
 

 

 
 
        August 10, 2014 
 
 
Senate President Pro Tem Darrell Steinberg 
Assembly Speaker Toni Atkins 
Senate Republican Leader Bob Huff 
Assembly Republican Leader Connie Conway 
 

Dear Legislators 

Thank you for your diligent work to develop a water bond that is fiscally prudent, responsive to the 
state’s water needs, and balanced with respect to environmental quality and water supply.  Our 
organization supports Proposition 43, and will almost certainly support any water bond agreed upon by 
the Legislature and the Governor. 
 
To assure the success of your good efforts, we suggest that you pass an amended  water bond but place 
it on the November, 2016 ballot.  We take this position for two reasons.  

 
Weak polling   

Polling released by the California Alliance for Jobs shows that the chance of passing even a smaller bond 
which the Governor supports is at best a 50-50 proposition.  The actual range reported in the poll was 
44-56.  This polling is insufficiently strong to place a bond on the ballot.  It will be very difficult to raise 
sufficient funds to run the campaign for the bond act, given the relatively weak initial public support.  
Polling indicates that a well-funded campaign against the bond is likely to defeat it. 
 
Part of the reason for this weak polling is the low turnout expected this November.  The lack of 
statewide competitive races or controversial initiatives of major concern to the public could result in 
turnout of 50% or less.  Turnout in the open Presidential election in November of 2016 could result in a 
turnout of 75% or more, much more favorable to bond passage. 

 
Potential major funded opposition  

Dino Cortopassi stated the following in his most recent full page ad in all major California newspapers: 



“There's only one tool you hold to stop the overspending.  That one tool is reducing politician's "cash-in" 
by VOTING NO on every bond proposition.” 

Mr. Cortopassi is likely to spend millions of his own dollars in opposition to any water bond for two 
reasons.  First, it is a general obligation bond, and he is opposed to any additional state debt.  Second, 
he is opposed to the Delta Tunnels project and may be concerned that any water bond might be of some 
benefit to that project, regardless of language which will be included in the bond regarding prohibition 
of funding for the project.  Given current weak polling and low turnout, major funded opposition is likely 
to defeat even a well-crafted water bond this November. 

We suggest you pass a water bond during this legislative session, but place that bond on the November, 
2016 ballot.  This bond would replace Proposition 43, which would be removed from this year’s ballot. 

Thank you for considering this option with respect to the water bond. 

Gerald H. Meral Ph.D. 
California Water Director 
Natural Heritage Institute 
 
jerrymeral@gmail.com 
415-717-8412 
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