times, and I.B. Sun. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA) AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO) ss. 
CITY OF IMPERIAL BEACH) 

I, Jacqueline M. Hald, City Clerk of the City of Imperial Beach, hereby certify that the Revised Agenda for the 
Regular Meeting as called by the City Council, Redevelopment Agency, Planning Commission, and Public 
Financing Authority of Imperial Beach was provided and posted on October 9, 2008.  Said meeting to be held 
at 5:15 p.m. October 15, 2008, in the Council Chambers, 825 Imperial Beach Boulevard, Imperial Beach, 
California.  Said notice was posted at the entrance to the City Council Chambers on October 9, 2008 at  
12:30 p.m. 
 

      
Jacqueline M. Hald, CMC 
City Clerk 

http://www.cityofib.com/
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League Opposes Energy Initiative on November Ballot  
"Solar and Clean Energy Act" Could Thwart Efforts to Secure 
More Renewable Power and Would Undermine Local Control  
 
 
A growing coalition that includes local governments, renewable energy providers, 
environmentalists, business and labor leaders have opposed the Solar and Clean 
Energy Act of 2008. The initiative qualified June 2 for the November 2008 ballot. For 
cities, one of the most significant issues is that, if passed, this measure would 
significantly erode local control over the permitting of new power plants. The 
measure could also undermine the ability of municipal and local government-run 
utilities to determine the power portfolio appropriate for their customers. 

The League's board of directors voted unanimously to oppose the initiative at its 
April meeting in Sacramento.  
 
While all these groups, including the League, support efforts to move to more 
renewable supplies of power, environmental and energy experts warn that 
significant drafting flaws could actually thwart clean power development by locking 
into law barriers to renewable development, and could result in rate increases for all 
consumers. 
 
The initiative would require all utilities, including municipal utilities, to provide 50 
percent of power from renewable sources by 2025, without truly addressing existing 
barriers to renewable development, including transmission development.  
 
Current California law provides for the most aggressive targets in the nation, 
requiring that by 2010, 20 percent of electricity must come from a renewable source. 
State agencies and Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger have established a 33 percent 
target by 2020.  
 
Some of the key problems the League has identified with the Solar and Clean 
Energy Act of 2008 are:  
 
Preempts Local Land Use Authority: The initiative would reassign permitting 
authority from local governments to the California Energy Commission (CEC) to 
approve solar and clean energy plants and related facilities. Local agencies would 
have 100 days after a project application is filed with CEC to provide final 

lwolfson
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Committee, or Ask 
League Leg Staff  

 

 

comments, determinations, or opinions to CEC. It is unclear whether the 
Commission has any obligation to defer to a city's determination, for example, what 
happens when a plant location does not comply with the city's General Plan. 
 
Removes Local Control Over Resource Mix: Existing law in the Public Utilities 
Code encourages municipalities who own utilities to consider renewable energy, 
while taking into consideration rates, reliability, financial resources, and the goal of 
environmental improvement. The initiative would remove local control over local 
decisions on resource mix and may impact a utility's financial resources. Also, as 
technologies become cheaper and more efficient, there is nothing in this existing 
code section that would prevent a government-owned utility from making the 
decision to switch technologies or pursue a different resource mix.  
 
The diverse group of organizations that oppose this measure include: the Natural 
Resources Defense Council, the California League of Conservation Voters, the 
California Small Business Association, California Municipal Utilities Association, 
Coalition of California Utility Employees, International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, Locals 47, 1245 and 9th District, California Chamber of Commerce, 
PG&E, Sempra, Southern California Edison and the California Solar Energy 
Industries Association. 
 
The League will continue to monitor the Solar and Clean Energy Act of 2008 and will 
provide updates through the League's Web site and Priority Focus. 
 
[PRINTER FRIENDLY VERSION] 
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Paid for by Californians Against Another Costly Energy Scheme - No on 7, 

major funding from PG&E Corporation and Southern California Edison Company, 
a coalition of environmentalists, renewable energy companies, taxpayers, and labor 

Phone 866-811-9255 Fax 866-811-9258 www.NoProp7.com 
 
 
 

 

 
 

We Oppose Proposition 7! 
(Member list as of 9.19.08) 

 
 

Members of Separate and Independent Environmental Coalition Formed to Defeat Prop. 7: 
California League of Conservation Voters 

Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technologies 
Environmental Defense Fund 

Natural Resources Defense Council 
Union of Concerned Scientists 

 

Members of Californians Against Another Costly Energy Scheme: 
 

