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Section 28a

Board of Supervisors, Kern County, California - Resolution 74-576:

Opposition of Erosion of Local Representative Government
by Unwanted  State and Federal Imposition of Regional

Non-Elected Authorities (10/22/1974)



Before  the  Board  of  Supervisors
Countu  of  Kem,  State  of  Califomid

22-3
+in the  matter of :
EXPRESSION    CF    OPPOSITION   TO   EROSION
0F   LCX=AL   RI=PRESE:NTATIVI   GCRERN}ENI   BY
UNIANTED   STATE   AND   FEDERAL   Il.E'C6ITI0N
Of    REGIONAL   NCN-ELECTED   A{rTTioRTTTt:s

ResolutioD  No.

bfroute  Boo

74-576

Resolution  Boo

age_.I..-...

age._i .-.. I  .

I.  VmA  K.  GIBSON,  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  County  of Ken, State  of California,

do  hereby  certify   that  the  following   resoltitioa,  proposed  by  Supervisor    Jackson                   .  seconded

by Supervisor       Mitchell                   ,  was  duly  passed  and  adopted  by  sa.id  Board  of  Supervisors  &t  aa

official  meeting  iereof thiq   22nd      day  o cetot)er 19  i±,  by  the  following  vote,  to  wit:

REsoLUTion
Sectioa 1. WIEREAS :

(a)     The   incept:ion  of  California  cc)unties   in  1850  was   in  recognit:ion

of  the  need   for  divisi.ons   of  governtDent:   funct:ioning   at   the   level   3f  t:he

citizens   served  with  policy-making   of ficials   selected  t>y   their  fellow-

citizens  at:  the  ballot-bo:c  and  ready  accessibility  of  government:  operatiot`s

Co   the   people;   and

(b)     In  the   first  fifty  years   of  California  St:atehc)od  t:he  state   law

gave   to   the   counties  practically  all  the   functions  of  government:   that
directly   cc)ncerned   t:he   citizens   and   the   local  goverhtDent   syst:etD  worl{ed

effectively  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  people   of  this  great:  State  during  the

early  years   of  lcs   fortoat:ive  growt:h  and   on   into   the  il]odern  era  with   the

flexibility   Co  meet  the  changing  needs   of  our  citizens  and  the  challenges

of  these   CitDes   except  as   liDited  and  eroded  by  St:ate   and   Federal  int:rusions

into  responsibilities   historically  exerc:ised  by  the  division  of  local

government  closest   to   the  people;   and

(c)      Despite   t.he   outscancllng   performance   of  ;oun[y   governtDent   over

t.he   years   the   tDyt:h  has   been  c:irculated   that  govei-rinenc   is   best  administered

when   lc   is   farther   removed   from   the   clt:izcns   it   serves   and   that   policy-mal.{i``.



goverriment  adtl]1niscrators   st`ould  be   selected   for   t:he  people  rather   than

by   the   people. and   that   they  should   admlnlster  gc)vernment:al   funct:ions

practically   lumune   from  effecclve  accouncability   co   the   people;   and

(d)     These  tnyths   have  been  without   support   in  fact  but  have  pertreat:ed

the   thinking   of  t:hose   seeking  great:er   centralizacions   of  gover,ntDent  pover

ac  eschelot`s   so  far  removed   from  the  people   served  as   to  be  practical.Iy

inaccessible  and  unresponslve   to  the   local  citizens,   the   latest  tnanifesta-

tlon  cif  such  unwanced  governa]el`t  restruc:Curing  being   the   State   and  Federal

itDposition   of  tnore   government  by  a}ore   retDoce  boards,   cormitt:ees   and   com-

2issions   cotDposed   of  tl]ore  non-elected  policy-toaking  administrators   artDed

with  veto  power  over  decisions   tl]ade  by  locally-elected  representatives   o£

the  peop
+:nd

(e)     Not:  only  is   "regional  government"   inherent:1y  destructive   to  the.

effective  functioning  of  the  historic  American  system  of  representative

governner`t  but  ic  is  without  legal  basis   in  our  Federal  and  State  Consti-
tutions  and  conflicts  wit:h  our  tradition.al  concepts   of  local  con€=ol  and

account:ability  of  our  public  servants;   and

(f)     The  t:rend   t:o  "regionalistn"   in  American  government  is   stifling

our  citizeris'   t±adit:iorial  right  and  opportunity  to  directly  participate

in  decision-making  at  the  local  level,   is   thwart:ing  the  cicizens'   right

to  know  what  government:   is   deciding   for  hitD,   is   cast.ing   on  our  citizens

burdens  of  financing  services  over  which  his  elected  representatives  have

no  control,   and   is   subverting   the  tradit:ional  American  syst:etD  of  canst:itu--

tional  government  by  elected  representation;   and/ (g)     There  can  be  no  justification  for   such  damage   Co  our   syst:en

