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Charting a New Course ṣ Nancy Mahr , President  
It is really quite awesome to begin this term as the LWV/LAC president.  I have 
been involved with League since 1972, and was very active for many years.  
However, as my work became more demanding, I took a League break for a few 
years.   Last spring, I retired and jumped into League activities again.  And now I'll 
be working with the LWV/LAC Board and the local Leagues of LA County. 
 
It was great to see so many of you at the County Convention in March.  
Reconnecting with League friends and meeting new - at least new to me - League 
members was a special part of the day for me.   
 
I also found Mr. Fujioka's remarks to be quite impressive - and not only because I 
worked for LA County for the past 10 years.  He spoke of collaboration and moving 
away from operating in the "silo" mode.  I think this is a good concept for all of us 
as the Leagues of LA County.  We each have local concerns to pursue, but there 
are over-arching issues and activities that will benefit from our collaboration and 
communication. 
 
A big example of such an issue is the County study that convention attendees 
voted to undertake in the coming two years - County Jails.  This is an important 
subject, but it will take a good deal of work to establish the scope and complete the 
study.  It will need leadership and the participation of all of our County Leagues on 
the study committee.  The Board will be discussing this at its May retreat.  Stay 
tuned - and be thinking about how your League can help.  
 
In closing, I want to again thank Lola Unger for her excellent leadership over the 
past two years.  She has moved the Board forward, following through on every 
detail.  She is the proverbial "hard act to follow."  I also want to thank the members 
of her LWV/LAC Board for their dedication to the work of the League and for their 
careful tracking and reporting of County issues. 
 
Thank you all for your confidence.  I look forward to my term as your LWV/LAC 
president. 

 

 Calendar  

Sat. April 26  
LWV/LAC Ballot Briefing for June Primary at  
East Los Angeles Library, 9:30 -2:30 

Tues. & Wed.  
May 13/14 

LWV/LAC Board Retreat, Palos Verdes Peninsula  

S/S May 17/18 State Council meeting, Sacramento, CA  

Tues. June 10  
LWV/LAC Board Meeting, LWVLA Office (Talbott -White), 
9:30 ï 1:30  

June 13 -17 National Convention, Portland, OR  
Tues. July  8 LWV/LAC Board Meeting, TBA 9:30 ï 1:30 

Sat. July  26 
Summer League Day ï Popovers in Pasadena,  
Womenôs City Club, 9:30 ï 2   
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YOU VOTED FOR A STUDY  

OF THE COUNTY JAILS ṣ by Jean Thomson, LWV  Los Angeles  

At the County Convention on March 29, the program ñCounty Jailsò was selected as 
the study for LWV/LAC 2008-2010.  I have been asked to fill in the delegates and 
members on what has transpired in our program so far at LWV Los Angeles which 
has been basically one of education.   
 

In keeping with one of our main nationwide goals of registering and educating all eligible voters, you 
may recall that in 2004 a joint project between the Los Angeles City and the County Leagues was 
begun to educate and register eligible inmates in the County Jails.  This became a coalition of 
organizations working together with the Sheriff's Department.  The story follows about how the seeds 
planted four years ago finally took root this past February 5th during the presidential primary election.  
The first year we had little to show for our efforts, then this year it grew to -- 917 inmates registered and 
196 voted!!  They are also the largest receiver of the Easy Voter Guides that we have had, ordering 
25,000 this year.  I truly believe that we are not only educating inmates, but deputies and other 
personnel as well as ourselves.   
 

As part of our Emphasis for Citizen Education, we began to expand our project.  Daphne Lake (of the 
County ILO) and I were taken on a special tour of the Twin Towers and the Men's Central Jail which 
solidified our commitment to continue with our concern with the County jail system.  In the spring of 
2005 we developed the necessary materials for unit meetings and discussions.  Although Daphne Lake 
subsequently moved north, the LWV Los Angeles continued our city/county project on this topic with a 
series of League Days we began calling the "Revolving Door." The first included Sheriff Baca, Judge 
Smerling,  Assemblyman Mark Ridley-Thomas, and several folks involved with the system, such  as 
Jody Kent, the ACLU jail monitor; Joyce Ride, working with women in prison; Mary Weaver, of Friends 
Outside, who works with inmates and their families; and  Curtis Capper, formerly incarcerated and now 
helping those reentering society.    
 