RENEWABLE ENERGY PROVIDERS 
California Solar Energy Industries Association 
California Wind Energy Association  
The Solar Alliance 
Large-Scale Solar Association 
Independent Energy Producers Association 
Bright Source Energy 
First Solar 
Sun Light & Power 
POCO Solar Energy Inc. 
Pure Energy Systems, Inc. 
Solahart All Valley 
Solarecity Electric 
Solar MW Energy Inc. 
Solar Power Partners, Inc. 
Phat Energy 
Solel Inc. 
SPG Solar, Inc. 
American Sun Solar Corporation 
Apex Solar, Inc. 
California Solar Electric 
ESE Power Corporation 
PW Ice Manufacturing Plant Corporation 
Ecosystem Solar Electric Corp. 
REC Solar, Inc. 
Super Peaker, LLC (SP1-4) 
BAH, LLC Baja el Agua y el Hielo Miembro de  
       Propiedad Privada de Cooperacian 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
Acterra: Action for a Sustainable Earth 
Alliance for Responsible Energy Policy 
Orange County Coastkeeper 
San Jose Conservation Corps 

ENVIRONMENTAL (CONT.) 
Trees for Seal Beach 
World Wide Green Corps 
 
TAXPAYER GROUPS 
California Taxpayers’ Association 
The California Taxpayer Protection Committee 
Sacramento County Taxpayers League 
Kern County Taxpayers Association 
Alliance of Contra Costa Taxpayers 
Orange County Taxpayers Association 
Contra Costa Taxpayers Association 
Humboldt Taxpayer’s League 
Inland Empire Taxpayers Association 
Lafayette Taxpayers Association 
League of Placer County Taxpayers 
San Diego Tax Fighters 
Sutter County Taxpayers Association 
Valley Taxpayers’ Coalition, Inc. 
Ventura County Taxpayers Association 
Waste Watchers, Inc. 
 
GOOD GOVERNMENT 
League of Women Voters of California 
 
SENIOR 
California Alliance for Retired Americans 
California Senior Advocates League 
Congress of California Seniors 
 
STATEWIDE BUSINESS GROUPS 
California Small Business Association 
California Small Business Roundtable  
Small Business Action Committee 

www.NoProp7.com 

(MORE) 
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STATEWIDE BUSINESS GROUPS (CONT.) 
California Chamber of Commerce 
California Council for Environmental  

and Economic Balance 
California Manufacturers & Technology 

Association 
California Retailers Association 
California Business Properties Association  
California Business Roundtable 
California Grocers Association 
National Association of Industrial & Office 

Properties, California Chapter 
Society of Petroleum Engineers 
 
LABOR 
California Labor Federation  
American Federation of State, County and 

Municipal Employees 
Coalition of California Utility Employees 
State Building and Construction Trades Council  
       of California 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, 

Local 47 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, 

Local 1245 
International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, 

9
th
 District 

Los Angeles County Federation of Labor 
San Mateo County Central Labor Council  
 
CONSUMER GROUPS 
California Alliance for Consumer Protection 
Consumers Coalition of California 
Consumers First, Inc. 
Citizens Against Regulatory Excesses 
 
POLITICAL ORGANIZATIONS 
California Democratic Party 
California Republican Party 
Libertarian Party of California 
California Republican Assembly 
California Republican League 
California Young Democrats 
California Log Cabin Republicans 
Alice B. Toklas LGBT Democratic Club 
Los Angeles County Lincoln Clubs 
Placer County Republican Party 
Republican Party of Los Angeles County 
Republican Party of Tulare County 
Solano County Republican Party 
Young Republican Federation of California,  
       Sacramento Chapter 
 
 

ETHNIC 
California Black Chamber of Commerce 
Mexican American Political Association 
Latin Business Association 
American GI Forum of California 
Hermandad Mexicana Latino Americana 
Vietnamese American Chamber of Commerce in  
       Orange County 
African American Cultural Complex 
Asian Business Association, Los Angeles 
Asian Business Association of Orange County 
Asian Community Development, Santa Ana 
Black Business Association of Los Angeles 
Black Chamber of Commerce of Orange County 
Chinese Christian Business Women Fellowship 
Filipino American Chamber of Commerce of  
       Orange County 
Global Federation of Chinese Business Women,     
       Southern California Chapter 
Greater Corona Hispanic Chamber of  
       Commerce 
Mexican Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles 
National Council of Negro Women – High Desert  
       Section 
Orange County Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
Overseas Chinese Business Exchange 
Republican National Hispanic Assembly of  
       Greater L.A. 
Tri-Counties Black American Political  
       Association of California 
Asian Americans in Commercial Real Estate 
Barstow Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
Korean Heath Education Information and  
     Research Center 
Regional Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
Tulare Kings Hispanic Chamber of Commerce 
United Cambodian Community, Inc.  
Victor Valley African American Chamber of  
       Commerce 
 
