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SANTIAGO DE COMPOSTELA, 
SPAIN » Forty-five summers ago, 
on my first visit to these parts, 
my traveling companion Martin 
Kelley and I wrote a song, with 
the lyrics in the form of a post-
card to a friend: “Dear Lollie, 
It’s a lot like home 
/ with the silver eu-
calyptus / and the 
pine trees up above 
us / and the red, 
red dirt down be-
low ... in Portugal, 
they got the tinto 
wine / in Portugal, 
they got the radio 
down fine / oh, yes, it’s a lot like 
home.”

While we were a few hun-
dred miles south of here back 
then, this part of Espana Verde 
is in many ways more like its 
neighboring country on the Ibe-
rian peninsula than it is Cas-
tilian, or Basque, or Andalu-
cian — even if all of those some-
times squabbling, sometimes 
violently so, sibling regions are 
still parts of a whole. Its ancient 
language was more Portuguese 
than Spanish, and Galician — 
frowned upon by Queen Isa-
bella, banned under Franco — 
is once again the native tongue, 
akin to the way that Gaelic is 
coming back in Ireland and in 
Scotland as well.

As we drove west from 
Santander through the fantas-
tically cool-in-summer Canta-
bria, Asturias and now Gali-
cia, through the rainy and scary-
foggy Picos de Europa mountain 
range, we noticed, inescapably, 
a real similarity to my post-col-
lege backpacking point-of-view 
from the song.

The place reminds us of Cal-
ifornia because of the crazy 
abundance in the vast forests 
that cover the landscape of that 
familiar California presence, the 
towering eucalyptus tree.

Of course the eucalypts are no 
more native here than they are 
in our own backyards. They are 
all imports, in Iberia as in Cal-
ifornia, from Australia. What 
the Aussies call gum trees pos-
itively thrive in the climates of 
both Iberia and on the Ameri-
can West Coast, perhaps even 
more than they do on their orig-
inal continent, which is really 
saying something.

On this trip, we first noticed 
the trees around Santillana del 
Mar, home to the ancient cave 
paintings of Altamira, and then 
read that the very scholar who 
spent 20 years convincing the 
scientific world that the beau-
tiful charcoal and ochre works 
of art weren’t a modern hoax, 
but in fact were created by our 
ancestors, had brought the eu-
calyptus to Spain, because he 
thought they looked nice.

And they do. As we Califor-
nians know. That’s why the 
plein-air painters of old Laguna 
and Pasadena were known as 
the Eucalyptus School.

In a world plagued by climate 
change, these beauties are also 
a terrible, and deadly, problem. 
As wildfires increase around 
the globe because of our heating 
planet, the Aussies are trying to 
rid their suburbs of gum trees, 
which are so filled with oils they 
go off like a bomb when ignited. 
And in California, while we used 
them for landscaping and, in 
rural areas, as wind breaks, at 
least we don’t much commer-
cially cultivate them. But a lit-
tle research shows that our per-
ception was not wrong — euca-
lyptus are now the most widely 
planted trees in the Galician 
timber forests that surround 
this old, holy city, the termi-
nus for pilgrims of the Camino 
de Santiago. They cover some 
800,000 acres here. They grow 
so much faster than other trees 
— maturing in just 15 years — 
that state-run pulp mills encour-
age their monoculture.

Government, bad. Peo-
ple, good. Thousands of Gali-
cians have joined “de-eucalyp-
tiser brigades,” helping stop the 
spread of the invasive trees be-
fore the eucalyptus-bomb wild-
fires that have plagued Por-
tugal in recent summers hit 
Spain too hard as well. And the 
Galician legislature is joining 
the cause, pledging to reduce 
the trees by 5% by 2040. Birds 
don’t like them, herbivores 
can’t eat them, they poison the 
soil. Down with the gum trees! 
And viva Espana.

Larry Wilson is on the Southern 
California News Group editorial 
board. lwilson@scng.com.

Postcards

It’s a lot 
like home, 
tree-wise, 
in Iberia

Exactly one day after he sur-
vived a recall election, Gov. 
Gavin Newsom signed two bills 
that ended single-family zoning 
throughout California.

Senate Bill 9 allows single-
family lots anywhere in the 
state to be split in two, so that 
there can be two houses and 
two accessory dwelling units on 
a lot that formerly was zoned 
for just one house. Under SB 9, 
cities are required to approve 
these lot splits “ministerially,” 
without any reviews, hearings, 
conditions, fees or environmen-

tal impact re-
ports.

Senate Bill 
10 allows cities 
to pass an ordi-
nance that en-
ables property 
owners to build 
up to 10 units, 
plus four acces-
sory dwelling 

units, on any single-family lot 
that is within one-half mile of 
transit, defined as a bus route 
with frequent service during 
rush hours.