This was so successful that we had a second "Revolving Door" event the following year -- a forum 
using the ñFred Friendly formatò with Fran Lapides leading a discussion with justice system experts--
eliciting various points of view and data from former inmates, arrest procedures, through the court 
services, public defender practices, drug court interventions, the probation department, and other 
community agencies involved with assisting those formerly incarcerated.   
 

Last year, we focused on the problems of recidivism held at Trade Tech which was a fitting location 
because of their very successful program, "Students for Higher Education."  This is a very intensive 
intervention service that helps train ex-offenders through education, mentoring, and supportive classes 
to prepare them for occupations and a future in society. Several other assistive groups were involved 
as well as representatives of the Sheriff's Department, Public Defender's Office, Countywide Criminal 
Justice Coordinating Committee, Superior Court, and a former Attorney General. Congressman Adam 
Schiff reviewed several pieces of legislation that he has cosponsored, such as the Second Chance Act.   
 

Currently we are hoping to encourage the Leagues throughout the State of California to take up a 
comprehensive study of the entire state prison and local jail systems throughout the state.  We found in 
our research and interviews with involved officials that the systems are much intertwined and the 
budgets are dependent upon all levels of government.   
 

This County Jail Study is just beginning.  The scope has not yet been determined.  The study will 
need a chair and a committee.  If you are interesting in chairing or participating on the 
committee, or have suggestions about th ose who m ight  be interested, please contact LWV/LAC 
President Nancy Mahr, nlmahr@cox.net . We hope that every local League in the County will 
send a representative to be a part of the study committee.   

mailto:nlmahr@cox.net
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Making Democracy  Work: Planting Seeds in County Jails  

ðby Jean Thomson, LWV Los Angeles  
Would you believe that 917 LA County jail inmates registered to voteðand 196 
actually voted this past February 5th?  You may remember way back when a large 
coalition of organizations, including Los Angeles County and city Leagues, met 
regularly to try to work out registering eligible voters within the county jail system.  

We designed the logistics of providing all the forms (Voter Registration, instruction 
sheet, Guide to Inmate Voting pamphlet, Absentee Ballot Request, the Sample Ballot, 
Absentee Ballot, and Easy Voter Guides) to eligible inmates.  Sounds simple?  Ha!! 
 
We had hoped all of the organizations involved with the inmates could assist in the 

registration of inmates and answer questionsðin fact, not even the chaplains nor the school district 
which conducted GED classes were originally allowed to assist in any way.  Only the Registration Form 
was available to inmates who requested it on an Inmate Service Provider request form (without any 
explanation available on voting requirements, ballot measures or candidates running). 
 
After much, much, much discussion and persuasion, the League was finally allowed to provide Easy 
Voter Guides (without staples.) so that the inmates could see what they were voting on.  The County 
Registrarôs office was finally allowed to prepare and present all of the documents required to handling 
this unusual group of voters, ACLU and the LA Coalition to End Hunger and Homelessness were finally 
allowed to pass out information in the visitor lines, and set up the methods for inmates to request 
registration and ballot forms.  Inmates were given the pamphlets with instructions for requesting the 
appropriate forms, etc. 
 
It was slow going at firstðnot overwhelmingly promoted by the deputies, and those of us on the 
committee had no interaction with the prisoners.  However, the ñhandcuffsò began to loosen. 
With renewed commitment and participation, this year the County Registrar was able to conduct Deputy 
Registrar Training and provide election materials in all languages.  They were allowed to go into each 
of the 8 jail facilities and promote voting to the prisoners.  We continued promoting the Easy Voter 
Guides (the jails ordered 25,000 this year) February 6, 2008, the LA Times reported in an article, 
ñJailhouse Rocks,ò although 121 registered in 2004, 0 voted.  In February 2008, however, 917 inmates 
registered, 881 filled out applications to vote by absentee ballots, and 196 actually voted.  Even 
considering that some of these inmates would have been released or moved to other facilities, thatôs 
more than 21%!  Those seeds are now sprouting!! 