CIVIC AND COMMUNITY ORGANIZATIONS 
East Los Angeles Boys & Girls Club 
GrassRoots Community Network Connecting  
       Communities 
Rosamond Community Services District 
San Francisco Planning and Urban Research 
Southeast Community Development Corporation 
Southeast Rio Vista Family YMCA 
Total Education Solutions, South Pasadena 
 
PUBLIC SAFETY 
California State Firefighters Association 
Los Bomberos de Los Angeles 
 

(MORE) 
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FAITH BASED ORGANIZATIONS 
Bishop Theo Frazier, Voice of Pentecost  
       Church, San Francisco 
Reverend Eric P. Lee, Southern Christian  
       Leadership Conference, Los Angeles 
Minister Eddie Pierson, Academic Uprise,  
       Signal Hill 
Dr. H.L. Pierre, Pilgrim Community  
       Leadership Conference, Los Angeles  
Cosmopolitan Baptist Church, San Francisco 
Metropolitan Baptist Church, San Francisco 
Progressive Jewish Alliance 
Raoul Wallenberg Jewish Democratic Club 
The Salvation Army, Southeast Corps 
True Hope Church of God in Christ, San  
       Francisco 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
League of California Cities 
California State Association of Counties 
Regional Council of Rural Counties 
California Special Districts Association 
Association of Water Agencies of Ventura  
       County 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
City of Agoura Hills 
City of Blythe 
City of Cathedral City 
City of Claremont 
City of Clovis 
City of El Monte 
City of Indian Wells 
City of La Puente 
City of La Verne 
City of Montebello 
City of Monterey Park 
City of Morgan Hill 
City of Pasadena 
City of Porterville 
City of Rosemead 
City of Seal Beach 
City of Tustin 
 
LOCAL BUSINESS GROUPS 
Bay Area Council 
North Orange County Legislative Alliance 
Orange County Business Council 
Silicon Valley Leadership Group 
Valley Industry and Commerce Association 
Ventura/Santa Barbara Counties Regional  
       Legislative Alliance 
American Association of Business Persons with  
       Disabilities 
Antelope Valley Board of Trade 

LOCAL BUSINESS GROUPS (CONT.) 
Elite Small Disabled Veteran Owned  
       Businesses, Los Angeles Chapter 
Alhambra Chamber of Commerce 
Antelope Valley Chambers of Commerce 
Bell Chamber of Commerce 
Camarillo Chamber of Commerce 
Carson Chamber of Commerce 
Cerritos Regional Chamber of Commerce 
Compton Chamber of Commerce 
Costa Mesa Chamber of Commerce 
Covina Chamber of Commerce 
Culver City Chamber of Commerce 
Downey Chamber of Commerce 
Duarte Chamber of Commerce 
East Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce 
El Centro Chamber of Commerce and Visitors  
       Bureau 
El Monte/South El Monte Chamber of  
       Commerce 
Fillmore Chamber of Commerce 
Fullerton Chamber of Commerce 
Fremont Chamber of Commerce 
Fresno Chamber of Commerce 
Gardena Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Garden Grove Chamber of Commerce 
Gateway Regional Chambers Alliance 
Goleta Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Glendora Chamber of Commerce 
Greater Huntington Park Area Chamber of  
       Commerce 
Greater Lakewood Chamber of Commerce 
Hanford Chamber of Commerce 
Huntington Beach Chamber of Commerce 
Inglewood/Airport Chamber of Commerce  
Irvine Chamber of Commerce 
Irwindale Chamber of Commerce  
La Mirada Chamber of Commerce  
La Verne Chamber of Commerce 
LAX Coastal Area Chamber of Commerce 
Lakeport Regional Chamber of Commerce 
Lawndale Chamber of Commerce 
Lomita Chamber of Commerce 
Los Alamitos Area Chamber of Commerce 
Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce 
Malibu Chamber of Commerce  
Manhattan Beach Chamber of Commerce 
Montebello Chamber of Commerce 
Monterey Park Chamber of Commerce 
Moorpark Chamber of Commerce 
Newport Beach Chamber of Commerce 
Norwalk Chamber of Commerce 
Orange Chamber of Commerce 
Oxnard Chamber of Commerce 