These laws have enraged 
many city officials. A multi-par-
tisan coalition quickly formed 
around an effort to qualify an 
initiative for the ballot that 
would generally prevent state 
law from pre-empting local con-
trol of zoning and land use. Pro-
ponents are aiming to have it on 
the ballot in November 2024.

In the meantime, two law-
suits have been filed to try to 
get SB 9 and SB 10 overturned.

The cities of Redondo Beach, 
Carson, Torrance and Whittier 
filed a lawsuit in March against 
California Attorney General 
Rob Bonta and the State of Cal-
ifornia to “prevent the State 
of California from usurping a 
charter city’s land use authority, 
which is a uniquely municipal 
affair.” The state constitution 
authorizes charter cities—mu-
nicipalities that have adopted 
their own local constitution — 
to “govern themselves, free of 
state legislative intrusion, as to 
those matters deemed munici-
pal affairs,” or so said the Cali-
fornia Supreme Court in a 2012 
case known as State Building 
& Construction Trades Council 
of California, AFL-CIO v. City 
of Vista.

And therein lies the dispute. 
The state government enacted 
SB 9 in 2021 with the asser-
tion that ensuring access to af-
fordable housing was “a mat-
ter of statewide concern,” magic 
words that allow the state gov-

ernment to override a city’s con-
trol of municipal affairs.

But as the lawsuit points out, 
nothing in SB 9 requires any of 
the four units that can now be 
built on a formerly single-fam-
ily lot to be affordable. “In very 
urbanized areas where housing 
demand and prices are high,” 
the cities argued, “SB 9 hous-
ing developments could be sold 
or leased at market rate prices, 
which would do nothing to ad-
dress housing affordability.” 
They also predicted that deep-
pocketed developers and insti-
tutional investors will be more 
likely than ordinary homeown-
ers to take advantage of SB 9, 
resulting in higher land and 
home values, “making it harder 
for first-time homebuyers to get 
their foothold on the American 
Dream and further alienating 
lower-income households.”

SB 9 does allow cities to deny 
a project that would have ad-
verse impacts related to public 
health or safety concerns, but 
Redondo Beach and the other 
cities make the point that while 
the cumulative effect of quadru-
pled density on multiple prop-
erties in a neighborhood could 
have a public health or safety 
impact, the cities are not al-
lowed to consider the cumula-
tive effect. They have to approve 
each project as if none of the 
others existed.

“The addition of up to four 
times as many families in ex-
isting neighborhoods will un-
doubtedly impact schools with 

increased class sizes, exacer-
bate traffic congestion, and cre-
ate parking deficiencies,” the 
cities argued. “There will also 
be increased need for water and 
sewer capacity, use of utilities, 
maintenance and replacement 
of physical infrastructure, and 
demand for emergency access 
and response.” (Too many cars 
parked on narrow streets can 
impede emergency vehicles.)

Can the state declare the 
need for affordable housing to 
be a matter of statewide con-
cern and then override local 
control to implement a law that 
does nothing to address the 
need for affordable housing?

We’ll find out. Attorney Gen-
eral Rob Bonta filed an answer 
to the cities’ complaint in which 
he denied everything. Next step: 
a trial setting conference on 
July 12.

The cities of Lakewood and 
Rancho Palos Verdes filed a sep-
arate lawsuit seeking to over-
turn SB 9. These municipalities 
are “general law” cities without 
charters, so the legal arguments 
are a little different.

There’s another lawsuit in 
the courts seeking to overturn 
SB 10, the law that allows cit-
ies to pass an ordinance en-
abling property owners to build 
10-unit apartment buildings on 
any single-family lot, by right, 
if it’s within one-half mile of 
a busy bus stop or other tran-
sit, or in an urban infill area. 
This lawsuit was filed by the 
AIDS Healthcare Foundation 

and joined by the city of Re-
dondo Beach. The argument in 
this case centers on the provi-
sion in SB 10 that allows a city’s 
new 10-unit-density ordinance 
to override voter-approved ini-
tiatives that conflict with it, as 
long as the ordinance is passed 
by a two-thirds vote.

The state won round one in 
this fight. Los Angeles Superior 
Court Judge James Chalfant 
ruled that SB 10 can override a 
local (not state) initiative passed 
by the voters. Redondo Beach 
and AIDS Healthcare Founda-
tion are appealing the decision.

In other words, this fight isn’t 
over. If you’ve already woken up 
to the sound of jackhammering 
on your formerly quiet street, 
or if you’ve seen construction 
fences go up around nearby 
homes, brace yourself, because 
the density of your residential 
neighborhood is about to be 
changed forever. If that doesn’t 
make you happy, you’ll be glad 
to know that a lot of people are 
fighting to protect single-family 
neighborhoods from one-size-
fits-all zoning changes imposed 
by Sacramento politicians.

