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CA Republicans strike working-class 

tone during gas tax debate 

 
April 17, 2017| By Manny Otiko California Black Media 

 

 

SACRAMENTO, CA-- Last week, the California 

legislature voted to approve a $52 billion 

transportation bill that will go towards road repair 

and maintenance. Funding will come from increases 

in gas and diesel sales and excise taxes, an annual 

car fee, based on the cost of the car, and a Zero 

Emissions Car fee. However, SB 1, which was co-

sponsored by Sen. Jim Beall (D-San Jose,) seems to 

have flipped the political spectrum. Some 

Republicans, who opposed the bill, were concerned 

it was going to negatively impact working families, 

who often have long commutes.   

  

 

Temecula Republican Sen. Jeff Stone argued against 

the bill. Stone, a successful pharmacist, said the bill 

wouldn’t affect many of the people in the legislature 

who made six-figure salaries. But it would affect 

people who make about $40,000 per year and travel 

140 miles a day going to-and-from work. 

“This tax is aimed at the poor,” said Stone, “who are 

already spending 14 percent of their take-home pay 

on gas.” 

Candice Packard, a social worker from Lake 

Elsinore, is one of those people Stone is referring to. 

She said, as a social worker, she doesn’t make much 

money and the gas tax will make life more difficult. 

“It will affect me because I will be paying higher 

prices for gas that I must use in order to continue my 

job,” said Packard. 

Although Republicans have traditionally supported 

slashing taxes on the wealthy, believing the wealth 

will eventually trickle down to working people, 

Stone suggested the legislature increase taxes on 

items like private jet fuel and luxury cars, which are 

used by the “Hollywood elite.” 

Sen. Jim Nielsen (R-Fresno) was also critical of the 

transportation bill for several reasons. He was 

concerned that the money would end up in the 

state’s general fund. 

“I don’t trust agencies to spend the money wisely,” 

said Nielsen. 
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Nielsen also said the tax increase would be one more 

reason for companies to avoid California, which has 

a reputation for being an expensive state to do 

business in. He also said he was concerned that an 

increase in diesel costs would put “a heavy burden” 

on working people as the cost of goods would 

increase. 

Several Democrats argued in favor of the bill. Sen. 

Bob Hertzberg (D-Los Angeles) said the bill was 

needed to fix the state’s crumbling roads. A 

transportation bill has not been passed since the days 

of Gov. Ronald Reagan, and road use has tripled, 

said Hertzberg. 

Voter outrage over the gas tax has already created a 

backlash. Sen. Josh Newman (D-Fullerton) is facing 

a recall after he voted yes on SB 1. The bill is 

pending the Governor’s signature.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Is it true black people don’t want 
to work? 

April 13, 2017|By Jasmyne A. Cannick- Special to CBM 

 

 Black people don’t want to work. 

That’s what I was told by a manager at a South Los 

Angeles IHOP restaurant after I inquired after the 

lack of African Americans working there during a 

recent visit. 

It all started after I casually observed while waiting 

on friend to arrive that there were no Black 

employees on the floor or in the kitchen 

working.  That prompted me to ask my server if this 

IHOP—located in the heart of South Los Angeles—

had any African American employees.  I was told 

yes—two. 

When the bill came, I asked the same sever to send 

over the manager because I wanted to actually 

confirm that out of the two dozen or so employees 

working at this restaurant only two were Black.  It 

turns out the server was wrong.   

According to the manager there were 

four.  Furthermore, the manager told me they work 

during the morning shift.  He then went onto explain 

to me, my guest and the ear hustling family at the 

table next to us, that anyone could apply to work 

there via the website. 
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I explained to the manager that as someone who 

lives in the adjacent neighborhood, that it was 

important to me that places Black people patronize 

also hire Blacks. 

The manager asked me how he was supposed to hire 

Black people if they don’t reply.  To which I 

quipped, so are you saying you have a problem with 

Blacks not applying to work at IHOP? 

The conversation ended with the manager telling 

me that yes, he thinks that is the problem and 

that if “they” meaning Blacks don’t apply, it’s 

because “they” don’t want to work. 

I don’t buy the manager’s excuse that Black 

people don’t want to work.  I think that Black 

people aren’t being hired at this IHOP location 

either they are being disqualified based on their 

background checks or more likely their inability 

to speak Spanish.  I also observed that all of the 

servers and kitchen staff spoke Spanish on and 

off the floor to each other and other Spanish 

speaking patrons. 

