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              COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF FEBRUARY 10-16, 2013  

    

  NO BOARD MEETING TUESDAY FEBRUARY 12, 2013  

     SUPERVISOR HILL WANTS 67% MAJORITY TAX VOTE 

REQUIREMENTS REDUCED FOR TRANSPORTATION  

  COUNCILMAN FRED STRONG DRAWS AN UNFORTUNATE 

ANALOGY  

MAYOR MARX AND CHIEF DEPUTY COUNTY COUNSEL 

DAVID MCNULTY MOCK A PUBLIC COMMENT SPEAKER                                                                    

 

                                    PLEASE SEE PAGE 7 FOR DETAILS             
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Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, February 5, 2013 (Completed) 

 

Summary:  Items of interest on this agenda included a zoning appeal by a vineyard; 

appointments to the Water Resources Advisory Committee; and Executive Session 

discussions of the lawsuit against the County challenging the Paso Robles Water Basin lot 

subdivision moratorium and “appointment of a Planning and Building Director.”  There was 

no public discussion of the items except for the zoning appeal.  

 

Item 10 - Appointments to the Water Resources Advisory Committee.  These were 

approved on consent. The appointees are listed at the link below: 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/1815/V1JBQ19BcHBvaW50bWVudH

NfQXR0X0RfcGRmQS5wZGY=/12/n/11724.doc   

 

 

Item 16 - Executive Session Item on Pending Litigation, including the suit against the 

County by citizens who believe that the Paso Robles Ground Water Subdivision 

Moratorium was adopted illegally.  The matter was considered in executive session. 

County Counsel reported that the Board took no reportable actions.  

 

Item 20 - Board Approved Appeal of Conditions Imposed by the Planning Commission 

as part of a Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for an Expanded Winery (Opolo Vineyards) 

– But It Cost Plenty.  It turned out the winery owners purchased a 67-acre orchard next to 

the winery property (reportedly the orchard had fallen into disuse over the years). The 

Planning staff and Planning Commission had required Opolo to put in a secondary access 

road as a condition of approval of the CUP. Under the original configuration this would 

have been almost impossible because of topography and proximity to a creek. By 

purchasing the adjacent property, Opolo was able to provide a new and easier route for the 

secondary access road. This in turn extinguished a number of the onerous conditions which 

had been imposed by the Planning Commission.  The Board also overrode its Planning 

Commission’s ban on music after 5PM and changed the permit to allow music until 10 PM.   

(Remember the vineyard event areas are out in the country in an area of other 

vineyards - the nearest residence is 960 feet away).  

 

Supervisor Gibson’s Play:  Supervisor Gibson (true to form) made a pitch for the Board to 

require Opolo to place the new 67 acres under an agricultural easement to forestall 

residential development. Apparently there is an existing house. Under the current zoning a 

2
nd

 house could be permitted. Gibson feigned worry that Ag land would be converted to 

residential or other “intensified uses” as a result of the growth inducing effect of the new 

secondary access road. He said his concern was for “balance”.  

 

In This Case “Balance”= Confiscation:  The Opolo Vineyard was being required by the 

County to install a secondary access road.  To comply with the County condition, the 

owners bought a property next door, which they did not need, in order to satisfy the 

requirement. No doubt, this had a significant cost. As a result, Gibson wants to expropriate 

some of the value of the new property by requiring an agricultural easement.  At San Luis 

County each step of the process requires a new set of requirements and the finish line is 

http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/1815/V1JBQ19BcHBvaW50bWVudHNfQXR0X0RfcGRmQS5wZGY=/12/n/11724.doc
http://agenda.slocounty.ca.gov/agenda/sanluisobispo/1815/V1JBQ19BcHBvaW50bWVudHNfQXR0X0RfcGRmQS5wZGY=/12/n/11724.doc
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continuously moved. After Gibson made his play, one of the owners addressed the Board. 

He pointed out that the application process had taken five to six years and cost $5 million 

dollars.  

 

 So much for the County’s supposed land use permitting  time and cost improvements. 

 

In the end the Board approved reducing a number of the conditions. Gibson voted for it 

reluctantly. 

 

Background:  In March, and after a long and arduous process, the Commission approved a 

CUP for an expanded winery, consisting primarily of an expanded barrel storage room. 

There were a number of onerous conditions, and the owners appealed some of them to the 

Board of Supervisors seeking to reduce some of the more irrational and egregious portions. 

These include arbitrary limitations on the number of events, kinds of events, and the number 

of people who can attend the events.  