 

OOOH! A Tangerine: Incarcerated Women  ð by Carry Carter and 
Jean Thomson, LWV Los Angeles  
The squeals of delight stopped us cold as we opened our lunches and pulled out the 
ǘŀƴƎŜǊƛƴŜǎΦ  άL ƘŀǾŜƴΩǘ ǎŜŜƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ŦƻǊ нс ȅŜŀǊǎΗέ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎŀƳŜ ŦǊƻƳ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƳŀƭƭ 
group of women who have lived in the citrus belt of southern California for 20 to 45 
ȅŜŀǊǎΧ ŀǎ ƛƴƳŀǘŜ άƭƛŦŜǊǎέ ƛƴ ǘƘe California Institution for Women in Corona.  We were all 
ŀǘǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ά²ƛǎŘƻƳ without WallsτDƻƭŘŜƴ DƛǊƭǎ ŀƴŘ wŜŜƴǘǊȅέ ǎǇƻƴǎƻǊŜŘ ōȅ 
the Women and Criminal Justice Network.  The Golden Girls is a group of women over 55 who 
have been incarcerated for so many years their young children have grown up and have had children of their 
ownτƻǊ ŦŀƳƛƭȅ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǇŀǎǎŜŘ ŀǿŀȅΦ   ¢Ƙƛǎ άŎǊƻǎǎ-ƻǾŜǊέ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƛƴŎŀǊŎŜǊŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ 
community members allowed us an unprecedented chance to relate to many of these women in personal 
dialog, sharing issues that elderly women in prison face regarding growing old in prison, as well as obstacles to 
parole and reentry. 

Although reentry was not the most vital topic to these women because gaining parole is their first priority, they 
do know that it will be very difficult to get medical insurance, or Supplemental Security Income (SSI) benefits. 
Unless they have supportive families, they will not be able to get housing, or medical assistance, food stamps, 
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etc.  And they know they will always face the stigma of being a felon.   
 
One of the greatest fears of these women was to die in prison without ever being able to be with their families 
again.  They feel as though they have totally changed from when they made the mistakes in their youth and 
want to be able to participate in what is left of their life.  One with 7-10 years to life sentence had been there 33 
years and is now disabled.  There were many such experiences. 
 
The women we met are willing to build a bridge with victims and/or families and victims rights groups, for their 
redemption and restoration.  As we left this very meaningful day with the inmates, it seemed even more 
important than ever that the League of Women Voters should tackle a study of the California penal system.  The 
aging of prisoners is the fastest growing prison population and they cost twice as much to keep incarcerated.  
Perhaps a review of who is in prison is in order. A group of LWV members are gathering from local Leagues 
throughout California to tackle the formidable process of preparing a recommendation for study at the 2009 
State Convention.  Please let us know if you want to help with this project by calling the LA League office at (213) 
368-1616. 
 
 

 

Education in the County Jail System  

ṣ  by Mattie Grant and Delores Alleyne, LWV Los Angeles 
 

Correctional Education Programs in Los Angeles County maintain a staff of more than 150 
administrators, teachers and support personnel.  The program is fully accredited by the 
Western Association of schools and colleges and each instructor holds a California 
Teaching Credential. 
 

Records indicate that more than 230,000 inmates are booked into the Countyôs nine independent 
jail facilities each year.   Approximately, 150,000 inmates utilize the instructional education programs. 
 
The mission statement of the Correctional Education Programs states that it is committed to providing a 
comprehensive educational program that focuses on learning and encourages positive and productive changes in 
studentsô lives. 
 