This is unacceptable and the manager’s “it is what it 

is” attitude about the lack of Blacks working in his 

restaurant is indicative of the dire employment 

situation for Blacks in Los Angeles.  Very few are 

willing to take up the issue because calling out 

employment discrimination—particularly in the 

service industry—against Blacks is somehow 

equated to being racist against Latinos. 

But the reality remains unchanged for countless 

numbers of Blacks in Southern California who 

attend highly promoted job fairs where almost all of 

the employers prefer bilingual employees.  Blacks 

watch new businesses opening up in their 

communities and hear the rhetoric of mandated local 

hiring companies that still don’t hire them. 

I will say that the IHOP restaurant in question is 

situated in a shopping center that also houses a 

Starbucks, Walgreens, Food 4 Less grocery store 

and a Home Depot.  No matter what time I go into 

any of those establishments I am guaranteed to see 

at least one Black employee on duty—at least one. 

Still, maybe I can help out IHOP’s manager with his 

problem of being unable to find Black employees to 

hire—and without the finder’s fee. 

  (Click picture or go to: www.onmenews.com) 
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Trump can deal with North Korea 

with fresh approach to Pyongyang 

April 7, 2017| New America Media, Commentary, George Koo 

 
 
As if to set the table for the forthcoming summit in 

Florida with China’s President Xi Jinping, President 

Donald Trump declared that if China won’t help 

resolve the North Korea crisis, the US can and will 

take direct and unilateral action, implying the military 

route. 

 

In a sense, Trump is correct. North Korea has always 

been an American problem, not a Chinese one. The 

Pyongyang regime from Kim I, II and III has always 

been worried about what action Uncle Sam might take 

against them, never about China or even Japan and 

South Korea. 

 

While a direct military strike against targets inside 

North Korea might be one option, there is a much 

easier and non-violent approach available to Trump. 

All he has to do is to bend a little from the customary 

posture of a hegemon and offer to meet and talk. 

 

The emissary Trump can send to Pyongyang could 

begin the process by delivering a message along the 

following lines: We are willing to meet with you to 

discuss and negotiate mutually acceptable terms and 

conditions that would lead to a nuclear-free Korean 

Peninsula. 

 

During this period of exchange of visits and meetings, 

the US would make no further aggressive actions 

against North Korea, while North Korea, for its part, 

would agree to do the same and take no action that 

would intimidate neighboring countries. 

 

This would not be the first time for the two 

protagonists to follow this path. In 1994, the Clinton 

administration launched a bilateral negotiation that led 

to an “Agreed Framework.” 

 

How the framework came about was discussed in 

William Perry’s memoir, “My Journey at the Nuclear 

Brink.” He led the negotiations with Pyongyang while 

he was president Bill Clinton’s secretary of defense 

and continued after he stepped down. 

 

The basic elements of the framework included: 1. 

North Korea would stop construction of larger reactors 

and suspend producing plutonium from a smaller 

already operating reactor; 2. South Korea and Japan 

would build two light-water reactors for generating 

electricity (so that North Korea would not need the 

reactors); 3. The US would supply fuel oil until the 

light-water reactors become operational. 

 

“I considered this a good deal for the US: war was 

averted, plutonium production suspended, and North 

Korea gave up their program for building larger 

reactors that were under construction,” wrote Perry. 

 

As he related in his book, after a long tortuous series 

of talks and meetings, his team was on the verge of 

reaching a deal with North Korea that would convert 

the cease-fire agreement in place since 1953 into a 

permanent peace treaty and normal relations with the 

US. 

 

From North Korea’s point of view, getting a binding 

commitment from America eased its sense of 

insecurity and the need for blackmail in the form of 

nuclear weapons to counter threats from the US. 

 

By then George W. Bush entered the White House. He 

decided not to continue the dialogue with North Korea 

for next two years (probably because he did not want 

anything to do with a member of the "Axis of Evil.") 

 

When Bush resumed contact with Pyongyang three 

years into his administration, he in effect moved the 

goal post by adding more conditions and demands on 

North Korea. 
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By then Pyongyang was well on its way to developing 

the atomic bomb and was in the position to reply with 

the middle finger salute. 

 

I asked Perry if having the bomb changed the 

dynamics of the bilateral negotiations. He said of 

course the restarted negotiations were made more 

complicated and difficult. 

 

Trying to be helpful, Beijing organized the six-party 

talks that added Japan, South Korea and Russia as well 

as China to the mix. Nothing positive emerged because 

the basic conditions remained unchanged. Namely, 

North Korea wanted to be treated as a nation accorded 

normalized diplomatic relations with the US. 

 

What had changed was that China was now the 

responsible party for the North Korea debacle. From 

the US point of view, China keeps North Korea’s 

economy alive, from its collapse, has the most 

influence on the Pyongyang regime, etc, etc. 