(MORE) 
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LOCAL BUSINESS GROUPS (CONT.) 
Palmdale Chamber of Commerce 
Palm Desert Chamber of Commerce 
Pico Rivera Chamber of Commerce 
Pomona Chamber of Commerce 
Port Hueneme Chamber of Commerce 
Porterville Chamber of Commerce 
Greater Riverside Chamber of Commerce 
Rosemead Chamber of Commerce 
Shafter Chamber of Commerce 
San Diego East County Chamber of Commerce 
San Diego Regional Chamber of Commerce  
San Dimas Chamber of Commerce 
San Fernando Chamber of Commerce  
Santa Fe Springs Chamber of Commerce and  
       Industrial League, Inc. 
Santa Monica Chamber of Commerce 
South Bay Association of Chambers of  
       Commerce 
South Gate Chamber of Commerce 
South Orange County Regional Chambers of  
       Commerce 
South Pasadena Chamber of Commerce 
Temple City Chamber of Commerce 
Thousand Oaks - Westlake Regional Chamber  
       of Commerce 
Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce 
Tulare Chamber of Commerce 
Tustin Chamber of Commerce 
United Chambers of Commerce of the San  
       Fernando Valley 
Ventura Chamber of Commerce 
Visalia Chamber of Commerce  
West Covina Chamber of Commerce 
Whittier Area Chamber of Commerce  
Yucca Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Economic Development Corporation of 

Southwest California 
Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance 
San Gabriel Valley Economic Partnership 
San Mateo County Economic Development    
       Association 
San Diego Regional Economic Development  
       Corporation 
Tulare County Economic Development  
       Corporation 
Ventura County Economic Development  
       Association 
 
AGRICULTURE 
California Farm Bureau Federation 
Kings County Farm Bureau 
 
 

THINK TANKS 
Reason Foundation  
 
UTILITIES 
California Municipal Utilities Association 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District  
       Board of Directors 
PG&E Corporation 
Sempra Energy 
Southern California Edison Company 
 
STATE AND LOCAL ELECTED OFFICIALS 
Congressman Mike Honda – D  
Assembly Speaker Emeritus Fabian Núñez – D  
Senator Sam Aanestad – R  
Senator Jim Battin – R  
Senator Dave Cox – R 
Senator Robert Dutton – R  
Senator Dennis Hollingsworth – R  
Senator George Runner – R  
Assemblyman Chuck DeVore – R  
Assemblyman Bill Maze – R  
Assemblyman Hector De la Torre – D  
Assemblywoman Sharon Runner – R  
Assemblywoman Mimi Walters – R  
City of Alhambra Mayor, Luis Ayala 
City of Hesperia Mayor, Mike Leonard 
City of La Puente Mayor, Louie Lujan 
City of Ojai Mayor, Sue Horgan 
City of San Gabriel Mayor, Harry Baldwin  
City of Calimesa Mayor Pro Tem,  
       James O. Hyatt 
City of Hesperia Mayor Pro Tem,  
       Thurston E. Smith 
City of San Gabriel Vice-Mayor, Juli Costanzo 
City of South El Monte Mayor Pro Tem,  
       Hector Delgado 
City of Westminster Mayor Pro Tem,  

Andy Quach 
City of Alhambra Councilmember,  
       Barbara Messina 
City of Alhambra Councilmember,  
       Stephen Sham 
City of Alhambra Councilmember,  
       Gary Yamauchi 
City of Aliso Viejo Councilmember, Phil Tsunoda 
City of Aliso Viejo Councilmember, Greg Ficke 
City of Aliso Viejo Councilmember, Carmen  
       Cave 
City of Chino Councilmember, Glenn Duncan 
City of Cypress Councilmember, Phil Luebben 
City of Fontana Councilmember,  
       Janice Rutherford 
 

(MORE) 
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ELECTED OFFICIALS (CONT.) 
City of La Palma, Councilmember,  

Christine Barnes 
City of Lomita, Councilmember, Don Suminaga 
City of Montclair Councilmember,  

Leonard Paulitz 
City of Montebello Councilmember,  
 Robert Urteaga 
City of Rancho Cucamonga Councilmember,      
       Salvatore Spagnolo 
City of Rosemead Councilmember, John Nuñez 
City of San Gabriel Councilmember,  
       Albert Huang 
City of San Gabriel Councilmember,  
        Kevin Sawkins 
City of South El Monte Councilmember,  
       Luis A. Aguiñaga 
City of South El Monte Councilmember,      
       Angelica Garcia 
City of Stanton Councilmember, David John  
       Shawver 
City of Tustin Councilmember, Lou Bone 
City of Ventura Councilmember,  
       James Monahan 
City of West Covina Councilmember,  
       Steve Herfert 
Town of La Crescenta Valley Councilmember, 

Bruce Campbell 
Town of La Crescenta Valley Councilmember,  
       Stephen Pierce  
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Prop. 7 is opposed by the League of California Cities, the California State Association of Counties, the California 
Municipal Utilities Association, California Special Districts Association and many other diverse organizations 
because it strips local governments of some of their land use authority and control of their energy resource mix, 
and will lead to higher electricity costs. Prop. 7 is also opposed by renewable power companies and 
environmental organizations who warn the measure is “fatally flawed” and will actually “slam the brakes” on 
renewable energy development in California. Prop. 7 was placed on the November ballot by an Arizona billionaire 
with no expertise in renewable power issues. Local governments oppose Prop. 7 because it will: 

 

 Usurp local land use authority. Prop. 7 strips local governments of certain land-use authority 

relating to power plant siting and approval and hands it to the California Energy Commission (CEC). 
Additionally, Prop. 7 authorizes the state to cut down the time to 100 days in which local governments can 
file comments with the CEC on certain proposed power plant projects in their communities. Without 
sufficient time to submit comments, cities and counties could be forced to move forward with a project that 
doesn’t coincide with their general plan. And since the CEC has exclusive jurisdiction over the siting of 
certain plants anyway, it’s unclear whether they will have to consider local comments at all. 
 