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting Of Tuesday, February 12, 2013 (Not Scheduled) 

 

 

There is no meeting scheduled.  February 12
th

 is the traditional Abraham Lincoln’s birthday, 

but the combined Presidents Day is observed on Monday, February 18, 2013. There is no 

explanation on the agenda website. They simply have not posted an agenda. 

 

 

San Luis Obispo County Council of Governments (SLOCOG) Meeting of Wednesday, 

February 6, 2013, 8:30 AM, 1055 Monterey St., San Luis Obispo (Completed) 

 

Item A.2 - Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).  SLOCOG considered the 

process for review and adoption of the 2014-19 Regional Housing Allocation Needs Plan.  

This is a key State tool to promote densification of neighborhoods and the “smart growth” 

provisions of SB 375. There was little discussion. Because the quotas assigned by the State 

are much lower than in past cycles, there is little concern on the part of the cities and 

County at this time. See last week’s update for the details.   

 

 

Item B.2 - SLOCOG 2013 Legislative Program.  The SLOCOG Board considered both the 

Federal and State Legislative Programs. COLAB objected to the inclusion of support for 

reducing the voter percentage thresholds for tax overrides from 67% to 55% for 

transportation measures. The Board deferred a decision on the State program to April in 

order to examine pending legislation on this matter prior to deciding what position to take.  

 

Supervisor Hill Throws Down A Challenge:  Hill apparently supports lowering the bar 

and seems to believe that super majority vote requirements are inherently undemocratic. 

Characteristically and in line with his combative nature, Hill cautioned that in April, anyone 

who opposes lowering the vote requirement better be prepared with major argument or else.  

The question is “or what else”?  Is this another Hill threat? If citizens come and oppose the 
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vote percentage reduction, will they be subject to caustic attacks? Will they be verbally 

abused and mocked?     

 

 

Background:  This 2013 Program crosses into the danger zone in one section quoted below:  

Support legislation to increase dedicated funding to maintain and improve the 

transportation system and provide maximum flexibility to cost effectively address needs and 

deficiencies and provide local and regional agencies authorization to increase local 

funding, as recommended in the CTC State Transportation Needs Assessment, including the 

following: 

 

a) Increase revenue from traditional sources and provide appropriate new sources of fee-

based revenue to broaden and increase the revenue base. 

b) Passage of legislation to place a constitutional Amendment on the ballot to reduce the 

public vote required for approval of a new or extended local option sales tax for 

transportation purposes from 2/3rds to 55%, consistent with approval of school bonds. 

c) Allocation of revenue from the sale of Cap & Trade credits derived from fuels to 

transportation projects and programs based on the following statewide principles endorsed 

by a statewide transportation Coalition consisting of the League of California Cities (LCC), 

the California State Association of Counties (CSAC), California Alliance for Jobs, 

California Transit Association (CTA), Transportation California and the California 

Association of Councils of Governments (CALCOG):  

 

 Item C.1 - 2013-14 Work Program and Budget.  The SLOCOG Board approved the 

Agency’s work program for 2013-14 and reviewed a preliminary Budget.  

 

COLAB pointed out that one section of the work program incorporates State mandated 

smart growth policies and especially SB 375. COLAB further pointed out that the local 

agencies had to comply with some extent or risk losing State and Federal transportation 

funds. COLAB encouraged the officials to resist and mobilize their constituents to oppose 

these initiatives. SLOCOG Board Member (Paso Robles City Council Member Strong) 

responded that his citizens support the approaches and that Paso Robles is complying by 

replacing traditional zooning with mixed-use form based zoning.  

 

 Key relevant work program provisions include: 

 

• Develop vehicle trip reduction strategies in partnership with APCD & Caltrans in  

Coordination with SLO Regional Rideshare 

c. 4965 (FORMERLY 9650) Strategic Growth Council Sustainable Communities Grant  

(Carryover) 

• Refine Sustainable Communities Strategy and its integration into the RTP Update  

• Develop enhanced quantification techniques with land use model and other data  

• Support jurisdiction and project level sustainable communities planning 

• Refine data collection and land use and transportation model outputs 

• Refine transportation modeling scenario development and application  

• Monitor and participate in Strategic Growth Council activities  
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• Further develop outreach and visualization tools to meet requirements of SB 375 

• Vision and action plan refinement and facilitation 

• Public input and member agency plan integration 

• Integrate AB 32 and SB 375 Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Strategies into  

ongoing agency activities and programs. 