 

Washington, whether oblivious to history or unwilling 

to face inconvenient reality, has for the past 16 years 

been waiting for Beijing to bail America out of the 

mess. 

 

All President Trump has to do is to ignore the legacy 

of his two predecessors and ask Secretary Rex 

Tillerson to take a fresh approach with Pyongyang. I 

am sure President Xi would be happy to assist. 

 

Dr. George Koo recently retired from a global 

advisory services firm where he advised clients on 

their China strategies and business operations. 

Educated at MIT, Stevens Institute and Santa Clara 

University, he is the founder and former managing 

director of International Strategic Alliances. He is a 

member of the Committee of 100, and a board member 

of New America Media.  This article originally 

appeared in Asia Times. 
 

 

Legislature Set to Vote on $52 

Billion Transportation Plan 

April 6, 2017| By Manny Otiko | CBM 

 
 

SACRAMENTO, CA --Gov. Jerry Brown and 

Democratic leaders aren’t waiting for President 

Trump’s proposed infrastructure plan to fix 
California’s crumbling roads and bridges.  

During a press conference at the State Capitol, Brown 

and Democratic leaders announced a new 

transportation funding program, SB-1, that would cost 
taxpayers $52 billion over ten years.  
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According to a media release from the governor’s 

office, the program will be funded by increases to the 

state’s excise tax on gasoline and diesel fuel, as well as 

an annual “transportation improvement fee” based on a 

vehicle’s value. There’s also a new $100 “zero 

emissions vehicle” fee that will be assessed to clean 
energy vehicles beginning the year 2020. 

“California has a massive backlog of broken 

infrastructure that has been neglected far too long,” 

said Brown. “Fixing the roads will not get cheaper by 

waiting – or ignoring the problem. This is a smart plan 
that will improve the quality of life in California.” 

Brown says the state needs to invest in highway 

infrastructure because bad roads cost California drivers 

about $700 in repairs each year. The legislation also 

contains a constitutional amendment that Brown says 

will ensure the funds collected will go to highway 
infrastructure and not to the state’s general fund. 

However, critics of the program, including State Board 

of Equalization Vice Chair George Runner, say low-

income Californians will absorb the brunt of Brown’s 
plan.  

“All this plan will do is hurt working-class and poor 

Californians who must travel farther distances to 

work,” said Runner. “We could end up paying as much 

as 80 cents in combined federal and state taxes for 
each gallon of gasoline. That’s ridiculous.” 

According to a 2015 report by the non-partisan 

Legislative Analyst’s Office, commutes in California's 

two largest metro areas, Los Angeles and San 

Francisco, were longer than average at 62 minutes and 

72 minutes respectively. The Bay Area commute is 
more than 30 percent the national average. 

Moreno Valley resident Chearon Raye fears raising the 

cost of gasoline will hurt Californians on fixed 

incomes and negatively impact quality of life. She says 

people are already struggling to make ends meets and 

that raising the gas tax will put an additional strain on 

her family.   

“I have to commute over 150 miles a day round-trip 

for work and that mileage doesn’t include anything 

else, like picking up my children from practice,” said 

Raye. “I don’t want to pay 12 cents more a gallon for 

gas. We just passed a local measure to raise taxes for 

roads, so it’s a double whammy. I just don’t think 
raising the tax is going to do any good.” 

Our family moved to Moreno Valley because it’s more 

affordable, but now I’ve got to commute 150 miles 

round-trip from work to home,” said Raye. “We don’t 

need to raise the gas tax—the state already has enough 
money. 

A 2015 poll conducted by the University of California 

Berkeley’s Institute of Governmental Studies (IGS), 

shows that 63 percent of Californians are against 
raising the gas tax. 

“Voters usually don’t like to pay more in taxes, 

especially a levy that is paid by nearly everyone, such 

as the gas tax,” said IGS director Jack Citrin. “These 

results show that even when told about a pressing 

need, Californians do not want to pay more for 
registering their cars or driving them.” 

California Black Media reached out to Senate 

President Pro-Tem Kevin De Leon for comment on 

SB-1. De Leon has not responded as of press time.  

The Legislature is expected to vote on SB-1 today. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

About ONME News Print Edition:  The 

ONME News Print Edition is a monthly 

culmination of the online news stories printed 

daily throughout the month.   

 

Keep up-to-date with news from throughout the 

Valley: www.onmenews.com. 

 

If you are a news outlet who would like to be 

listed and included as one of our media 

partners, please send an email:  

news@myonme.com 

 

NOTE:  Links are active in the PDF online 

version. 
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