The history of the programs offered in LA County jails began in 1973 in response to Title 15, Article 6, Section 
1061 of Minimum Jail Standards of the State of California.  This statute charges the County Sheriff with the 
responsibility to ñutilize available resources in order to develop and implement an educational program that will 
contain academic and/or vocational education for both sentenced and unsentenced inmates.ò   
 
The Board of Supervisors authorized the Sheriff to distribute a Request for Proposals in order to address 
education in the jail system.  The Adult Division of Hacienda La Puente Unified School District was selected by 
competitive bidding to be the educational service provider for the inmates in the Los Angeles County Jails. 
 
Academic instruction at all jail sites include the following offerings: 
 

¶ English as a Second Language, Basic Skills 

¶ General Education Development (GED) 

¶ Comprehensive High School Courses leading to the Districtôs Adult School Diploma. 
 
Participation in all classes is voluntary and more than 27 different employment skills areas are offered to inmates 
to give them the ability to rejoin society as productive citizens. 
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NEW FOR TREASURERS 

OF LOCAL LEAGUES IN 

2008  
 

Beginning in 2008, local Leagues whose gross 
receipts are normally $25,000 or less are required 
to electronically submit Form 990-N, also known as 
ǘƘŜ άŜ-Postcard.έ  !ƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴϥǎ ƎǊƻǎǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǇǘǎ 
are considered to be $25,000 or less if the 
organization is at least 3 years old and averaged 
$25,000 or less in gross receipts for the immediately 
preceding 3 tax years (including the year for which 
calculations are being made).  Thus, a local League 
can meet this test even if in a particular year its 
actual gross receipts are greater than $25,000. 
 
Assuming that a local League meets this gross 
receipts test, its Form 990-N or e-Postcard is due by 
the 15th day of the 5th month following the end of 
its tax (fiscal) year, beginning with the first such 
year ending on or after December 31, 2007.  For 
ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ ƛŦ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ [ŜŀƎǳŜΩǎ ǘŀȄ ȅŜŀǊ ŜƴŘŜŘ ƻƴ 
December 31, 2007, the e-Postcard is due May 15, 
2008.  The e-Postcard cannot be filed until after 
your tax year ends. 
 
Filing the e-Postcard 
It is necessary to go online in order to file the e-
Postcard. Go to the following website:  
http://epostcard.form990.org.  The only 
information needed for the return is as follow: 
¶ Employer identification number (EIN), also 

known as a Taxpayer Identification Number 
(TIN)). 

¶ Tax year 
¶ Legal name and mailing address 
¶ Any other names the organization uses 
¶ Name and address of a principal officer 
¶ Web site address if the organization has 

one 
¶ /ƻƴŦƛǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ŀƴƴǳŀƭ 

gross receipts are normally $25,000 or less 
¶ If applicable, a statement that the 

organization has terminated or is 
terminating (going out of business). 

 

You will receive an email from the filing system 
indicating whether your e-Postcard was accepted or 
rejected by the IRS.  If rejected, the email will advise 
who to contact to help resolve the problem.   In 
addition, when the e-Postcard is submitted to the 
Lw{ ȅƻǳ Ŏŀƴ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜ ά/ƘŜŎƪ CƛƭƛƴƎ {ǘŀǘǳǎέ ǇŀƎŜ 
where you can view and print an image of the e-
Postcard for your records. 
 
IT IS NOT POSSIBLE TO FILE AN AMENDED E-POSTCARD.  
CORRECTIONS OR UPDATES TO YOUR INFORMATION CAN 

ONLY BE MADE WHEN THE NEXT E-POSTCARD IS FILED IN A 

SUBSEQUENT YEAR. 
 
Late Filing or Failure to File the e-Postcard 
If a local League does not file its e-Postcard on time, 
the IRS will send a reminder notice but no penalty 
will be assessed for late filing.  However, an 
organization which fails to file its required e-
Postcards (or alternatively other information 
returns such as Forms 990 or 990-EZ) for three 
consecutive years will automatically lose its tax-
exempt status.  In such a case, the revocation of the 
oǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǘŀȄ-exempt status will not be 
effective until the filing due date of the third year. 
 