1n  light  of   t:he  recently  published   "Report   of   t:he   (Gclvernor's)   Task  Fort:e

ori  Local  GoverntDenc  Reform"   which  exatDined   t:he  myths   which  have  been  ad-

vanced   to  justify   the   erosion  of  local  government:  and   said  Task  Force   found

in   truth  and   fact   Chat   the  nyt:hs   are   false   and   chat   instead   of  fotnent:ing

the  dlsslpation  of  local  control  we  should   take  act:ion  t:o  preserve   lcs

concept  and   Strengthen   its   authorlcy  and  ability   to   ful£111  1Cs  histol.ic

role   as   the   level  of  government   closest   to  our  people`  and  best;  able   t.o

respond   Co   t:heir  need   for   those  govemtDental  services  which  can  be  provided

with  a  mirilmun  of   ir`terference   ln   the   lives   and   freedom  of   the  people  ``;a

Serve:   and



(h)     The  Governor's   Task  Force   lays   co  rest   the   usual  excuse  advanced

ij  justify  regionalistD  by  noting   in   it:s   Report  as   follows:

3:I::::::;i::;!e::i:::::i:i:?:g::s
n;:Smj€:ge:i:[#sk
or  regional  decision-

tDaking   syscer8s.  . .There   is   no  evider`ce   to  sdpport   the

:;:::=:::no:h:;f::%i::a:h::8:=±::i::nio::rLgo3:r::::cs
ac t irl coopera[1vely. . .It   is  highly   likely   that:. . .re-

i::::Lg5::::::::::„Will  be  less  responsive  than  present
"These   findings   lead  us   to   conc:lude   that:
a.     There  will  be  a  loss   of  local  authority

:gil::;P::S::i:::!:  I::::a::3gr:i:nf;;
.    b.    ife::8::I:La::gag:Z:t±:::  :;ec::::::i:::ep

c.   i:;lr::::n::I:::::iz::::: ::ilp::i::::;1y
become   another   layer   of  goverrment."

"Therefore,   we  do  not  believe   that:  there  is  a

i:!i:;:i!i:ii;¥;:;ii;;i:ii::i;i::i;:;!i:i::g#gi:i:::::
t:he  principles  of  citizen  control  and  local  home  rule.";  and

(i)     The  Task  F.orce  concluded  that  local  representat.ive  government  is
i..`e  best  syst:em  to  tDeet   t:he  challenges   of  our   titDes   ar}d  a  restructuring   of

local  governtpent:   through   imposition  of  "regional  govemtDent:"  would  be  based

or\  false  assumptions   and,   while   a  contir}uing   effort  iliust:  always  be  tDade   to

lu]prove  efficiency  and  econony  in  our  government:,   the   traditional  AtDerican

j5ystea]  can  best  be  preserved  by  solving  tault:i-county  problea]s   through

Voluntary  tDutual  action  by  the  elected  representatives  of  our  units   of

c{.overntDent  and   thus   avoid   the   irreparable  damage   to  our   freedoms   and  rights

L;uaranteed  by  the  Constitutior}  which  will  result  from  any  further  involun-
tary   inposit:ion  of  non-elect:ed  regional  aut:horit:ies   into  our  systea];

Sectlon   2.      NCW,   THEREFORE,   BE   IT  RESOLVED  by   the   Supervisors   of   the

County  of  Kern,   State   of  Call£ornia,   as   follows:

1.     This  Board  hereby  expresses   its   absolute   opposition  to  the  erosion

c`f   local  represent:acive   goverrmenc  by  unwant:ed  State  and  Federal  iurposltion

c.f  regional.  non-elected  boards,   cotrmlssions   and   cormlt:tees.

2.     The   clarion  call   of  EI  Dorado  County  in  1973   for  count:ies   ln

California   to  join  together   ln  invescigaclng  toeans   of  effect.1ve  action  to

stop   the   inroads   of   "reglonallsm"   should   for[hwich  t>e   ltriplemented  t)y   counties



ofleetlng   together  through   their  elected  representat:ives,   the  Members   of  the

i`c>.specclve  Board   of  Supervisors,   to  lay  dour  a  united  program  for  effective

F`€slstance   to   the   inroads   of  "regional  government"  and   Co  st:rengthen  local

;)vernaenc's   abilit:y   to  handle  tDultl-count:y  prot>1ems   through  voluntary
't".J.Cual   approaches.

3.     For   the  purpose  herelnabove   stated,   t:his   Board  urges   t:hat  repre-

seltatives   of  the   elected  governing  boards   of  each  and  all  of   the  counties

cj-California assetDble  cogecher   in  the   County   of  EI  Dorado   or   t:he   County

3i:-  Kern  before   the.  end   of  this  year  and  we   do  herewit:h   invite   early  acknowl-

€5gIIienc   frotD  each  Board   of   iricerest   in   so  meeting.

4.     The Clerk  of  this  Board  is  directed    to   forward  copies  of  this

7-e!solution   to   the   follc)wing:

•;i`.;

:.:

The  Hon.   Gerald  Ford,  President  of   the  United  States   of  America

E:b:::;3E:::;:s::;i;:i:::vf;::E8::i:::;i:::;f:::she-county
e)   The  Count:y  Supervisors  Associat:ion  of  California