The proposed 2024 initiative 
that would restore and protect 
local control of zoning is called 
Our Neighborhood Voices. You 
can find more information 
about it at OurNeighborhood-
Voices.com.

Write Susan at Susan@
SusanShelley.com and follow 
her on Twitter @Susan_Shelley
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Standing up in defense 
of single-family zoning

ROGER KISBY — THE NEW YORK TIMES

An overview of the Clairemont neighborhood in San Diego in 2021. The days of single family zoning are 
over after Gov. Newsom signed Senate Bill 9 into law allowing any single-family lot to be split into two.

By Jon Fleischman

In November, you’ll be 
asked if you want to dramati-
cally change California’s abor-
tion laws to allow a baby to be 
aborted right up until the min-
ute before that baby is born.  

Right now, a woman can 
have an abortion in California 
up to the point where the baby 
can survive outside the womb 
or is “viable.”  Viability has been 
the standard for decades.  

Based on polling, it is likely 
most Californians are comfort-
able with that viability stan-
dard. But legislative Democrats 
are testing how far voters are 
willing to go to allow legal abor-
tions up to a baby’s due date.

That’s what will be on the 
ballot this November in Califor-
nia with Proposition 1. 

How did we get here?
Much has been said about 

the recent 6-3 decision by the 
Supreme Court of the United 
States in Dobbs vs. Jackson 
Women’s Health Organization 
that reversed previous court 
rulings and found that there 
was not a federal constitutional 
right to have an abortion. The 
court ultimately concluded: 
“Abortion presents a profound 
moral question. The Constitu-
tion does not prohibit the cit-
izens of each State from regu-
lating or prohibiting abortion.” 
With that decision, determining 
public policy around the issue of 
abortion has been returned to 
each of the 50 states. 
State responses — like the peo-
ple who live in them — are 
wide, varied and diverse. Ac-
cording to a Gallup Organiza-

tion survey of the opinions of 
Americans on the issue taken in 
late May of 2022, 35% said abor-
tion should be legal under all 
circumstances, 18% said legal 
under most circumstances, 32% 
said legal only in a few circum-
stances and 13% said all abor-
tions should be illegal. 

In other words, fully half 
of Americans chart a middle 
course on this issue. On the 
football field of politics, most 
Americans find themselves be-
tween the 35-yard lines. 

California’s approach, 
though, puts us next to the pro-
gressive goal line. As a practical 
matter, the decision in Dobbs 
and the overturning of Roe v. 
Wade has no effect on abortion 
rights in California. Up until vi-
ability (generally regarded as 

24 weeks into a 40-week preg-
nancy), women can obtain abor-
tions for any reason. The state 
subsidizes the procedure and 
has passed laws encouraging 
“abortion tourism.”

But the modest restriction 
precluding abortion after viabil-
ity (unless done for the health 
of the mother) would be elim-
inated if voters pass a consti-
tutional amendment that has 
been placed before us by the 
Democrat-controlled state Leg-
islature.

Proposition 1 on the Califor-
nia ballot would place these 
words into the state constitu-
tion: “The state shall not deny 
or interfere with an individ-
ual’s reproductive freedom in 
their most intimate decisions, 
which includes their fundamen-

tal right to choose to have an 
abortion and their fundamental 
right to choose or refuse contra-
ceptives.”

With the passage of this 
amendment, abortion in Cali-
fornia would become legal un-
til the moment of birth. The ex-
plicit language in this amend-
ment could not be clearer and 
provides no exceptions or re-
strictions on a right to an abor-
tion. This is the most extreme 
position that could be taken on 
this issue.

Why is Proposition 1 even on 
the ballot? It represents a con-
vergence of two interests. Pro-
abortion extremists want to not 
only ensure abortion is legal 
in California until birth, while 
guaranteeing that at no time in 
the future can laws on abortion 
access be reduced. Progressives 
would also like to shift the de-
bate away from issues like cost 
of living, high gas prices or ris-
ing crime ahead of the election.

Californians are passionate 
about the state of human rights 
around the world, rightly out-
raged at abuses in some coun-
tries that make our stomachs 
turn. With Proposition 1 we 
would become more radical 
than countries we abhor. What 
kind of a state would guarantee 
the right for a healthy, pregnant 
mother to get an abortion the 
very day her child is due? We 
can and should be better than 
that and reject abortion extrem-
ism.

Jon Fleischman is a small 
business owner and the 
publisher of the FlashReport 
website on California politics. 
He resides in Yorba Linda.

LATE-TERM ABORTION

Prop. 1 kills all limits on abortions

RICH PEDRONCELLI — THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

Assembly Speaker Anthony Rendon, left, Senate President Pro Term 
Toni Atkins , center,  and state Sen. Nancy Skinner, D-Berkeley, 
right, listens as members speak on a measure to put a constitutional 
amendment on the November ballot that would guarantee the right 
to an abortion and contraceptives on June 27. 
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