Other Tax Forms 
Of course, any tax exempt organization can choose 
to file a Form 990 or Form 990EZ instead of the e-
Postcard, but it is hard to understand why any local 
League would want to do the additional work 
required if it did not have to.  But once a local 
League normally has annual gross receipts greater 
than $25,000, it must file Form 990 or Form 990-EZ 
rather than the e-Postcard.  The Form 990EZ is a 
relatively simple informational tax return which can 
ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ƎǊƻǎǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǇǘǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 
the year are less than $100,000 and its total assets 
at the end of the year are less than $250,000.  
There are various related schedules which may have 
to be filed with the Form 990 or 990EZ, depending 
on the situation of the filing organization.   For 
further information, please see the Internal 
Revenue Service Publication 557, Tax-Exempt 
Status for Your Organization.  If you read this entire 
article in detail more than once, consider yourself a 
true-blue Leaguer. 

 

 

http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177784,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177784,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177784,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177338,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/app/scripts/exit.jsp?dest=http%3A%2F%2Fepostcard.form990.org%2F
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=156360,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177790,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177792,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177792,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177792,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177784,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/charities/article/0,,id=177338,00.html
http://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-pdf/f990.pdf
http://www.irs.gov/pub/irs-pdf/f990ez.pdf
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The Calculated Effects of the Governorõs 

Proposed 2008 -2009  Budget ṣ from t he California Budget 

Project (with thanks to Mary Ellen Barnes)  
 
The Governor has proposed substantial reductions to virtually all state-supported 
services to close the stateôs budget gap. The Legislature will consider these 

proposed reductions and other options during upcoming budget hearings. Who in 
Los Angeles County would be affected by the Governorôs proposals? 
 
Å 1,544,710 students  served by Los Angeles Countyôs public schools. Cuts to five of the largest 
funding allocations for public schools in the county would equal $670 per student. 
 
Å 66,140 low -income children  dropped from the CalWORKs Program. 
 
Å 418,840 low -income seniors and persons with disabilities  who would lose the state cost-of-living 
adjustment for Supplemental Security Income/State Supplementary Payment cash assistance grants. 
 
Å 163,700 low -income seniors and persons with disabilities  who would receive fewer hours of 
services through the In-Home Supportive Services Program. 
 
Å 5,170 fewer children enrolled in child care and preschool  due to funding cuts to child development 
programs. 
 
Å 61,590 low -income children in 2008 -09 ï and a total of 112,140 children by 2009 -10 ï who would 
lose Medi-Cal coverage due to increased paperwork requirements. 
 
Å 2,261,650 low -income Medi -Cal recipients  who may have reduced access to health care services 
because of payment cuts to health care providers. 
 
Å 249,220 children enrolled in the Healthy Families Program,  which provides low-cost health 
coverage for children in low-income working families. The Governor proposes to increase family 
premium contributions and copayments and reduce dental services. 
 
Å Visitors to five state parks  in Los Angeles County, which the Governor proposes to close. 

 

Interesting Figures from the Los Angeles County Housing 

Report  ṣ from the California Budget Project ( with t hanks to Mary Ellen Barnes)   
 
This report is taken from a report released by the CA Budget Project. The figures 
used in the report are from August 2007 and 2006, so the median price of a 
home in LA County had declined a bit since this was released. 
 