 Eliminate local control over the best resource mix. Publicly owned municipal utilities will be 

subjected to the renewable targets under this initiative, curtailing local control over the best resource mix 
for a municipal utility’s customers. Municipal utilities currently evaluate renewable resources and how to 
best balance them with rates, reliability and financial resources.  
 

 Lead to higher electric bills for local governments. Prop. 7 contains a provision that artificially 

increases the cost of power and virtually guarantees that electricity consumers will pay 10% above 
market rates for renewable power forever -- even when the costs of solar and wind sources become more 
competitive. The cost of energy is one of the largest expenses for local governments. Economists 
estimate that by 2025, when the initiative is fully implemented, Prop. 7 will increase electricity 
costs for state and local governments by $874 million annually and lead to a loss of revenue for 
local governments of $216.4 million annually. Furthermore, the non-partisan Legislative Analyst 
cautions that, “…the prospects for higher electricity rates are more likely in the short term...” and the 
initiative might “…also lead to higher long-run electricity rates.” In addition, nothing in the text of Prop. 7 
limits increases in electric bills to 3% like proponents claim. Even the Legislative Analyst warns that “the 
measure includes no specific provisions to implement or enforce this declaration.” 
 

 Force small wind and solar companies out of the market. Prop. 7 contains a “competition 

elimination” provision that forces smaller renewable energy companies out of California’s market. It 
excludes power from renewable plants smaller than 30 megawatts from counting toward the new 
requirements. Today, nearly 60% of contracts under California’s renewable requirements are with these 
small providers. That’s why the California Solar Energy Industries Association warns: “Proposition 7 
would devastate California’s small solar businesses by forcing us out of the market – eliminating a major 
source of clean power and thousands of jobs.” 
 

California Needs More Renewable Energy, NOT Higher Bills & Another Energy Crisis. 
California leads the nation with tough, clean energy standards that require utilities to use significantly more 
renewable power. Prop. 7 will jeopardize this progress and disrupt renewable power development. What’s worse, 
if passed by voters, no changes can be made to this law without another vote of the people or 2/3 of the 
legislature. Further, Prop. 7 creates new market conditions ripe for manipulation, much like those that caused the 
last energy crisis. Electricity consumers are still paying almost $1 billion each year – nearly $100 for every 
electricity customer – to pay off the last energy crisis. The last thing we need is a poorly written measure that will 
lead to higher electric bills and possibly even another energy crisis. 

NO on Proposition 7 
 

Measure Bad for Local  

Governments and Their Residents 

www.NoProp7.com 
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An unprecedented and diverse coalition of solar, wind and renewable energy companies, consumer, taxpayer, 
senior, labor, small businesses, local governments and environmental organizations all oppose Proposition 7 on 
the November ballot. Prop. 7 was placed on the ballot by an Arizona billionaire with no expertise in renewable 
power issues. The measure purports to increase the percent of renewable power utilities must purchase. 
However, it is so poorly drafted that renewable energy and environmental experts warn Prop. 7 will not achieve its 
goals and, instead, will actually “slam the brakes” on renewable energy development in California, result in 
significant increases in our electric bills and could result in another energy crisis. Prop. 7: 

 

 Will force small wind and solar companies out of the market. Prop. 7 contains a 

“competition elimination” provision that forces smaller renewable energy companies out of California’s 
market. It excludes power from renewable plants smaller than 30 megawatts from counting toward the 
new requirements. Today, nearly 60% of contracts under California’s renewable requirements are with 
these small providers. The California Solar Energy Industries Association warns: “Proposition 7 would 
devastate California’s small solar businesses by forcing us out of the market – eliminating a major source 
of clean power and thousands of jobs.” 

 

 Contains a provision that virtually guarantees that electricity consumers will pay 10% 
above market rates for renewable power forever -- even when the costs of solar and 
wind sources become more competitive. And nothing in the text of Prop. 7 limits increases in our 

electric bills to 3% like proponents claim. Even the non-partisan Legislative Analyst warns that “the 
measure includes no specific provisions to implement or enforce this declaration”. 
 