• Work with member agencies to catalog and integrate information regarding resource  

service capabilities in coordination with LAFCO 

• Integrate the Regional Housing Needs Assessment, the AB 1600, and a Regional  

Affordable Housing Financing Mechanism Study recommendations into the 

Sustainable Communities Strategy 

• Integrate Health in all Policies program into ongoing efforts  

• Manage consultant contract. Prepare and submit quarterly reports.  

d. 4966 (FORMERLY 9660) Strategic Growth Council Sustainable Communities     

 

 Speaker Marginalized:  A subsequent private citizen speaker expressed concerns that the 

SLOCOG and the jurisdictions were traveling down a path ultimately inspired by 

international ideological doctrines which advocate dense development, severe restrictions 

on carbon based fuels, mandated use of public transit, restrictions on the use of private 

automobiles, restrictions on suburban development, and a number of economic and social 

equity concepts. These are embodied in public policy documents such as the United Nations 

Agenda 21 (climate action principles) and the Charter of the International Communities For 

Local Environmental Initiatives (ICLEI). San Luis Obispo County was a member of ICLEI 

for a period of time and hired two ICLEI staffers as consultants to help prepare its 

Greenhouse Gas Assessment prefatory to developing its Climate Action Plan.  

 

A number of San Luis Obispo County citizens are concerned about the radical 

environmental roots of some of the doctrines and object to the socialist pronouncements 

which are advocated along with them.  There have been a number of forums and educational 

sessions in San Luis County (some attended by hundreds) to discuss these issues and their 

potential application at the local level. 

 

In a very unfortunate retort, Paso Robles City Council Member Fred Strong drew an analogy 

with some 1950’s civil rights opponents who accused civil rights advocates of being 

communists in order to undermine the movement. He compared current opponents of 

restrictive land use, expensive mass transportation schemes, increased housing density, and 

travel controls/taxes (which are being proposed in the name of “social equity”, “economic 

equality”, and “climate change”) with the 1950’s civil rights opponents . In other words, if a 

citizen sees a connection between Agenda 21 and ICLEI doctrines and current local land use 

policy initiatives, he or she is guilty of fear mongering. Strong seems to be saying that the 

expansive land use regulatory initiatives being proposed and implemented to combat 

greenhouse gases are purely local (perhaps pushed and/or mandated by the State and US 

Governments), and that they have no connection to the UN, concepts embodied in Agenda 

21, or those promoted by ICLEI. He should read the County’s Greenhouse Gas Assessment 

and other documents and then look at some of the California Air Resources Board web 
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pages and see the express links. We are pretty sure that some of his constituents can help 

him. 

 

Speaker Mocked:  Even more unfortunately, and by way of mocking the speaker, SLO City 

Mayor Marx, under the guise of posing a question (Ms. Marx is an attorney and fully 

understands the status of the UN), cynically asked counsel to opine on whether or not the 

United Nations has any authority in San Luis Obispo County. To further insult the speaker 

Chief Deputy County Counsel David McNulty mockingly replied, “Absolutely.” He then 

said no, not any.  

 

The meeting ended. Not the issue. 

 

Board of Supervisors Can Rescue Highway 1, the Bicyclists, and the Tourist Season  

 

 

Cal Trans chip-sealed Highway 1 (a preventive maintenance technique) from north of Morro 

Bay to the Monterey County line. The problem is that the chips (little rocks mixed in with 

the asphalt solution) are too large and are playing havoc with bicyclists and automobile 

paint jobs.  This section of the highway is a world and national destination tourist attraction.  

In addition to being used by resident bicyclists, many large sponsored bicycle events are 

held. These events help fill motels and restaurants, and support other retailers. Similarly 

there are a number of high-end car events which fulfill the same role. Some of the events are 

also used as charitable fundraisers. The conditions are so bad that some events may be 

canceled and/or relocated. The locals are afraid to ride their bikes because it is so bumpy 

and slippery. 

The various Supervisors and city officials on SLOGOG have been both chastising and 

pleading with Caltrans to fix the problem. The local Caltrans District Director has said that 

it would cost $7-8 million to overlay the route with a layer of asphalt. He has further 

indicated that even if Caltrans could find the money, it would be impossible to plan, bid, 

and contract the work in time for this year’s tourist season.  

The County could fix the problem in the short term. For several years the Supervisors have 

been pointing out that the County has robust financial reserves including unrestricted, 

unobligated general reserves. 

The Board could advance the money and Caltrans could amend an existing chip seal 

contract and get the work done. If State contracting procedures are too complicated, 

Caltrans could do a quick memo of understanding (MOU) with the County and the County 

could bid the work and get it done.   

The County’s legislative delegation could work with Caltrans, and the Supervisors to get the 

County paid back. 

 



7 

 

                                                      

               



8 

 

  

 

 