A Los Angeles County household needs an annual income of $133,605 to afford the 
median-priced home, which was $549,000 in August 2007. Fewer than half of the countyôs 
households (49.3 percent) owned their own homes in 2006, compared with 58.4 percent of the 
households statewide. Approximately one out of five of the countyôs owner households (21.0 percent) 
spent at least half their incomes on housing in 2006. Los Angeles County renters need to earn $20.02 
per hour at a full-time job to afford the Fair Market Rent for a one-bedroom unit. Nearly three out of 10 
of the countyôs renter households (29.1percent) spent at least half of their incomes on rent in 2006. 
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Who Owns and Who Rents?   Owners  Renters  
All Households         49.3%   50.7% 
Asian Households      51.8%`  48.2% 
Black Households      37.3%  62.7% 
Latino Households       41.1%   58.9% 
White Households       55.5%   44.5% 
How Much Income Do Residents Spend on Housing? Owners Renters 
How much Income Do Reside nts Spend on Housing?  Owners  Renters  
Households Spending 30% or More of Income   44.6%   55.5% 
Households Spending 50% or More of Income   21.0%   29.1% 
Low-Income Households Spending 30% or More   77.5%   92.7% 
Senior Households Spending 30% or More     34.0%   67.9% 
Who Lives in Overcrowded Housing? 
Who Lives In Overcrowded Housing?  
Owner Households   6.1% 
Renter Households   17.9% 
Asian Households   8.4%   Latino Households   26.5% 
Black Households   5.9%   White Households   7.4% 

 How Much Does It Cost to Buy a Home? 
How much  does  it Cost to Buy a Home?  
Median-Priced Home         $549,000 
Income Needed to Buy Median-Priced Home (5% Down Payment)    $133,605 
Income Needed to Buy Median-Priced Home (20% Down Payment)  $112.509 
Who Cannot Afford to Buy the Median-Priced Home? Annual IncWage 
Who Cannot Afford the Median -Priced Home?      Annual Average Income  
Fire Fighter       $76,066   
R.N.        $73,923 
Dental Hygienist      $73,653 
HUD Low -Income Limit   $59,200 
Elementary School Teacher      $55,276 
Carpenter        $50,648 
HUD Very Low -Income Limit     $37,000 
Auto Mechanic      $32,698 
Construction Worker       $32,261 
Secretary        $31,262 
Bank Teller        $25,043 
Child Care Worker      $21,882 
Retail Salesperson      $20,738 
Hourly Wage Needed to Afford  
Renting Costs?            Fair Market Rent  Hourly Wage Needed to Afford    
Studio Unit    $863   $16.60 
One-Bedroom Unit   $1,041    $20.02 
Two-Bedroom Unit   $1,300    $25.00 
Three-Bedroom Unit   $1,746    $33.58 
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Back to the Future: A Peri pheral 

Canal for the Delta?  

ð by John D. Sullivan, Natural Resources, LWV/LAC  
 

Hardly a day passes but there is more bad news about the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. Most recently, a U. S., District 
Court judge declared that a federal permit designed to protect 
salmon runs is illegal. The judge ruled that the permit was 
inconsistent and that it failed to set rules for the recovery of fish in 
or passing through the Delta. Earlier, the same judge had ruled 
that water exports out of the Delta had to be reduced because of 
the endangered status of the Delta smelt. Now the fish in 
question are migratory salmon. In fact, the salmon runs are 
expected to be so low that the federal government has closed the 
salmon season for this year in much of Northern California and 
Oregon. Some attribute the crisis in the salmon fishery in part to 
reduced flows into and through the Delta and to water extractions 
from the Delta. (On the Delta generally, see the Delta Water Atlas 
at http://rubicon.water.ca.gov/delta_atlas.fdr/daindex.html.) 
 

It is important to remember that the Delta is a source of water for 
23 million Californians, many in southern California. It is also an 
area of water-based recreation and the site of a large number of 
farms. But, it is an ecosystem that is in sever decline. It is not just 
the threats to fish in the Delta. The levees that protect farms and 
residential developments are unstable and in need of repair and 
reinforcement. In addition, land behind many of the levees has 
subsided over the years. (See U. S. Geological Survey at 
water.usgs.gov/lookup/get?fs00500/) In short, the Delta is an 
ecosystem in crisis and it is important that a plan be developed 
both to rescue the Delta and to insure reliability of water supplies 
to southern farms and homes. The problems that the Delta faces 
also constitute threats to farming and to people in the San 
Joaquin Valley and southern California. 
 