 Will cost consumers and taxpayers hundreds of millions per year in higher electric 
rates – a $300 increase per household per year. Economists predict that the average California 

household will see its utility bill increase by more than $300 dollars a year because of Prop. 7. By 
eliminating competition from smaller renewable providers and creating a seller’s market that forces 
customers to pay 10% above market for renewable energy, Prop. 7 will increase costs to electricity 
consumers and taxpayers by hundreds of millions of dollars per year.  That’s why the non-partisan 
Legislative Analyst cautions that, “…the prospects for higher electricity rates are more likely in the short 
term...” and the initiative might “…also lead to higher long-run electricity rates.”  
 

 Will slam the brakes on renewable energy development. Prop. 7 locks into law many flaws that 

are currently stifling renewable power development in California and creates new roadblocks to renewable 
development. For instance, Prop. 7 arbitrarily shifts authority over the renewables market from the 
California Public Utilities Commission to the California Energy Commission, which could lead to significant 
delays, added bureaucracy and costly lawsuits. That’s why leading environmental groups and renewable 
power companies all OPPOSE Prop. 7.

 

California Needs More Renewable Energy, NOT Higher Bills & Another Energy Crisis. 
California leads the nation with tough, clean energy standards that require utilities to use significantly more 
renewable power. Prop. 7 will jeopardize this progress and disrupt renewable power development. What’s worse, 
if passed by voters, no changes can be made to this law without another vote of the people or 2/3 of the 
legislature. Further, Prop. 7 creates new market conditions ripe for manipulation, much like those that caused the 
last energy crisis. Electricity consumers are still paying almost $1 billion each year – nearly $100 for every 
electricity customer – to pay off the last energy crisis. The last thing we need is a poorly written measure that will 
lead to higher electric bills and possibly even another energy crisis.  

NO on Proposition 7 
 

Prop. 7 Will Bring Higher Electric 
Bills and Disrupt Renewable Power 

Development 
 

www.NoProp7.com 
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What is Prop. 7 and what will it do? 
Prop. 7 is a deeply flawed measure, written by a handful of lobbyists and ex-
politicians and funded by an out-of-state billionaire, which purports to increase the 
amount of renewable energy used in California. However, the measure is so poorly 
written that it is opposed by solar, wind and other renewable power providers, 
leading environmental groups, business, labor, taxpayers and consumer groups. 
They warn Prop. 7 will: 

– NOT achieve its stated goals and will actually disrupt renewable power 
development. 

– Shut small renewable energy companies out of California’s market. 

– Unnecessarily increase electric bills and taxpayer costs by hundreds of millions 
of dollars, without achieving its stated goals. 

– Create market conditions that could lead to another energy crisis. 

 
Who supports Prop. 7?  
Prop. 7 was placed on the ballot by an Arizona billionaire with no expertise in 
renewable power issues. A team of lawyers and lobbyists with no long-standing 
experience in the renewable energy market helped draft the initiative and they 
refused to accept input and advice from renewable and environmental experts who 
have been leading the charge on these issues in California. As a result, the measure 
is supported by only a handful of individuals, but no prominent statewide 
organizations are on record supporting the measure.  
 
Who opposes Prop. 7?  
Prop. 7 is opposed by solar, wind and other renewable power developers and 
leading environmental groups throughout the state. These very groups that have led 
efforts to greatly increase renewable power development in the state are adamantly 
opposed to Prop. 7. Even renewable power developers who arguably could stand to 
benefit under the initiative are opposed. 
 
Specifically, Prop. 7 is opposed by: the California Solar Energy Industries 
Association, California Wind Energy Association, League of Women Voters, 
California Taxpayers’ Association, California Small Business Association, California 
Labor Federation, California Chamber of Commerce, Consumers Coalition of 

www.NoProp7.com 

NO on Proposition 7 

Q&A 



Paid for by Californians Against Another Costly Energy Scheme - No on 7, 
major funding from PG&E Corporation and Southern California Edison Company, 

a coalition of environmentalists, renewable energy companies, taxpayers, and labor 
Phone 866-811-9255 Fax 866-811-9258 www.NoProp7.com 

 

California, the California Democratic AND Republican Parties, League of California 
Cities, California Municipal Utilities Association and dozens of others.  
 
A separate coalition of environmental organizations has also been formed to oppose 
Prop. 7 that includes the California League of Conservation Voters, Natural 
Resources Defense Council, Environmental Defense Fund, Union of Concerned 
Scientists, Center for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Technology and many 
others.  
 