In recent months, an old idea from the early 1980s has 
resurfaced, the construction of a peripheral canal that would take 
fresh water around the Delta to the area of the pumping facilities 
on the south side of the Delta. This proposal speaks to the recent 
reduction in pumping (about 30%) ordered by the District Court 
judge to deal with the decline of the Delta smelt. Given the 
problem of endangered species in the Delta and the fragility of 
many of the levees, the Delta is increasingly perceived an 
unreliable source of water for the Central Valley and southern 
California. A peripheral canal, on the other hand, would not be 
subject to such limitations.  
 

The idea of a peripheral canal brings back memories of the water 
wars of the ó80s when such a facility was first proposed. The 
voters defeated the proposal and the vote was overwhelming 
negative in northern California and positive in southern California. 

 

 
BACKGROUND:  

The Peripheral Canal does 
not physically exist. As an 
idea, it is a canal that diverts 
water from the Sacramento 
River, through (or around 
the periphery of) the San 
Joaquin-Sacramento River 
Delta, and into the 
California Aqueduct. That 
water (currently already 
being delivered via the San 
Joaquin-Sacramento River 
Delta) would then be 
pumped to Central and 
Southern California 
(including San Francisco Bay 
Area water providers, like 
Santa Clara Valley Water 
District). 

Voters defeated a ballot 
initiative to build the Canal 
in 1982. Ever since then, the 
words "Peripheral Canal" 
have been called the "third 
rail" in water politics. 

Some claim that many of 
California's current water 
management problems 
could be solved with a 
Peripheral Canal  (such as 
flooding) See 
http://wwwowe.water.ca.g
ov/newsreleases/2004/06-
16-04floodpics.html), and 
similar plans (with different 
names) are under 
consideration. 

http://rubicon.water.ca.gov/delta_atlas.fdr/daindex.html
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sacramento_River
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sacramento_River
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sacramento_River
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San_Joaquin-Sacramento_River_Delta
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San_Joaquin-Sacramento_River_Delta
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San_Joaquin-Sacramento_River_Delta
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/San_Joaquin-Sacramento_River_Delta
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/California_Aqueduct
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Third_rail_%28metaphor%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Third_rail_%28metaphor%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Third_rail_%28metaphor%29
http://wwwowe.water.ca.gov/newsreleases/2004/06-16-04floodpics.html
http://wwwowe.water.ca.gov/newsreleases/2004/06-16-04floodpics.html
http://wwwowe.water.ca.gov/newsreleases/2004/06-16-04floodpics.html
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Many will remember the photographs in newspapers in the north of people in the south hosing their 
driveways down with ñnorthern Californiaò water.  
 

There are two important reports on the Delta that are pertinent to the idea of a peripheral canal. One 
was issued by the Public Policy Institute of California (See the PPIC report at 
http://www.ppic.org/main/publication.asp?i=671) and the other by Governorôs Delta Vision Blue Ribbon 
Task Force (DV report at http://deltavision.ca.gov/). Each of these reports is complex (and mirror the 
Delta as an ecosystem) and can only be briefly summarized here. They, however, provide the basis for 
detailed study of the Delta and the peripheral canal and will be invaluable in the coming months if the 
canal proposal has staying power. 
 

The PPIC report presents an extended analysis of the Delta and its history. One assertion of this report 
is that the Delta was in geological time quite a variable environment with salinity varying from very high 
to very low. Since the arrival of early settlers, Delta management has involved trying to maintain the 
ecosystem as primarily a freshwater environment. The PPIC report presents a range of policy options 
for future management and one set of options includes a peripheral or isolated canal. The authors 
argue that such a canal (which they seem to favor) would both increase reliability of water deliveries to 
the south and allow the Delta to return to an early status as a quite variable ecosystem. 
 

The DV report takes a different tack focusing on a set of 12 ñintegrated and linkedò recommendations. 
The recommendations are comprehensive and can only be partially summarized here. They focus on 
the need for conservation, efficiency and sustainable use of water as key to future California water 
policies, the creation of new facilities both thru-Delta and possibly around the Delta, a focus on 
ñreasonable useò and ñpublic trustò as foundations for water policy, and some sort of independent 
governance body for the Delta.  
 

Each of these proposals requires further discussion (as does the PPIC report) and such a   
Discussion can take place as proposals for a peripheral canal become more precise. Suffice it to say 
here that both reports make clear that efforts have to begin now to prevent further decline in the Delta. 
In the long-term, restoration of the Delta will require a state-wide effort and likely take many years. In 
the meantime, there are a number of points that need to 
be recognized: 
 

1. Constructing facilities such as a peripheral canal 
will take years, if not decades. Hence, we cannot 
hope that a policy decision to proceed with such 
a canal will bring results in the present; 

2. Whether or not Californians decide to support a 
canal, it is clear that we all must focus on 
conservation, efficiency, and recycling as ways 
of making more use of our existing water supply; 

3. In the short-term, such efforts may prove painful 
for some of us (e.g., southern Californians may 
have to rethink their gardens), but in the long run 
we may be able to continue growing our 
population and our economy in a more 
sustainable manner. 

 

In short, the time to begin is now, both in studying this 
issue and in looking at our various uses of water and identifying areas where we can reduce our 
consumption. We also have to begin to think about the governance of water. It is likely to be the case 
that all Californians will have to participate in the development of new political structures to govern our 
use of water.  
 
 

http://www.ppic.org/main/publication.asp?i=671
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Nancy Mahr , LWV/LAC President 
28028 Ella Road 
Rancho Palos Verdes, 90275 

 

LWV/LAC VOTER 

MAY 2008 
                   An Inter-League Organization  

Beach Cities Å Claremont Area Å East San Gabriel Valley  
Glendale-Burbank Å Long Beach Area Å Los Angeles 

Palos Verdes Peninsula Å Pasadena Area Å Santa Monica 
Torrance Å Whittier 

 

The League of Women Voters of Los Angeles 
County (LWV/LAC) in both its values and 
practices affirms its belief and commitment to 
diversity, pluralism and affirmative action.  
  
The purposes of LWV/LAC are to promote 
political responsibility through informed and 
active participation of citizens in government 
and to act on selected governmental issues. 
 

SUBSCRIBE  to the LWV/LAC VOTER  
Send the information below to be notified of 
the latest VOTER posted on our website at 
lwvlacounty@msn.com  or for a hard copy 
subscription send $10 to LWV/LAC Treasurer, 
427 E. Walnut Avenue, Burbank, CA 91501.  
Sign Up Today!!   

  
Name__________________________________________  
 
Address________________________________________ 
 
City___________________________ Zip_____________  
  
Local League___________________________________  
 
E-mail Address_________________________________  
 

Internet Election Resources 
 

Smart Voter                       www.smartvoter.org 
  Statewide propositions plus local candidates & issues on your ballot, 
with extensive background materials and media linksðfrom LWV 
California Ed Fund 
LA County Registrar-Recorder   www.lavote.net 
  Election calendar, polling place look-up, absentee voting info, 
multilingual voting materials, and locations for Touchscreen early voting 
Easy Voter Guide             www.easyvoter.org 
  Concise facts on statewide propositions; Chinese, Korean, Spanish, 
Vietnamese, and English 
Secretary of State           www.ss.ca.gov 
  Official text of ballot measures 
CA Legislative Analyst     www.lao.ca.gov 
  Analysis of all ballot measures 
CA Voter Foundation        www. calvoter.org 
  Data on campaign contributions to candidates and measures 
CA Budget Project           www.cbp.org 
  Analyzes the fiscal effects of statewide ballot measures 

The MAY 2008 VOTER is ready for viewing on our website. 
http://www.lacilo.ca.lwvnet.org  

mailto:lwvlacounty@msn.com
http://www.smartvoter.org/
http://www.lavote.net/
http://www.easyvoter.org/
http://www.ss.ca.gov/
http://www.lao.ca/
http://www.cbp.org/
http://www.lacilo.ca.lwvnet.org/