Why are environmental organizations and renewable power providers 
opposing a measure that is supposed to increase renewable power? 
Virtually every leading environmental organization opposes Prop. 7 because the 
measure will result in less, not more, renewable power. In fact, environmental 
organizations and renewable power providers warn that the initiative could “slam the 
brakes” on renewable power development in the state. Among the key concerns 
posed by these groups include: 

– Prop. 7 shuts small renewable power companies out of the market, eliminating a 
major source of clean power and thousands of “green collar” jobs. 

– Prop. 7 imposes market conditions that will prevent many renewable power 
companies from participating in the market. 

– Prop. 7 creates excessive new bureaucratic hurdles, such as creating duplicative 
oversight between the California Energy Commission and California Public 
Utilities Commission, that will stall the development of renewable power. 

– Prop. 7 significantly reduces public input and comment on certain power plant 
and transmission line approvals. For instance, in some cases local governments, 
interested organizations and individuals only have 100 days or less to comment 
on proposed power plants or transmission line approvals, despite potential 
negative impacts on the environment or a local community. 

– Prop. 7’s flaws can only be fixed with an unlikely 2/3 vote of the legislature or 
another expensive ballot initiative that would have to go before voters. 

 
Why are small wind, solar and other renewable power companies opposing 
Prop. 7? Won’t they benefit from more renewable power? 
It’s telling that the very companies and groups that would stand to benefit most from 
more renewable power are all OPPOSING Prop. 7.  
 
Every leading organization representing wind, solar and other renewable power 
companies all OPPOSE Prop. 7. These organizations warn that Prop. 7 is fatally 
flawed and will result in less, not more renewable power. 
 
Most concerning, Prop. 7 will shut small providers out of California’s market by 
specifically excluding power from plants smaller than 30 megawatts from counting 
toward the new renewable goals. 
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Proponents say the argument that small renewable providers are ineligible is 
false. 
A Superior Court judge recently ruled to uphold the claim that Prop. 7 could shut 
small renewable energy providers out of the market. Proponents filed a lawsuit in an 
attempt to strike these arguments from the ballot pamphlet and lost.  

 
Will Prop. 7 increase electric rates? 
Yes. Prop. 7 contains a provision that virtually guarantees that electricity consumers 
will pay 10% above market rates for renewable power forever -- even when the costs 
of solar and wind sources become more competitive. Eliminating competition from 
smaller renewable providers and creating a seller’s market that forces customers to 
pay 10% above market for renewable energy will actually increase costs to electricity 
consumers and taxpayers by hundreds of millions of dollars per year. 
 
According to an economic analysis prepared in part by the former chief economist 
for the California Office of Planning and Research: 

– Prop. 7 will increase electric bills by more than $300 per residential customer per 
year, which totals more than $11 billion in increased electric bills statewide.  

– Prop. 7 will increase electricity costs to state and local governments – and thus 
taxpayers – by a combined $874 million annually by 2025. 

And California’s independent, non-partisan Legislative Analyst cautions that, “…the 
prospects for higher electricity rates are more likely in the short term...” and the 
initiative might “…also lead to higher long-run electricity rates.” 

 
Proponents say that Prop. 7 guarantees rates won’t increase by more than 3%. 
Is this true? 
No. The text of Prop. 7 contains nothing to cap rate increases by 3%. Proponents 
included introductory language that makes this claim, but since there is no language 
in the actual text of Prop. 7 this language is nothing more than a PR ploy and is 
completely unenforceable by law.   
 
The independent Legislative Analyst said that “the measure includes no specific 
provisions to implement or enforce this declaration.” 
 
How exactly does Prop. 7 allow electric customers to always be charged rates 
that are 10% above the market rate? 
Prop. 7 contains a provision that forces utilities to purchase all proposals for 
renewable power so long as that power is priced no more than 10% above the 
market price of power. This provision will eliminate any incentive for power providers 
to offer bids at market rate or lower, since they’re guaranteed to have contracts 
purchased at the inflated price. The 10% above market price will become the new 
“floor” for prices, artificially increasing electricity costs for all consumers. 
 
Don’t we need to do something to decrease dependence on foreign oil and 
protect us against global warming? 
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Absolutely and the organizations opposing Prop. 7 are leading the fight to combat 
global warming and to increase our use of renewable energy in the state. However, 
if we’re going to address global warming, we have to get the solutions right. Prop. 7 
gets it all wrong. That’s why environmental organizations and renewable power 
companies warn that Prop. 7 will lead to less, not more, clean power.  

 
If we reject Prop. 7, won’t that just increase our reliance on dirty fossil fuels? 
California is the nation’s (and some say world) leader in fighting global warming and 
increasing our use of renewable energy. In fact, a recent bi-partisan agreement 
increased the percent of renewable power that utilities much purchase. 
 
We all agree we need to increase the amount of renewable power used in this state 
and are taking great strides to make that a reality. 
 
Unfortunately, Prop. 7 was written by a few lobbyists and ex-politicians with very little 
energy expertise, and the measure is so poorly drafted that it could disrupt our 
progress and take us backward. 

 
Prop. 7 may not be perfect, but isn’t it still better than doing nothing? 
No. Unfortunately, Prop. 7 is so poorly drafted it will result in less, rather than more 
renewable energy.  California is the world leader in pushing for cleaner sources of 
power quickly. We all agree more needs to be done. There are many barriers to 
renewable power development in this state, and we need serious and well crafted 
policy proposals to remove those barriers and increase clean power. Prop. 7 does 
the exact opposite, and erects new barriers. That’s why leading environmental 
organizations, renewable power companies, and so many others urge a NO vote on 
Prop. 7. 
 
Proponents say Prop. 7 will create hundreds of thousands of jobs. Isn’t that a 
good thing?  
According to economists, Prop. 7 is likely lead to the loss of 174,000 jobs across all 
sectors of the California economy by 2025, because the measure will result in higher 
electric rates that would will job creation and economic growth. Furthermore, there 
isn’t a single provision in the text of Prop. 7 that prevents renewable power plants 
from being located out of state or even out of the country, which leads some to worry 
that the initiative could lead to out-migration of jobs. 

 
Isn’t the coalition opposing just a front for utility companies? 
No. Hundreds of broad and diverse organizations oppose Prop. 7 because it is so 
poorly written. Many of these organizations disagree with utilities on other issues, 
but have reached the same conclusion about Prop. 7. The fact that the state’s 
utilities also oppose Prop. 7 is less concerning than the fact that only a handful of 
individuals have agreed to support the measure. 
  
Why is all the money coming from utilities? 
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Hundreds of diverse organizations oppose Prop. 7 and these groups are spending 
their time, resources and, in some cases, money to oppose the measure. Every 
group opposing Prop. 7 is doing what they can to educate their members and the 
voters to oppose. As stakeholders and experts in the energy market, utilities have a 
responsibility to educate their customers about any poorly written energy policy that 
will increase their energy bills and result in less, not more renewable power. We 
expect a number of organizations, businesses and individuals to contribute money or 
resources toward defeating this measure, including utilities, renewable power 
companies, small businesses, environmentalists and many others.  

 
Is it possible for Prop. 7’s technical problems to be easily fixed? 
No. In fact, it would take an unlikely 2/3 vote of the legislature to change ANY 
language in Prop. 7, and even then there are extreme restrictions on what could be 
changed. Or, it would take another costly ballot measure and vote of the people to 
fix the many flaws in Prop. 7. The best bet is to reject this deeply flawed, costly and 
anti-renewable measure at the ballot and work toward responsible, well-drafted 
measures that will actually result in more renewable power. 
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You may list us publicly as a member of the coalition of organizations, businesses and citizens urging a no 
vote on Proposition 7, the costly energy scheme on the November 2008 ballot. We support clean energy 
and the move to more renewable power, but renewable energy and environmental experts warn that Prop. 7 
will take us backward. It will thwart clean energy projects already underway, increase energy rates and 
increase the risk for another energy crisis in the state.  
 
 

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Name of group or business 
 
_______________________________________________ __________________________________________ 
Name of authorized person signing (please print)    Title of authorized person signing  
 
_______________________________________________ __________________________________________ 
Signature    Date signed 
 
_______________________________________________ ________________________________________ 
Email address     Daytime phone number 
 
_______________________________________________ __________________________________________ 
Daytime fax number   How many members or employees do you have?   
 
______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Mailing address  
 
_____________________________________________              ______________________          _______________ 
City          State                Zip  
 
  

  Check this box if the authorizing signer can also be listed as an individual supporter, along with 
his/her official organizational title (Example: First Name and Last Name, President of XYZ 
Organization.) 

 

Please fax this completed form to us at 866-811-9258. 

 

About joining the coalition… 

Signing the member form simply confirms that you can be listed as a member of our coalition. It does not obligate you 
to contribute time or money. 
 

Lists or partial lists of our members – with the titles they provide – will be used in campaign materials, such as fact 
sheets, on our website and possibly in ads and mail. 
 

All published member lists will note that titles and affiliations provided by individual members are for identification 
purposes only. This is the customary disclaimer used to make it clear that showing a person’s current or former title 
does not mean or imply that the organization mentioned in that title has taken a position on this issue. 
 

Members’ addresses, phone numbers and email addresses will be kept confidential. We will only use this information 
to contact you if needed and to send you occasional member updates. 

WE OPPOSE PROPOSITION 7, 
THE COSTLY ENERGY SCHEME ON THE 

NOVEMBER BALLOT! 
 

Organization or Business Member Form 
 

www.NoProp7.com 
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